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of the people of Bunbury. A clause like
this should not be put in a Bill except
for some extraordinary reason. We did
it on one occasion, but we need not repeat
it in such a swall Bill as this.

Hon. W. PATRICK : We should not
insist on this amendment, No doubt the
Committee took a proper course from a
theoretical point of view. Ii was a diffi-
cult matter in a small comwunity such as
owrs to select a first-class wan for a first-
class position ; and taking everything intoe
vonsideration, the wiser course would be
te agree not to insist on the amendment,

Question put, and a division taken with
the following result :—

Ayes . B

Noes .4

Majority for o2
Nors.

Hon, J. D. Conunlly

Hon, F. Connor
Hon, J. M. Drew

Hon. J. T. Glowrey
Hon, S. J. Haynes
Hon, W, Maley

AYES, ]

Hon. V. Hamersley
Hoa. E, McLarty
Hon. W. Patrick
Hon. G. Throssell

Question thus passed,
amendment not insisted on.

Title of Bill—agreed to.

Bill reperted ; the report adopted ; a
message accordingly returned to the Leg—
islative Assembly.

the Couneil’s

ADJOURNMENT — PROROGATION
ARRANGEMENTS.
The COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved—

That the House el its rising do ad-

Journ unlil 12 &clock noon of Friday.
He helieved it was the intention of His
Excellency to prorogue Parliament at
three o'tlock Friday afternoon.

Question passed.

The House adjourned at 1.40 o’clock
. (Friday)} until Friday noon.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at

2.30 o'clock p.m.

Prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: 1, Annual Report and
balance- sheet of Karrakatta Cemetery
Board; 2, Annunal Report and balance-
sheet of (lovernors of the Iligh School;
3, Auvnual Report and balanee-sheet of
Agrieuttural Bank; 4. Report of Comp-
troller of Prisons; 3, By-laws of Muni-
cipality of Kanowna ; G, Beport on pox-
tions of Kimberleys, by W. V. Fitz-
gerald.

QUESTION —RAILWAY EXCURSION
FARES. KALGOORLIE TO ALBANY.

Mr. BATH asked the Minister for
Railways: Is it the intention of the Min-
ister to make the Saturdny week end ex-
cursion fares from Kalgoorlie to Albany
availabhle at the same rates for passengers
as durving last holiday season?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied :  No. The rates have been
slightly inereased so ns to be more ani-
forin in regard to distance to other sea-
ports,
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QUESTION—MINING EXEMPTION.

Mr. WALKER asked the Minister for
Mines: 1, Has the Minister’s attention
been drawn to a letter over the signature
of Geo. Chishholm, referring to a cer-
tain exemption? 2, If so, will the Min-
ister inform the House whether there is
any justification for the course alleged
fo have been taken?

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied:
1, Yes. 2, The exemption referred to
wag granted by the registrar to enable
the lessees to make fresh working ar-
rangements.  Since the date of granting,
three fresh tribute agreements on the
group of leases have been approved by
the warden.

QUESTION—PRISON
HOURS.

Mr, TAYLOR (for Mr, Bolton) asked
the Premier: 1, Has he taken any aetion
to inquire into the representafions made
by hon. members on the question of ex-
cessive hours on duty of prison warders
at Fiemantle? 2, If so, will he state
whether it is his intention to remedy this
condition of affairs at an early date?

The PREMIER replied : 1, Yes. 2,
Yes, in cases where such are proved to
exist.

WARDERS’

QUESTION—EDUCATION ENDOW-
MENTS.

Mr. BATH asked the Minister for
Education: Has he taken any farther
steps towards setting apart blocks of land
in new areas as educational endowments?

The PREMIER replied : The Minister
for Lands has had a large number of
blocks in varions fownsites throughout
the -State earmarked for the purpose,
pending final seleetion,

QUESTION—SESSION OF 1908, AND
GENERAL ELECTIONS.

Mr. BATH asked the Premier (with-
ont notice) : Will he, hefore the session
cluses, make a statement as to the inten-
tions of the Government as to holding a
session next vear, and also as to the in-
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tentions of the Government in regard to
the date for bolding the next general
elections?

The PREMIER replied: Yes.

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.
Attorney General and Mr. Holman.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
N. Keenan): I wish to crave the indul-
gence of the House to make a statement
by way of personal explanation. Tt will
be within the memory of members that
some time last May, at the instance of
the Premier, I supplied to him a min ite
dealing with the procedure for conii et-
ing prosecutions under the Indus.rial
Conciliation and Arbitration Aet. In
that minute I eommented on the Potosi
Consolidated Cowmpany’s case. The
member for Murchison (Mr. Holman'
took exception to certain expressions
that minute, and tabled a motion for the
purpose of enabling him to bring the
mattier before lbe House; but owing to
the exigencies of this session, that motion
has not come before members. At the
instanee of the Prewier, the member for
Murchison has heen good evough to lay
before we his objections to certain ex-
presions wade use of in that minute.
T'ke hon, member tells me, and 1 feel sure
he is perfectly sincere, that he places a
eonstruetion on some of the words which
reflect on his personal hononr, and
reflect on his being a party to acts which
in themselves are dishonourable. I de-
sire, without any reservation whatever,
to say that I regret baving been a party
to anything which eansed the hon. mem-
ber any pain; and without any qualifi-
cation I desire to express my regret, and
farther to say it was no part of my in-
tention to do or say anythihg which
would canse such a result. As a matter
of fact, nobody regrets more than I do
that in the strife we at times engage in,
the wordy warfare, we unfortunately
say things which do cause pain. I have
always held this view, that it-is no part
of the eriticisms made by a public man,
in the discharge of his public duties, to
indulge in personal abuse; and if T have
infringed that rule inadvertently, I re-
gret having done so. I feel sure the hon.
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member will aceept thai assurance from
me, and also the assuranee that it was
in no wav infended.

Mr. J. B. HOLMAN (Murchison) :
I am very pleased indeed to accept the
assurances of the Attorney General. I
may say, in explanation, that I felt
keenly the statements made in the docu-
ment to the Premier, coming as they did
at a eritical period, when I was acting
for certain people. It was the means of
bringing uwpon me, during the session,
through my using a certain expression,
the eensure of the House. T should not
have used the expression if I had not felt
the matter keenly; but no matter how
keenly I may have felt the Atiorney
General’s minute, I do not think I was
justified in making the remark I did, and
I desire to express my regret that I made
the remark. I wish to assure youn, Mr.
Speaker and the House, that it was not
from evil intent that I made the remark
on that occasion; but my temper is
pretty hot, and I say many things at
times which no doubt I regret after-
wards; but I am glad that I ¢can now ex-
press regret that I made the remark I
did. Althoughb I saffered the penalty for
refusing to apologise at the time, I am
pleased to know now that the whole
matter has been cleared up. I was justi-
fiably heated on the occasion; but how-
ever justifiably heated T may have been,
I was not justified in making the remark
I did. T am glad the matter has bheen
satisfactorily settled.

BILL—STATE CHILDREN.

Read a third time, and returned to the
Legislative Couneil with amendments.

BILL—GAME ACT AMENDMENT.
Kangaroos— Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

Mr. T. HAYWARD (Wellington) : I
have much pleasure in supporting this
Bill. The native game in the South-
Western Distriet has been decreasing for
many years, We have bad an Aet in
foree, which if it were enforced would
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probably prevent this deerease, but it is
almost a dead letter; and I feel that un-
less steps are taken to enforee the mea-
sure now before the House, should it be
passed, it will have about the same re-
sult. We have also a Gun License Aet.
At Bunbury at one time a number of
licenses were issued, but latterly scarcely
a license is taken out. It is necessary
that mare stringent measures should be
taken to ‘prevent shoofing all the year
round. At present I have been informed
that duek shooting has been going on for
a namber of weeks. It is a great pity.
It is unfortunate for the man who ob-
serves the law and goes out on opening
day to find that someone has been there
before and shot all the ducks away. The
same applies to kangarcos. They are also
getting searce, and in a short time searce-
ly one will be found. If the law is not
administered we may have to pass such
an Act as they had in Tasmania prohibit-
ing shooling for 12 months in order to
prevent the extirpation of the native
game altogether. As far as I ean see,
this measure if enforced will prevent the
extinction of native game, especially the
kangaroo. I support the second reading
and perhaps I may suggest a few altera-
tions in Committee,

Mr. R. H. TNDERWOOD (Pilbarra):
I support the seeond reading of this Bill,
because I hold it is desirable to preserve
the Australian game as much as possible;
but at the same time the Bill gives con-
siderable power to the Minmister. I think
members are entitled to have a little more
information as to where the measure will
apply. There is no area mentioned in
the Bill. Of course I admit it is one of
those Acts in which the Minister is not
likely to go very far wrong; but the posi-
tion is that in the whole of the northern
part of the State kangaroos are a pest
to a considerable extent.

Mr. Stone: It does not apply there.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Bill does not
say where it applies and T would like a
little information as to the intentions of
the Minister as to its applieation. The
Rill merely says that certain parts may
be set aside; in faet the whole of the
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State inay be set aside. I am pleased to
give my support to the measure.

Mr. T. L. BROWN (Geraldton): It
is not my intention to oppose this Bill;
but like the member for Pilbarra, I would
like a little mure information. We are
told that a eertain area is to be restricted
but it does not say so in this Bill. It is
not defined. It may be desirable for
certain districts to be reserved. At pre-
sent kangaroos in partienlar are very
searce; but there is a possibility that we
may take a step in the wrong direetion.
If the Ainister receives a request from
members for certain districts to have cer-
tain areas restricted from time to time,
no doubt they may becope breeding
grounds for kangaroos that would he a
menace to outlying distriets that rely on
pastoral pursuits. So I think it is neces-
gary in restriefing areas to proceed care-
fully. The member for Wellington will
probably add something to the clanse in
Committee, and I trust the Minister will
see his way clear to allow it, so that we
will know exactly what we are dealing
with, so that the area will be defined,
and so that we will not be told merely
“so many miles south of Geraldton,” or
“so many miles south of some other
place.” With the member for Pilbarra
I would like to see the area defined, so
that we will know what we are doing. T
should be sorry to think that for many
years at all events killing kangarocos in
the North will be restricted ; but under the
measure the Minister has power to do it.
The only weak point in the measure to
my way of thinking, is that it gives the
Minister too munch power. Tt gives him
power to obtain an Order-in-Counecil to
restrict any portion of the State whether
it is desirable or not. There is another
watter I would like to see clearly defined,
and that is the amount of the license fee
to be charged. It should be fixed at a
nominal rate; because there are many men
who rely solely on kangarcos for their
livelibood, while others obtain a pre-
carious livelihood by getting a little san-
dalwood and a few kangaroos,

Mr. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret):
I am pleased to be able to support the
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second reading of this measare, but 1 am
very sorry it has come down so late. I
think the Leader of the Opposition made
that clear last night; but there is a neces-
sity for this Bill even if it be brought
down at this late hour of the session. I
have been interviewed by farmers in the
sonuth-western portion of the State who
have complained bitterly of the way in
which the distriet is being denuded of
native game hy hunters who are mak-
ing a living by killing kangarcos. They
point out that in the farming areas in
the South-West and along the Great
Southern Railway it is now almost im-
possible for the farmers to take their
guns and get kangaroos for consumption
to take the place of beef or mutton. The
member for Williamis will bear me out.
Several of his electors met me in the
street about a fortnight ago and asked
me to put the question in the House
whether the Government intended to en-
force the Game Aect and prevent this kind
of thing, They pointed ont that the
onus of proof practically rested on the
policemen. This Bill will remove that by

~ Clanse 3 whiech pomts out that the fact

of native game being found in the pos-
session of a person, if he has no license
and is within a prohibited area, is suffi-
cient proof of guilt. It will be pleasing
if this Bill is passed and if we can pre-
serve our native game, where it is of great
value to our settlers in the early stages of
settlement. Clause 2, line 11, will get
over the difficulties mentioned by mem-
bers who bave already spoken. It pro-
vides for prohibiting the killing or taking
for sale or barter of any preseribed native
game generally or in any defined portion
of the State. “Any defined portion of
the State” will meet the wishes of hen.
members who have raised objections, We
know that where areas are reserved by
the Minister it is dene by proelamation.
I do not think it is giving the Minister
too much power, becanse he can by pro-
clamation bring in any portion of the
State in an area; and if the settlers in
that area think it is a wrong step they
will at onee bring it before the Minisier
that he has proclaimed an area without
baving sufficient knowledge, and I pre-
sume the proclamation will be rescinded.
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So I do not think there is any possible
chance that it will work any bhardship. It
may not be necessary for the north-west
portions of the State to be brought under
the prohibited area. We know there is
game up there that will stand any amount
of hunting vet before any diminution will
be noticed in it to any large degree. I
am pleased to support the Bill. I do so
at the request of a number of our new
settlers in this .State. I hope the Bill
will pass and become an Aet, and I hope
that when it does become an- Act it will
not be a dead letter. The member for
Wellington (Mr. Hayward) has put his
finger on the kernel of the position when
he says that we already have laws, and
that if they were administered, as it was
the intention of Parhament they should
be, we would perhaps not have need for
this measure. The hon. member is one
of the greatest sports in this State
with the gun. I know that when he
is relieved of his Parliamentary duties
and returns to his home at Bunbury he
inmnediately takes down his gun and sees
that it is in good going order. The hon.

nmember had pointed out that there are .

unserupulous people who shoot during the
¢lose seasen.  We cannot blame them if
the Aect is not administered. [Zhe.Pre-
wmier : They are keen sportsmen.] There
can be keen sportsmen who raspeet the
cluse season, hike the member for Welling-
ton. It 1s a hardship on those who,
knowing the gaming laws, adhere o the
close seasons ; while others through the
laxity in administration of the laws {ake
no notice. I shall help the Minister
to place this Bill an the Statute Book,
and I hope that when it is there we shall
have no ecomplaint in regard to laxity in
administration. I am pleased to know
there will be no license given to anyone
within a prohibited area to kill kangaroos
or to dispose of their skins for barter.
They will only get licenses outside pro-
hibited areas. I am also pleased, as I
have always been, to he able to assist the
Government in putting measures on the
statute-book.

Mr. P. STONE (Greenough) : 1 do
not object to this Bill so long as it does
not apply to the northern part of this
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State. If it applies mueh to the north:
of Perth, I am afraid we shall not have
sufficient police in the State to administer
it.  The Government have been giving
£1,000 to the squatters in the North to
evadicate the nuisance of kangaroos, and
I know they are a great nuisance in the
agrienltural districts where they ave not
kept down.  They get in at night aud
knock down the corn. and ereate great
havoe. I do not think the Game Act is
an Acrt that is closely administered in a
scatleved country like this. In faet I
have met a gentleman in a responsible
position with a turkey in his possession.
He had shot it during the elose season.
I asked him how he eame to shoot it i
the elose seagon.  He said, “T had to
shoot it in self-defence ; it eame flving
at wme and I had to proteet myself” I
think there will be many cases of this
sort if this Aet is wade general through-
out the northern part of this State.

M G. 8. F. COWCHER (Williams) -
I have mueh pleasure in supporting the
Bill. It is quite true what the member
for Mount Margaret says about the
seaveity of kangaroos in the South-East.
It has been brought under my notice,
I have seen it myself, that kangarco hun-
ters settle down in tents all aver the place
in the close season, shooting kangaroos.
This is done in a wholesale manner. We
know kangaroe is good food properly
used, but this wholesale destruetion should
not be allowed.

The HONORARY MINISTER (in re-
ply as mover) : It is not intended to ap-
ply the Bill to other than the South-TWest
distriets of the State.  The idea is to
proclaim an avea south of Jurien Bay,
about midway between Perth and Cerald-
ton, as the area within which the Act shall
be operative. The license fee for kan-

garoo hunters will be only nominal. The
real objeet is that these men shall be

watched within the prohitited arvea for
preventing the wholeszle destruetion of
kangaroos and other protected game.

Question put and passed.

Biil read a seeond time.
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In Commitlee, ete.
Clause l-—agreed to.

Clause 2—

Mr. TAYLOR: It would be well for the
Minister to make the intention clear, so
that we might have it in the records of
Parliament what the Act was intended
to prohibit. There was a hazy idea that
persons might kill kangaroos as they had
been doing hitherto; and it should be
made clear that it wonld be unlawfunl to
kill kangaroos within the prescribed area,
whether for sale or barter, and that the

- only ease in which it wounld be allowed
was when kangaroos were killed for food.
If a person were found killing twenty or
thirty kangaroos a week, professedly for
food, that would be a case requiring close
supervision.

Hon. F. H. Piesse: What wonld be
«done with the skins, in that case?

The HONORARY MINISTER : It was
intended that within the protected avea
men might kill for food, and it was not
intended that in such case the skin shounld
be wasted, but that it might be torned
to good aceount. The object was to have
some method for regulating the disposal
of kangaroo skins.

Mr. TAYLOR: There should be close
supervision, with the objeet of preventing
men from killing kangaroos on the plea
of wanting them for food; and refurns
should be required by the department
from persons licensed to kill kangaroos,
50 as to show the number killed, and en-
able the department to aseertain how the
skins were disposed of. This wounld be
a check on the practice of killing whole-
sale.

Mr. T. L. BROYN asked whether per-
sons who went out shooting at the week-
end wonld require a license, also whether
a settler accompanied by one or two of
his boys would require a license for each
hoy ? .

The HOXORARY MINISTER: The
inteniion was to charge a license fee for
shooting kangaroos outside the declared
area, and the amount would be £1. It
would be permissible for a man to have
bis sons with him, and in the regulations
we might provide say for a son under
eighteeen years of age. The snggestion
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for requiring veturns to be sent to the
department was a good one, and wonld
enable it to exercise greater control. He
would make a note of that. As to persons
roing ont shooting at week-ends, that
would be all right if the skins were no
disposed of by sale.

My, STONE : Could the owner of a
field of corn shoot kangaroos destroyving
his erop 7 If not, wounld the Government
pre\;eut the kangaroos from trespass-
ing .

Mr. UTNDERWOOD :  Many North-
West squatters supplied natives with fre-
arms to destroy kangaroos, and supplied
part rations to whites kangarooing on the
rons.  North of Geraldton, where kan-
garoos were a pest, there should be no
license. Varions Governments had
offered rewards for the destruction of
kangarcos.

Clause put and passed.

("lause 3—Burden of proof :
Mr. Bath moved an amendment—
That Subclause 2 be struck out.

By this subelause an averment that the
person charged was unlicensed, or that
the killing was for the purpose of sale or
barter, should be deemed to be proved in
the absence of proof to the eontrary.
This provision was an entire snbversion
of ihe eommon law rule ihat a person
must be considered innocent till proved
guilty. '

The HONORARY  MINISTER :
Surely it was easy for a licensed person
to prove that he was licensed.

Mr. Bath : That was not the point.

Mr. TAYLOR : The difficulty in the
administration of the present Act was a
dilficulty of proof ; hence the seareity of
prosecutions and the wanton destruetion
of native game. If a man with no
license was found with game in his pos-
session, he should have to show how he
got the game.

Mr. Stone : Why not make every licen-
see rarry a dise round his neek ¢

Mr. BATH : A malicious person could
casily hang game in a man's tent during
his absence, and by the clanse the burden
of proof would lie on the owner of the
tent. We had lncal examples of con-
spiracies much move serions than this.
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. The HONORARY MINISTER: Under
the existing law stolen goods might be
placed in a man’s tent; but under this
clause, having the goods in his possession
for sale or barter was an essential feature
of the offence. Again, a man with a
license eould easily prove he was licensed,
whereas the police might find it diffieuit
to prove that Lie was not licensed.

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

Clauses 4, 5—agreed to.

Clause 6—Regulations:

My, TAYLOR : The member for
Geraldton objeeted to boys under eighteen
having to take out licenses. Boys aged
from fourteen to twenty would probably
be far more acenrate marksmen than their
fathers. - The father’s license should not
extend to the sons. If the father had the
license and the son infringed the Aet, who
would be punished? Boys of 18 did
things without realising how it would
affect others. The licenses should be
granted to the sons as well as to the
fathers, and the blame shonld rest on the
lads for their own aets.. It was suggested
that a man should be allowed to employ
unlicensed natives to shoot game for him.
All peirsons who killed kangaroos with
the objeet of trading should be compelled
to obtain licenses. No man should be
given power to employ eight or ten na-
tives to go out with rifles and shoot game
for him, unless all were licensed.

Mr. T. L. BROWN: The difficulty
pointed out by the hon. wmember was
easily overcome. When a father applied
for a license the names of the members of
his family who would be shooting for
him under that License could be stated
upont it. He moved an amendment—

That the words “ and areas” be in-
serted in line 2, after the word “ con-
ditions”

There were certain arveas in the North
where kangaroos were a pest, and no
man siould be called upon to have a li-
cense to shoot there.

The HONORARY MINISTER: There
was no necessity for the amendment, as
the object desired thereby was attained
by the provisions in Clause 2 of the Bill
Under the clanse it was provided that cer-
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tain areas should be proclaimed. This
would meet the object of the hon. member.

Mr. T. L. BROWX : The clause did
not clearly enough define that persons
need not be licensed who were shooting
in areas where kangaroos were a pest.

Mr. TAYLOR: There was no necessity
for the amendment. In any case he op-
posed it, for be believed that all men who
hunted kangavoos for trading purposes
should be licensed. In the North-West
squatters would not permit men to shoot
kangaroos on their runs without a permit
from them. As a rule a permit was
given to one man, and he knew of ecases
where kangarocers earned as mwuch as
£10 a week by shooting on the run. Such
men would be well able fo purchase a
License. It was impossible te conirol
these men unless they were compelled to
obtain a license.

Mr. T. L. Brown: A permit would do
that,

Mr. TAYLOR : All should be com-
pelled to pay for their licenses. ‘

Mr. UNDERWOOQD: Although a man
ghould bave a license for timber-cutiing,
gold-mining and so on, while kangarcos
were a pest there should be no restriction.
The Government were paying for the de-
struction of kangaroos, therefore why re-
strict the destruction of them? From
his experience in the North, men would
not shoot kangaroos when they were
searce becanse it did not pay. Men only
shot kangaroos to fill in time. There
were one or two kangaroo shooters wp
North who were good at the game, but
they went shearing in the season. Many
of the sguatters equipped natives and
supplied them with tucker and ammuni-
tion te go out shooting kangaroos. His
reason for obhjecting to the license in the
North was that the kangaroos were a
pest, and it was not advisable fo put a
restriction on the killing of a pest.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The
desire was to protect the native game
in the South-West portion of the State,
but not to deter people from destroying
kangaroos where they ought to be de-
stroyed. He did not think the Bill would
operaie in that way. He would frame
regulations to prevent it.
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Mr. BUTCHER : The Committee
would be safe in allowing the clanse to
pass now that the Ainister had given an
assurance that he would frame regula-
tions not preventing the free shooting of
kangaroos in the Nerth. A squatter told
him that more kangaroos watered at cer-
tain wells on his run than sheep. He
was strongly opposed to licenses being
issued to kangaroo shooters in the North-
West portions of the State, for persons
shonld be encouraged to destroy kaun-
garoos there.

Mr. T. L. BROWN: Afier the assur-
ance of the Minister the Committee conld
safely leave the matter in his hands. If
men had to obtain liceuses less kangaroos
would be shot. He asked leave to with-
draw his amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Clanse passed.

Clanse 7T—agreed to.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment; the
report adopted.

Bill read a third fime and passed.

BILL—EXCESS.
Second Reading.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore),
in moving the second reading, said: This
measnre Is brought down in accordance
with a promise made by the Treasurer
last year when he introduced an Excess
Bill covering the years 1902, 1903, 1904,
1905, and 1906. 1 regret exceedingly
that the Treasuver owing to indisposition
is not able to be present in his place to
explain the measure, but I think members
realise that it is to a large extent a formal
measure, beeause the whole of the amounts
have been dealt with under the Auditor
General’s report and the authority for the
expendifure is covered by the item “ Trea-
surer’s Advance,” which is annunally sub-
mitted on the Estimates, but whieh is not
included in the Appropriation Bill. The
Bill covers an excess of £78,240 charged
as against vevenue, £10480 charged
against General Loan Fund, and £1,404
charged against Loan Suspense Account,
making a total of £90,228, The whole of
the items are shown on the Estimates
which have already been passed by the
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House as the expenditure for the last
year, and they are expressly set out on
pages 16 to 44 of the Public Accounts
placed before members when the Budget
was introdueed.  The Treasurer has an
advance of £150,000 and from this these
items are paid, while the excess expendi-
ture has to be provided for by the Bill.
1t is suggested that in the future the Bx-
cess Bill for the last financial year shall
be brought down prior to prorogation.
I would like to point out that in several
cases there have heen considerable under-
drafts which may be brought under the
notice of the Iouse at the present time.
In the Lands Department, for instance,
there is an excess of £2,938 16s. 9d. and
there is an uonderdvaft amounting to
£10,751; that is to say in some cases, for
instance, in salaries, there is anm under-
draft of £2,319 5s. 1d., while in some
other votes there are excesses. In the
item “ Survevs generally ” there is also
an underdraft of £6,537 16s. 4d. ; in the
Woods and Torests, and Maintaining
‘State Nurseries, there is an underdraft of
£26, and m the item ¢ Salaries ” £185 1s.
In the travelling and transport allow-
ances for the department there is an ex-
ceess of £1,050. This ilem was not
created by the Lands Department but by
the Treasury to meet the travelling and
transport allewances for land inspectors.
An amount was provided on the Loan
Estimates under “Incidentals,” but the
Treasurer wounld not allow the expendi-
ture under ‘that beading, althongh the ex-
cess was put through ander “ Salaries™;
therefore there is a corresponding saving
in the item “ Ineidentals.” I do nof know
that 1 need delay the House farther.

Mr. Bath: What would be the total
underdrafts?

The PREMIER: T think they are set
out on page 44 of the Public Aecounts,
“TUnexpended balances, grand total
£184,646 13s. 7d.” In Committee, if I
can give any information that hon. mem-
bers want I shall be only too pleased to
give it.

Mr. T. H  BATH (Brown Hill) : T
recognise this Bill is necessary, in ae-
cordance with the Aundit Act. Tt is a
matter which has been neglected in past
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years unfil 1906 when an Execess Bill
eovering several previous years was in-
troduced. The point to which I wish to
refer in conneetion with this Bill is that
there is a considerable amount embodied
in excess here for what might be termed
the administrative cost of various depart-
ments ; and it conveys the impression
that votes on the ordinary Estimates are
under-estimated with a velw to showing
ecomomy effected, while the balance is
made up by what is really unanthorised
expenditure, belated legality being given
to il by an Exeess Bill. One has only to
look at the Mines Department.

The Premier: How much is that? Nol
£1,000 altogether.

Mr. Scaddan : It is just over £1,100.

Mr. BATH : A great deal of it is used
up by items which should really appear
.«on the Estimates. The same applies in
connection with the Department of
Works ; there is £202 in salaries, and
there are a number of other items amount-
ing to £442. Baut it is more apparent in
the Colonial Secretary’s Department
than in any other. That department is
one that should not be subject to flue-
tuations as in other departments, and
should be the department above all others
in whieh a reascnable amount of acenracy
'shonld be obtained in preparing Estim-
ates for Parliament. We see a consider-
able amount in this Bill in the various
departments under the Colonial Secretary
in the way of excess. I think it should
be avoided in the future. The same may
be said of the Agrienltural Department.
A great deal was said in 1906 as to the
great economies which were effected by
the Honorary Minister in the reduction
of his Estimates, but we see it was really

only " an under-estimation instead of
eeonomy. Subsidies to agrienltural and
Thortienltural societies may be an item

liable to be underestimated, but the de-
partment should have been able to estim-
ate the expenditure in eonnection with
the Agrienltural Bank.

The Premier : The new Act was not
enforced until the end of the year.

Mr. BATH : The Agrienltural Bank
should be like any other institution. The
fact that there is an increase of business
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shonld not necessitate a substantial in
crease in the cost of administration.

The Premier : More inspectors ari
necessary ; where one might do before
four ov five are needed now.

Mr. BATH: The total excess is £2,183
I hardly think the inerease of busines:
wavrants  that increased expenditure
In connection with the Loan Suspens:
Aceonnt, I veferred to this when dealing
with the Loan Estimates yesterday. ]
hope that the remarks of the Auditoy
(General will be noticed by the Treasarer
and that consideration will be given k¢
the Aunditor General’s suggestion em
bodied in his report, that a committee of
accounts should be appointed by Parlia
ment in order to eonfer with the Auditm
General, and to see that the reeommmenda.
tions contained in his report each yea
are not wasted on the desert air. I speal
of his recommendations for the more ef:
fective keeping of the aceounts of the
various departments of the State. There
is one question I wounld Hke to ask
whether members of this House have the
right to eonsult the Auditor General af
any time on matters contained in his re
port, or on matters on which information
15 songht. In the Auditor Generals re
port there are many matters T would like
explained by the Auditor General, and
sewing that he is a servant of Parliament,
dirveetly responsible to this House, I think
we should be allowed to see him if there
is any point on whieh we should like in-
formation.

Mr. Scaddan : The report should be an
Order of the Day for disecmssion. It is
Parliament’s duty to diseuss it

Mr. W. ). JOHNSON (Guildford) : T
endorse the remarks of, the Leader of the
Opposition. It is a very undesirable prac-
tice to bring down an Excess Bill at the
tail end of the session to cover items that
should he discussed on the Esfimates.
In Jlooking through this Bill we find
grants to certain libraries and special
grants for the purchase of reecreation
grounds ; and Tight through we find
items that would be discussed and pos-
siblv struck out in Committee of Supply
provided they appeared on the Estimates.
By the omission of these items it makes
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the Estimates appear considerably better.
Conseguently 1 take strong exception to
many items, the details of which I shall
draw attenton to when we are in Com-
mittee. There are several on which the
Minister for Works should give an ex-
plunation. The London Ageney is an-
other item on which we want some infor-
mation. I think the majority of members
hold the opinion that the London Agency
is too expensive already. As it appeared
on the Estimates exception was taken to
if, yet we find that the BEstimates did not
contain the true cost of the Agency, be-
canse we find in this Bill an excess of
some hundreds. However, I take it we
will have an opportunity of getting some
information in Committee.

The PREMIER (in reply as mover) :
The Leader of the Opposition has re-
ferred to the fact that in the Colonial
Secretary’s Department partienlariy the
Minister should be in a position to gauge
more correetly his expenditure. 1 would
pomnt out to the hon. member that the
Colonial Secretary controls different de-
partments, sueh as the Charities Depart-
ment, when unforeseen expenditure often
erops up, and which in framing his Es-
timates he is not in a pdsition to forecast.
‘There is an excess of £2,550, which is
mostly made up of grants in aiding in-
digent patients.

Mr. Johnson: It is mostly granis to
unemployed; yet yon are encouraging
immigration.

The PREMIER: Why do we want to
give it to the unemployed? We give them
work.

Mr. Johnson: It is what you musi be
doing—giving them food.

The PREMIER: To any man who
comes along we will give a job if he hikes
to work.

Mr. Johnson: At a fair wage?

The PREMIER : Yes; at contraet
work, ring-barking—as long as they are
not like some men who go up there who
cannot earn their salt at anything. Some
are asked to send in an account for
rations for three or four months, and in
some cases these rations come to £3 or £4
a week. I have a schedule in my office
as a sample of one gentleman who was
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anxious to go on the land ring-barking;.
and among his sehedule of rations he men-
tioned such things as self-vaising flour,
eurrants, raigins, sauees, and every lux-
ury of the season. If the hon. member
wants to send men of that elass along
we have no time for them, but if he
sends along any man who likes to take
a contract we will give it to him.

Mr. Johnson: I shall send along some
of the men retrenched from the Railway
Department. Youn will be inundated with
them.

The PREMIER : Waell, send them
along. There is another item in regard to
the Perth Public Hospital Board. There
is an excess of £4,679 12s. 2d. caused by
the inerease in the mumber of indoor and
outdoor patients. The indoor patients
during last year were 3,110 against 2,632
in the previous year, and the outdoor
patients numbered 7100 last year as
against 6,500 in the previous year. I
have already pointed ount that as against
these underdrafts there is, as will be seen
by members if they turn up the Public
Accounts a considerable unexpended bal-
ance of the vote in the case of the Lands
Department amounting to £10,000.

My, Bath: Can any hon. wember con-
sult the Auditor General at any fime in
connection with matters in his report?

The PREMIER: I do not know that
the point has ever been raised, but if it
can be done by letter I shall arrange to see
that it is forwarded to the Aunditor Gen-
eral. T do not know whether in the ¢on-
ditions of his appointment it is provided
that he can be interviewed, or whether
information can be solicited in regard tor
any items eonnected with his report, bat
T shall ascertain for the hon. member.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, elc,

My, Daglish in the Chair, the Premier
in charge of the Bill

Clauses 1, 2, 3—agreed to.

Sehedule A-—Literary and Secientifie
Grant—TItem, Vietoria Park Library :

Mr. JOHNSON: Under this head ap-
peared a special gramt for purchase of
Vietoria Park library. YWhy was that?
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The PREMIER: The Victoria Park
Munieipality was a subdivision of pri-
vate estates, and no Government land was
reserved within its area; consequently the
Government advanced this amount to the
Committee of the loeal public library for
purchasing a site on which to erect a
building, the amount for the site being
£35.

Mr. JOHNSON: The item said this
was for the purchase of a library, not for
a site on which to erect a library building.

Aborigines:

Mr. BUTCHER : Referring to the
Aborigines Grant, what steps did the
Glovernment propose taking towards pro-
tecting whites against the terribly incur-
able disesse from whieh natives in the
North-West were suffering?

The CHAIRMAN: The point was not
in order as fo this item.

The PREMIER: The amount of this
item as voted was increased last year be-
cause more decrepid natives reeeived as-
sistanee than was anticipated when the
vote was passed. With regard to the
hon. member’s request for information,
he would give that information to a depu-
tation of settlers who were about to wait
on him.

London Agency:

Mr. JOHNSON: The London Agency
was administered on most expensive lines.
If Parliament could have discussed suffi-
ciently the items in the Annual Estimates
for the London Agency, some of them
would not have been passed and we should
not now be asked to pass a vote to cover
excess expenditure whiech ought not to
have been incurred. All we could do
now was to get explanations.

The PREMIER : The first item of
excess expenditnre was in regard to the
inspecting engineer, who was short-paid
in Angust 1904, also for a later part of
the year he was paid at a higher salary
than was provided for in the Estimates.
As to what had been said about the ex-
pensiveness of the London Apgeney, he
had promised the Committee of this
House when items were being diseussed
on the Annunal Estimates, that the Agent
General would be requested to prevent
the creation of a distinet department for
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the inspecting engineer, whe was desirou
of being a department distinet from th
secretary’s department. It was desirabl
the whole of the business should be unde
the seeretary of the Ageney, and th
Agent General had been requested to r
sist any desire to have separate depar
ments for immigration, Agent Genera
and inspecting engineer. The Ager
General had recognised that by consol
dating the work of the office a conside:
able saving conld be effected, and a
thongh in the present year there woul
be additional work in eonnection with th
Franco-British Exhibition, vet some ¢
duetion could be effected later.

Munieipal Grants:

Mr. H BROWN: Last year's estimat
of the amount of subsidy to be paid t
nunicipalities was £60,000, yet ove
£30,000 additional was paid. Could th
Premier give any explanation as to wh
such a huge amount in addition to tha
anthorised had been paid? )

The PREMIER: The payment of suk
sidies for 1906 was based on a reduetio
of 20 per cent. of the amount of geners
rate collected in the munieipal year end
ing 31st Oectober; but in view of the fac
that municipalities were aware it was th
intention of the Government to redue
the subsidy by 20 per cent. in the nex
year, a special effort was made by man
municipalities to get their rates collecte
as fully as possible before the end of th
1906 munieipal year, and the eollection
were s0 large as compared with previon
years that the Goverhment had to pa
considerably more than had been esti
mated. OFf course the object of munici
palities in doing this was to get the sub
sidy on the higher amount allowed by
colleeting as large a sum as they coul
within the year, before the lower scale o
subsidy came into operation. But of
course the Treaswry would have to pa
less during the present year as a vesul
of so much more having heen collected i
the previous year.

Mr. BUTCHER : The explanation
showed how putrid the principle was o
subsidising municipalities. It showe
how the municipalities fleeced the Govern
ment; it showed also that muniecipalitie
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ould if necessary carry on without a
ubsidy from the Government; that when
hey saw the Government were going to
1ake a reduction they made greater
fforts to colleet rates than had been made
efore. The soomer these subsidies to
wablie hodies were abolished, the better.

The PREMIER : On the basis on
thich sobsidies were paid now, we paid
n the aetual balance-sheets of the muni-
ipalities; so that the Treasury could
heck the balanee-sheeets for three years,
ake the average of the general rate col-
seted in that period, and pay on the basis
£ a farther reduction of 20 per cent. fur
his year. The idea was to gradually re-
e the subsidy to munieipalities, so that
itimately the subsidies might be abol-
shed. Members would recognise that a
radnal reduction was better than stop-
ing the subsidies at one siroke; it was
10re equitable.

Mr. H. RROWN: If the annual sub-
idy was to be paid on the basis stated
vy the Premier, the Government would
till be overpaying, beeanse the select
ommittee whieh had been inguiring into
he overpayments of subsidies to muniei-
alities found that large sums of money
iad been paid by the Government il-
egally. He had asked whether the Gov-
rnment intended to reduce the subsidies
n accordance with those overpayments.
A Govermment auditor should be ap-
sointed to see what repayment was owing
¥ municipalities that had been overpaid,
mnd this would apply particularly to three
nunicipalities represented hy members
if the Government. Fremantle alone in
he last six years had been overpaid by
8,000, moneys having been first collected
15 general rate, and then portiens trans-
‘erred to aid the separate health rate,
vfter a subsidy had been elaimed on the
otal amouni of general rate collected.
Jver £9,000 had heen overpaid to Nor-
Lam in the same losse way; and a large
unount was overpaid to Kalgoorlie; and
io with other places. One witness ealled
yefore the committee admitted he could
1wt find a balance-sheet.

The PREMIER: The subsidy would
e paid on the amount of general rate
wllected for three years, taking the
iverage.
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ltem—Belmont, Puarchase of recrea-
tion grouud, £337 2s.: .

Mr. JOHXNSON: Why was not this
expenditure discussed by Parliament ¢

The PREMIER: The whole of the
property in the municipality having be-
longed to a private person, in smveying
the town no provision was made for a
reereation ground or public reserve.
There was not any Crown land for even
a post offiee or a town hall.

Mr. SCADDAN: The objection was
to granting the money without the con-
sent of Parliament, when similar grants
or grants for the improvement of ve-
serves were refused to other munieipali-
ties.

Ttem — Gwalia
£2,346 16s. 5d.:

Mr, JOHNSON: Was this expenditure
included in the balance-sheet of the
hotel?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes.
Owing to the good business done, the
amount estimated for the purchase of
stock etcetera had been largely ex-
ceeded. The hotel was highly profitable.
It had now paid off the whole of the
capital, and thus owed the State nothing
whatever.

Hotel, maintenance,

Ttem-—Tnspection of Machinery, tem-
porary assistanee, £65 12s,

Mr. SCADDAN: Why the necessity
for temporary assistance when the
branch was already over-manned?

The MINISTER FOR MINES : Re-
ductions were to be effected. The
amount for this year was over-estimated.

Item—Indoor Relief, £1,482 10s. 3d.:

Mr. JOHNSON : The Government
were tolerating a continnous influx of
impecunious persons from the mother
country, who came here only to increase
an overloaded labour market, and many
of them were assisted from the Charities
vote. In view of the Premier’s promige
this afternoon, he (Mr. Johnson), when
he had applications for assistance from
men willing and able to work, would
send them to the Premier,

Mr, BUTCHER: If the hon. member
travelled more extensively, about the
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wountry, he would know that on certain
oceasions it was utterly impossible to get
the labour necessary to earry on various
industries in the country districts. Men
were not willing to leave a municipality
or to go far from a railway.

Mr. Bath : Some of the men had
families, and ceould not keep two homes.

Mr. BUTCHER: That was true; but
members must not forget that portion of
the State was languishing for want of
labour, while ather portions had an
<normonsg nmnber of unemploved.

Mr. STUART: It should not go forth
without eontradiztion that it was impos-
sible to get labour to carry on various
indusiries. There was something radi-
«cally wrong with the hon. member’s
slatement. Tu say that it was difficult
to get men to go outside municipalities
was a libel on the workers. Go to de-
pacting  steamers, and see emigrants
leaving who were tired of looking for
work.  Within the last week three of
the bast-known geldfields workmen, after
a residence of ten or fifteen years, had
left the State because there were hetter
upenings elsewhere.

Mr. SCADDAN : The hon. member
{Mr. Butcher) voiced a complaint heard
on several occasions. On that member
he was not reflecting; but all knew that
the wages offered by certain employers
made it impossible for married men to
aecept billets. The difficulty of obtain-
Ing dairy-farm hands was eomplained of,
but employers wanted single men who
would work from 4 am, to 9 p.m. for
the magnificent wage of 13s. a week.
‘No wonder such men preferred to leave
the country.

Item—Harbour and  Light,
Working Expenses, £3,812 s, 24.:

My. JOHNSON : This expenditure
should have been foreseen.

The CHAIRMAN : This diseussion
was altogether foreign {o the Excess
Rill. The schedule dealt only with
«ertain money which had heen expended.
Members must keep to the schedule.

The PREMIER : Now that all the
Jetties were run departmentally, it was
found that the vote was under-estimated.
Previously the jetties were let under con-
{raek

Jetty
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Registration Bill.

Schedule put and passed.

Schedules B and C—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, the
report adopted.

Read a third time, and transmitted tc
the Legislative Counecil.

BILL—REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS
DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon
J. Price) in moving the second reading
sald : This is a Bill of a purely forma
nature, and is the resnlt of representatiol
made by the Registrar General’s Depart
ment. There ave certain inequalities ir
the existing law which should be removed
T may mention that the statistical method:
throughont the Commonwealth are being
brought into line, especially with refer
ence to vital statistics, and a certain pro
vision in this Bill will enable the Regis
trar (eneral to adopt similar methods ti
those existing in the other States. Again
there has been a good deal of trouble re
cently owing to the fact that registrar
going away on leave are replaced fo
the time being by assistant registrars
who are upable to conduct marriages
The Bill gives power to properly appointe
deputy registrars to take the place of th
registrars and to perform marriages.
diffieulty has arisen during the last fev
days in eonneetion with the branch of th
department at Kalgoorlie. The registra
there is on leave, with the resuli tha
those persons desirous of entering th
matrimonial state are unable to e mar
ried by the deputy registrar. It i
desived that the deputy registrar
should  Dhe  enabled to  perform  al
the funetions of the rvegistrars wh
may be away on leave.  Anothe
difficnlty has oceurrved recently owing t
the faet that it is impossible to register .
death six mobths after it bas occurred.
had a case cited to me this merning i
which a well known individual, whos
name is familiar to everyone in thi
House, is coneerned. His danghter died
the papers were left with him. am
through an oversight he failed to registe
the death, More than six months elupsed
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and when lie came to take out probate for
the adwministration of the estate he found
that as a matter of fact his danghter was
not legally dead. The Bill will provide
that in certain ecircumstances, and with
every safeguard, the registration can take
place np to two years after death. Tlus
Bill was introdnced in another place and
comes—nnder the wing of the Colonial
Secretary’s Department.

Mr. T. H. BATH (Brown Hill) : The
Bill may be all that the Minister for
Worls elaims for it. I have had a look
through the parent Act, and T can find
no reason for some of the proposed
nmendments in the Bill. In my opinion
they are in no sense an improvement on
the provisions of the Act. Apart from
that it seems to me that measures of this
kind, no matter how desirable they are,
shonuld have longer consideration than is
possible in the existing civeumstances.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second tite.

In Commitiee, elc.

Clauges 1 to 3—agreed to.

Clause 4—Deputy Registrar General :

Mr. BATH : There was a reason in
appointing deputy registrars to officiate
in the absence of the registrar, but surely
there was not the same necessity for ap-
pointing a deputy registrar general. The
Registrar General only exercised general
control over the department. If the
clanse were inserted it would mean addi-
tional expense in the department Without
a eorresponding advantage.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Tlle
desire was merely to give any man filling
an aeting position the full powers of the
individual he was relieving, There was
ne idea uf giving an inereased salary to
a depuly registrar general. At the pre-
sent nunment there was an acting Regis-
trar {General al the head of the Depart-
nent.

Clause put and passed.

Claus=es 5 to 9—agreed to.

Claure 10— Amendment of Section 25,
When registration of Ministers may be
zancelled :

Mr. BATH : Practieally the only dif-
ference hetween the clanse and a section
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of the original Aet was that diseretion
was given to the Registrar General to
cancel the registration of ministers in cer-
tain ecircumstances.  If those circum-
stances arogg, the cancellation should not
be a question of option at all ; it should
be compulsory. He moved an amend-
ment—

That the words “ if he thinks fit” be

struck out,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : If
the question of the necessity for cancel-
ling the registration weve so obvious, a
responsible officer such as the Registrar
General might well be expected properly
to exereise his functions. Tt might be
that he would receive representations
which made a delay in the cancellation of
the registration desirable. The insertion
of the clause would give greater freedom
of action to the Registrar Generval, and
in this respect good would result.

Amendment negatived ;  the
passed.

Clauses 11 to 15—agreed to,

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported withont amendment; the
report adopted.

Bill read a third time, and passed.

clanse

MOTION—RAILWAY PROJECT,

NANNINE TO MEEKATHARRA.

Debate resumed from the 16th October,
on the motion by Mr. Holman “That it
would be in the best intevests of the State
and especially of the mining industry on
the Murchison and Peak Hill Goldfields,
if the Government would immediately
constiuet a railway line from Nannine
to Meekatharra.”

Hon, F. H. PIESSE (Katanning): It
is now some time since we listened to the
very interesting speech of the member
for Murchison in introdueing this motion.
[ have taken the opportunity of looking
through that speech and noting the refer-
ences lie made to the prospeets of that
part of the eountry, and the development
that has taken place. He gave a very
good history of the past, and also placed
hefore members very good grounds for
earrying out this most important work.
When development has so far advanced
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as appears to be the ease in this mining
distriet, it is in my opinion necessary that
railway construetion should be earried out
for the purpose of placing sueh an im-
portant distriet in touch with fhe general
railway system of the State. It enables
development to be earried on more econ-
omically, and eneourages development to
such a degree as to make such distriet
and the industry, important to the State
generally. T am desirous at all times of
seeing thal railways are bnilt where theve
is a necessity, especially in a case where
such evidenee is given of the propress as
of the Meekatharra district. I have also
had an opportunity of reading the report
of the State Mining Engineer on this im-
portant district, and the latter part of the
report distinetly states it wounld be a great
advantage to the development of that
mining centre if railway communieation
were given, In faet he rvecommends it.
So that shows there are good grounds,
and that a good case has been made out
by the member for Murchison. It seems
a very flourishing distriet. I have not
had an opportunity of seeing it, but I
judge from the reports from that centre
that the case deserves the earnest con-
sideration of the Government. It is
rather late to deal with an important rail-
way proposal such as this ; but it is pro-
bable that after the faets placed before
us, the Government will, in the interests
of the distriet and the country, take into
consideration the necessity for giving
railway eommunicationn to this distriet.
It is one of the proposals, if the infor-
mation which has been given 1is sap-
ported, that the Government should take
into consideration. I am glad to hear of
the developments which have taken place
in the district. Although the Mnrchison
for many years was one of the chief min-
ing centres, it went under a cloud, but
it has come forward again, and now a
good case for a railway has been made
out by the member for Murchison. The
district appears to be one well deserving
of consideration of the House; I have
therefore much pleasure in supporting
the motion.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. Gregory): T do not desire to
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delay the House by speaking at length;
but I can assure members the speech
made by the member for Murehison has
been very carefully cunsidered, and mem-
bers can rest assured that the figures he
gave aund ithe statements he made on the
matter are fully borne out by the Gov-
ermment statistics in every way. The
Meekatharra distriet has only lately come
to the front in the matter of railway re-
quirements, and it is only during the last
twelve or eighteen months that it has been
a place which warranted the earnest con-
sideration of the expenditure of a large
sum of money for railway construction.
Sinee then the distriet has been carefully
reported on, and theve 15 no doubt that
from the developments which have been
proved up to the present the distriet is
one that has eome to stay and one that
will employ a large number of people.
The distriet has partieularly good pro-
speets. At the same time, owing to the
peculiar formation of the lodes, a mul-
locky formation, mueh mining timber is
necessary, and it will be an exceedingly
costly district for railway communication.
As I pointed ont the other night, T do
not think the demands of a place like
Meekatharra were so great as the de-
mands of Black Range; and that where-
as in the case of Black Range timber has
to he earried 30 or 90 miles, Meekatharra
is only 24 miles from a railway line ;
therefore it had to take second place to
Black Range. I think from what I know
of the place it is going to be an impor-
tant goldfield. At the present time it
is important, The request deserves the
consideration of the Goverhment when
looking into the railway propositions of
the future.

Mr. T. L. BROWN (Geraldton) : I
rise tp support the motion. This is a
matter that should commend itself to all
members., We have read the reports and

we have heard the memher speak on the
motion. There seems to be little doubt
that the motion will be earried, and I
trust the Government will give it their
earnest econsideration next session and see
if they can bring forward a measure for
the eonstruetion of the line.
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Mr. HOLMAN (in reply as mover):
After receiving the unanimous support
'of the Chamber, I do not intend to delay
the House more than to quote for hon.
members some eoncluding remarks in
the report of 1A, Montgomery, the
State Mining Engineer. He states at
the coneclusion of a lengthy report, and
the figures are the same as I gave:—

“The extension of the railway to

Meekatharra would be of quite appre-

ciable benefit to the Peak Hill and Ab-

botts distriets, the road to which from

Nannine passes through Meekatharra,

as it would save them 24 miles of

road carriage. These distriets are very
dull at present and making a hard

struggle for existence, and every im-

provement, however shight, in  their

transport facilities is of considerable
eonsequence,  The Peak Hill Gold-
field up to the end of 1906 has erushed

289,603 tons of e and prodoeced
200,368 fine ounees of gold. Abbotis

-centre is eredited to the same date with
33,726 tons ecrushed for 35,886 fine
“ounees of gold. The Meekatharra
field is rapidly becoming more and
more important and gives every pro-
mise of supporting a group of mines of
very fair magnitude. Extension of
the railway to it would be a very
great assistanee in rapidly bringing
it into full productiveness and is al-
most an absolute neeessity in order to
provide the requisite supplies of min-
ing timber and fuel. In my opinion
the prospects of this field justify the
construction of the railway to it as
soon as possible, and there is every
promise of it scon becoming a profit-
able line. The construetion should
not be costly, the route of the line be-
ing through flat easy country.”
T may say that sinece Mr. Montgomery
‘made his report, several important dis-
coveries have been made in this country.
Four miles out from Meekatharra new
-discoveries have been made. At 8-miles
properties are opening up, and machinery
is being erected, and four miles farther
west very valuable discoveries were made
only last week, which all tend to assist in
the development of the mining industry.
Question put and passed.
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BILL—ELECTORAL.
Council's Amendments.

Schedule of 43 amendments made by
the Tegislative Council now considered
in Connmittee.

MMr, Daglish in the Chair, the 1ttorney
General in charge of the Bill.

No. 1.—Clause 2, strike out this clause:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—
That the Councils amendnent be
amended by striking out the words
“struck out” and inserting ‘‘amended”
in liew, and that the words “on a day
to be fired by proclamation” in lhe
clause be struck out, and the words “‘on
the first day of March 1908" be inserted
in liew,
If the clause were struek out the Bill
would come into operation on the day
on which it was assented to. The ma-
chinery was not quite ready, and it wounld
take some time to get it ready. If the
old Aet was repealed, we would be in
the position of having the new electoral
law in foree, but not able to earry it into
effect. The Chief Electoral Officer had
given assuranee that the first of March
was the earliest date at which the ma-
chinery could be got ready.

Mr. TAYLOR: There appeared to be
nothing objectionable in the amendment
as proposed to be farther amended, but
members of this Chamber bad been able
to give this measnre far more eonsidera-
tion than members of another House,
notwithstanding the soperior intelligenee
of members of another place. The Coun-
cil could not have dissected this Bill in
the same way as it was dissected in this
Chamber. Of eourse another place had
been called upon to deal with most im-
portant measures in a few days, but that
was all the more reason why we should
nat aceept slipshod amendments that came
back from anoiler place.

Mr. JOHNSON: It was astonishing
we received so many amendments from
the Legislative Council on this Bill.

The Attorney General: Most of them
were made at his instance.

My, JOINSON: There were one or
two important amendments which should
only apply to this House, and which had
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no bearing an another place. The Col-
cil had interfered with machinery that
applied solely to the Assembly. Was the
Attorney General instrumental in having
this clause struck out?

Mr. Bath: The amendment was moved
by Mr. Moss.

Mr. JOHNSON: Apparently from the
desive of the Attorney General to amend
the Couneil’'s amendment it ecould not
have been moved at the instance of the
Attyrney General. There was no possi-
hility of an election before Qectober next.

The Atterney General: There might be
an extraordinary election.

My, JOHNSON: There was no possi-
bility of a general election before Qe-
tober. The Government would not face
the people until they were absolutely
driven to it. They intended to draw
their Ministerial salaries as long as they
possibly could. Then wly was there ne-
cessity to fix the coming into force of the
Bill for the 1st March? Any by-election
could be held under the existing machi-
nery, which was far preferable to the
proposed legislation. Several members
had been returned to the Opposition by
by-elections, showing how fair the pre-
sent legislation was, becanse the whole of
the people could vote, and there was no
harassing restrietions put on them. The
measure as passed by this Chamber would
have been an improvement on the exist-
ing law, bnt in arfother place the Govern-
ment had gone to the extent of suggest-
ing amendments which had a detrimental
effect and vestricted the power of the
people to get their names on the roll.

Alr. BCADDAN supported the Farther
amendment. If we could do so he would
like to fix a daie in 1909 instead of in
1908, because the amendments made by
ihe Couneil certainly made the measure
very objectionable; but if the Aet was to
come ihto force at the prorogation, as the
Council suggested, there would be no na-
chinery ready for holding a by-election.
No Act ghould be bronght in by pro-
clamation. It was a matter that should
not be left to the decision of any Minis-
iry. Parliament alone should decide
when an Aet should come into foree.
Therefore it was hest to aecept the At-
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torney Geueral’s amendwment of the Coun-
cil's amendment.

Mr. BATH: The reason advaneed for
the amendment was that the Bill would
affect the periodic elections for another
place to be Leld in May next. He sup-
ported the Attorney General’s amend-
ment on the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN: It was not in
ovder to quote from debates in another
place during the enrrent session.

Mr. BOLTOX sympathised with the
Government on finding themselves de-
livered into the hands of another place-
at this late stage of the session. Ap-
parently the object of the amendment
was either to wreek the Bill or secure the-
desire of members of another place; and
it was for this Chamber now to choose
between these alternatives. He  sup-
ported the Attorney General’s proposal.

Mr. ANGWIN: Why was it desired
to withhold the proclawation of the Bill
until Mareh?

The Attorney General: For the reason
stated by him; to get the necessary ma-
chinery in order.

Mr. ANGWIN: Surely the Commitiee-
conld trust the Government in a small
natter like the proclamation of an Aet
of Parliament.
~ Mr. WALKER: Whereas under the-
amendment of another place there would
he no certainty as to the date of coming
into  operation of this measure, the-
amendhnent proposed by the Attorney
General fixed a definite date. The ar-
rangement of the necessary machinery
for the new Bill would entail much work
on the Electoral Department, requiring
at least two months’ preparation. This.
action of another place appeared like an
attempt to put the Government in a diffi-
culty. Tt would be preferable to fix the-
date.

Question ])ilt and passed, the Couneil’s
amendment as amended agreed to.

No. 2—Clause 25, first line of elause,
after the word * every " insert “ Province-
and "—agreed to; also No. 3 (conse-
quential} agreed to,

No. 4—Clause 41, at the end of clause-
add the following words: “and the lists
of mamieipal and road board ratepayers.
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transmitted to registrars in aceordance
with section forty-siz,”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Secre-
taries of municipaiities and road boards
were by this amendment placed nnder
statutory obligation to supply lists of
ratepayers to the electoral aunthorities, for
the framing of rolls for the Legislative
Council. The provision, he was informed
by the Chief Electoral Officer, would be
of great service to the department, giving
a starting point not at present possessed
for the compilation of rolls. In agri-
cultural distriets this information was
obtained hy the police when collecting
the stock returns. As the property quali-
fieation existed for the Upper House
franchise, these lists would be of great
:assistance. He moved—

T'hat the amendment be agreed to.

Mr. BATH: The amendment might he
eomparatively harmless, exeept that the
mover in another place, Hon. R, D,
MeKenzie, desired that the only lists sent
i should be of those qualified for the
‘Council franchise. But those who had
the necessary ratable value were not
necessarily the only qualified Couneil
electors. The ratable value was the an-
nual value with eertain deduetions. While
the ratable value in a mwunicipality or
road disiriet might be £20, a man with
an annual value of £26 or £30 would be
entitled to enrolment for the Counneil, but
would be excluded from the municipal or
road-board list.

The Attorney General: Not according
1o the proposed schedule.

Mr., BATH: The Roads Aet and the
Municipalities Act provided that the lists
must be forwarded because that was pro-
vided for in the Electoral Act 1904; but
the result had been confusion in the pre-
paration of electoral rolls. A man's
mame was sent in as a ratepayer ; he
might put in a elaim; and his name was
then duplicated. The lists were unneces-
sary and undesirable under the Bill. The
question was, what nse would be made of
the lists? To aecept them as evidence of
qualification for the Couneil franchise
would be a manifest injustice to the large
number of people who might not have a
ratable value of £26 per annum, but
ight -have an ammual valne which would
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entitle them to vote. Moreover, rate-
payers, knowing that these lists were fur-
nished, considered that ‘their enrolment
as Counecil electors was thus secured, and
did not send in elaims.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: They
must send in claims to be enrolled for the
Couneil, and must also be to some extent
ratepayers, or at least be rated. The
lists were made up irrespective of whether
or not the vates had heen paid; and on
veceipt of the lists the Electoral Depart-
ment sent a elaim form to every person
listed. This was done now to the persons
aseertained from the stock returns. The
names would not be enrolled without in-
vestigation. Clause 46 contained the pro-
cedure,

My, Bath : Could no man he put on the
Couneil roll without signing a claim ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : If he
did not sign a claim, a elaim form would
have to be filled up for him,

Mr. Bath : What was the Minister's in-
terpretarion of the “ annmal value.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : In his
epinion, the annual value would be what
an owner received from his premises lass
the vates paid. If he bad a house he let
at £30 a vear and paid £3 for rates, the
annual value wounld be £27 a year.

Mr. GNDERWOOD : The amendment
sfruck deliberately at the provision that
all names should be added to the voll by
means of claims.  According fo the am-
endment the names might he added from
municipal and roads board hists.

The Aitorney General : They might be,
on the preperty qualification only.

Mr. WALKER : The more one con-
sidered the amendment the more unsatis-
factory it appeared. As to the old sys-
tem of registering claims, Mr. O. Burt,
formerly Chief Electoral Officer, told the
select committee on the previous Elee-
toral Bill that the department had no
power to put anyone on the voll, and that
the sooner the public learnt that the
sooner they wounld bestir themselves to
secure enrolment ; that vames could be
put on the Assembly roll hecause an ap-
plicant had made a claim, and on the
Couneil roll because he had made a elaim
or becanse his name had been sent in as
that of a municipal or roads board rate-
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payer ; that as some roads hoards had
adopted the unimproved basis of valua-
tion for their rating, such boards could
no longer return to the Electoral Depart-
ment the partieulars regnired by the Con-
stitution and Electoral Aects, which par-
ticnlars were necessary for enrolment of
the names ; that local bodies eoncerned
themselves only with where the property
was, and did not eare where the ratepayer
lived ; that there were fifty rolls for the
Upper House, and it was not impossihle
for the name of one man to be on each of
these rolls; that many hagl their names on
adozen rolls, and the difficnity was to know
for which division the voter should be
registered. Mr. Burt's statement would
be found on page 10 of the seleet com-
mittee’s evidence. The difficulties refer-
red to by the late Chief Electoral Officer
wotld again exist nnder tie amendment
proposed in another place. These diff-
culties were pointed ont by an old and
experienced electoral officer and due con-
sideration should be paid to his opinions.
The Assembly had aimed at making every
person responsible for getting his name
on the roll, but under the amendment a
slipshod system of sending in returns was
proposedt. If that were adopted it would
mean that many persons would get an
the rolls whe were not entitled to a vote.
The amendment instead of assisting the
Electoral Department was likely to eraate
confnsion and perhaps make the measure

unwnrkable, The amendment should he
cast aside.
Mr, ANGWIN : Danger woul@ asxist

of people getting on the rolls who were
not entitled to, if the amendment suggest-
ed in another place were incinded in the
Bill. The Attorney General had stated
the Eleetoral Departient were of opinion
that the information proposed to be obh-
tained under the amendment would he
of great use to them. Tt wonld be well
to paint out that it was ecompulsory nnder
the Muncipal Act for a town eclerk to
send in.a list to the returning officer, so
that whether the clanse were inserted or
not the returning officer would receive
those lists. Take this instance. A rate-
paver might be the occupier of his pro-
perty and the owner would therefore be
on the municipal list, his name being at-

.
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tached to the roll as a ratepayer. TIn the
following yenr the name of the oscupier
wonld be on the roll as a ratepayer, and
the owper's name would be removed. Con-
sequently the electoral officer would have
to notify the owner that there was an ob-
jeetion against his name and all the
varions forms would have to be gone
theough,  The inclusion of the amend-
ment would mean that a man would have
to keep a very close watch on the rolls
in order to see that his name was not re-
moved from the voters’ list. Another
diffieulty was that the municipal lists
were prepared 12 months before they were-
printed. The information obtained for
these lists was secured by the men. who
went around the distriet valaing the dif-
ferent properties. On making these
valuations they obtained the names of the-
occupiers or owners. The valuers always
collected their information in November
but the lists were not prepared until the-
following September. Therefore there
was a possibility of very many persons”
names being added to the municipal lists
who had left the distriet long before the
lists were printed.

Mr. STONE: It was not safe to go on
the municipal or roads board lists. He
had been econmected with these matters
for a long time and knew how inaceurate
the lists were, If a man’s rates were in
arrear on a certain day his name wonld
be struek off the roll. There was a case
ocenrred recently in his distriet where an
owner had a quarrel with his tenants and
refused to pay the rates before this par-
tieular date. The resalt was that the
names of all these tenants were struck oft’
the roll. )

Mr. BATH: The whole question hinged
around the point as to the manner in
which the information supplied by these
bodies was to be utilised. If it were to
be taken that the information was an in-
dieation of the qualification of persons
to be enrolled as voters, it was mislead-
ing; bat if it were not to be used in that
direction it only entailed nnnecessary ex-
pense on the roads bhoards secretaries and
town elerks in forwarding the informa-
tion. What was regarded as rateahle
value? When compiling the rolls prior
to the last eouncil elections the revision
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court in the Brown Hiil distrief, which
was within one province, strnck out a
namber of names because on the roads
board lists the persons did not hold the
necessary qualification; but just aeross the
street, which was in another electorate
and in another provinee, the names were
accepted, as the annnal value was suoffi-
cient to entitle the persons to vote.

At 6.15, the Chairman left the Chair.
At 7.30, Chair resnmed.

Mr. ANGWIN: The electoral officers
and registrars had objected to the muni-
cipal and roads boards lists being used,
for they caused duplication of names on
the roll. The provision would only deal
with the Province rolls but that was no
reason why the names shoald be dupli-
cated.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Al
these amendments were discussed with the
Chief Electoral Officer, who advised him
whether they were practicable and of any
use, or whether they were impracticable
and of no use. One must be guided by
the adviee of one’s officers on whom the
duty of administering the law would fall.
The Chief Electoral Officer informed him
{the Atiormney General) that he was en-
tirely dependent for the rolls from a great
portion of the State on information ob-
tained by police officers when getting the
stock returns, He knew the information
was not reliable hecause those who had ne
stoek were not returned at all. This re-
turn would be useful and enable the Chief
Electoral Officer {o obtain information;
he would then send claims to each roads
board distriet or municipality, and each

elaim form would have to be returned
with the qualifications. The Chief Elec-
toral Officer thought the information

might be of value to the department, and
he (the Attorney General) would be want-
ing in common loyalty to his officers if he
was not guided by them in a matter of
this kind.

Mr, GULL: The Committee should ac-
cept the amendment. The electoral rolis
were largely made up from the municipal
and roads hoards rolls, and if 2 name was
struek off from a municipal or road board
roll for the non-payment of rates, as a
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consequence the name would not find
a place on the electoral roll.

Mr. H. BROWN knew of a roads board
were there were 5,000 assessments, and not
one-third of the people were residents of
the State, the greater portion being min-
ors, therefore it would be unseless to make
the roads boards and municipalities send
in rolls which would be no earthly good
to the registrar it compiling the electoral
rolls. It would be far better to send in
the names only of those who paid their
rates.

Mr. BATH: There was no objection to
the information being sent in 1f we counld
get some understanding as to what use
would be made of it. Would a statement
of the ratable value be accepted as the
information on which the registrar would
decide as to whether & name should
go on the Council 10ll or not?
In the North-East Provinee ai the last
revision court the magistrate accepted the
roads boards list as a ecriterion, and
struck off a number of names becanse the
persons had not the necessary £25 annual
value qualification, but in the South Pro-
vinee the revision court allowed owmners
of less pretentions struetures just across
the street from houses in the adjeining
provinee to have their names on the roll
We should have some definite rule by
which the Electoral Department could be
guided in deciding what was the annual
value. Then it would not matter whether
roads hoards sent in dozens of lists to the
registrar ; though if the annual rateable
value shown on the lists was used by the
registrar it wounld be an injustice.

Mr. H. BROWN : Taking Perth and
Mount Lawley, one could build two houses
exactly alike, one in Perth and one in
Mount Lawley, and secure a vote for the
Upper House on the Mount Lawley house
but not get one for the house in Perth
because twenty per eent. was knocked off
the annual value in the muncipality, while
no deduction was made for rents or out-
goings in counection with the roads board
valuation, Again, the majority of roads
boards raied on unimproved values and
the information in that regard would be
of no use to the regisirar.
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Mr. JOHNSON : We should have
some information from the Attorney
General.

The Attorney General : The depart-
ment wounld have to settle the matter. He
had alveady given his view.

Mr. JOHNSON : The matter had
caused 2 great deal of fvietion. The Aet
gave justices or resident magistrates sit-
ting at revision courts the opportunity of
coming to a decision as the imeaning
of annnal value aceording to their
opinions rather than on any instructiouns
laid down by Parliament. In many cases
the roads hoavds valuations would be of
no value because the roads boards deliber-
ately undervalued property. We shounld
lay down distinetly how the qualification
was to be arrived at. If we left it to the
department and to the revision courts
different opinions would be held. The
Attorney General should give some idea
of how the department would arrive at
these valuations.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : This
was wholly ontside the secope of the ques-
tion before the Committee.  The hon.
member was apparently anxious to dis-
cuss Section 15 of the Constitution Act
Amenéhvent Aet, 1899, which laid down
the qualifications of electors for the Leg-
islative Couneil. While one was prepared
to answer inquiries it was no use his dis-
cugsing the matter before the Committee.
He had alveady informed members that
the returns made by town clerks and
roads boards secretaries would not be the
returns of valuation, but would be returns
of all ratepayers, to be used as a kind of
directory for the guidance of the registrar.

AMr. ANGWIN @ Clanse 46 provided
that all lists were to he prepaved in ac-
cordance with Form 8. TForm 8 stated
that the town elerk was to furnish the
annual rateable value, hut the Constitu-
tion Act said “annual value” If the
registrar took the ‘ annunal ” and not the
“ annual rateable” value it would be un-
satisfactory. for if the rental value of a
house weré set down at £20 a year, the
rateable value might be much higher.

Question put and negatived ; the Coun-
cil’s amendment rot agreed to. -
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No. 5—Clause 46, Subclause 2. insert
at the end the following proviso :—* Pro-
vided that the registrar shall place a mark
in the preseribed manner against the
claimant’s name when enrolled, ani no
person whose pame is so marked shall he
entitted at any eleetion to obtain a bailol
paper and reeord his vote unless he has
delivered to the presiding officer a declar-
ation duly made by him in the form nam-
bered {10) in the schedule.”

On notion by the _ittorney Gensral,
amendment agreed to.

Nos, 6, T—agreed to.

Natice of Intention lo issue Writs.

No. 8—Clause 64, sirike out the clause.

The ATTORNEY (GENERAL moved
to the effeet that the elause he amended
by striking out the words * twenty-one”
and inserting “ fourteen ™ in lieu. He
said: Under other eleetoral systems the
procedure was that the issue of the writ
sealed up the roll, to which no alteration
eould he made until after the election. In
all other electoral systems no provision
was made for giving notice of intention to
issue a writ for elections : and there it
was impossible for alterations or addi-
ticns to be made to the rolls after issue
of the writ or writs. If we made pro-
vision here fhat 14 days' notice must be
given of intentiun to issue a writ, 1hat
should be sufficient notice for enabling
persons to elaim to be put on the roll for
the election abont to take place. This-pro-
position was one by which he was pre-
pared to absolutely stand, if anafber
place conld not meet us.

Mr. Johnsor : Were we golng to inier-
ate another place dictating as to how we
shonld conduet our elections ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Tt was
not a  maiter of dietation. We were
bound to give proper consideraiton fo
amendments proposed by another place.
He pointed out what was reasonable and
how far he was prepared to go. This was
his ultimatum, if he might so speak with-
out offering insult to any person or any
House—and it stated what this Committee
required. TIf we eould not seeure this, we
would have to seriously eonsider the posi-
tion again. In asking the Committee to
dissent from the amendment made in an-
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other place, he took an attitude indicaling
to another place that it should meet us
on that point.

Mr. BATH: Claose G4 was one of the
matters in contention on the oecasion of
a long and stern fight, and was one of
the clauses ineluded in the agreement en-
tered inio by the both sides of the House
ont that oceasion. While ke had no de-
sire fo question the right of anocther place
to amend In any way the provisions of
this or any Bill, apart from those in
connection with which restrictions were
placed o amendment by another place
under the Constitution Aet, one had every
right to question the wisdom or discretion
of another place in proposing the dele-
tion of a e¢lause to whieh such attention
had bheen devoted by this Committee. 1f
the Minister's amendment were in any
sense an improvemenf, or even but a
slight mndification of the elause as passed
by this Committee, he would not object;
but having heen directly responsible for
moving the insertion of the clause, he
now desired to point out that the pro-
posed amendment destroved absclately
the intention he had at the time. His
argument at the time was that we shouid
place it beyond the power of any Gov-
ernment fo, as it were, “load the dice”
for a general election, by using their
power to exclude electors from getting
enrolled and participating in the election.
He gave evidence on a previous oceasion
where this had ocenrred, intentionally or
unintentionally, during the election of
1905. He desired as far as possible to
secure justice and fair play to all parties
in elections. In another place it was
argued that to delay a general election
veeasioned by a political erisis would be
unwise; vet those who used that argu-
ment were always complaining of the lack
of publie interest in elections, and the
very objeet of the elause was to secure
a poll of the majority of electors, an ad-
vantage which far outweighed the slight
delay in holding a general election. The
Government could hold & general eleetion
at any time they chose during next year;
but of every general election due notice
ghould be given, so that people might se-
enre enrnlment.
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Mr. JOHNSON: The clanse was the
result of an understanding between the
Government ‘and Opposition; hence the
Attorney General's compliance with the
Couneil’s amendment was surprising, and
the Council showed questionable taste in
interfering with the method of electing
members of this Chamber.

The Attorney General: The amendment
would interfere with Couneil elections
also.

Me. JOHNSON : No. The Gouneil
writs were issued at stated periods. Our
experiences at the general election in 1905
showed the need for such a clause. The
sclect eommittee on the previous Elee-
toral Bifl found that many electors were
disfranchised for want of notice, their
claims not being in hand for fourteen
days prior to the issue of the writ. Why
should we compromise with the Couneil
when this provision did not affect them¥
We should resent their continued inter-
ference. Was this a Government amend-
ment? The Attorney General said that -
some of the Council’'s amendments were
made at the suggestion of the Govern-
ment. If this was one of them, it was
a violation of the agreement arrived at
here.

The Attorney General: Was it neces-
sary to ask that?

Mr. JOHNSON: Why should the At-
torney General aceept the Couneil’s
amendment ¢ If it were moved by an
irresponsible member in another place, it
should be rejected here.

Mr. FOULKES: The Leader of the
Opposition {(Mr. Bath) said the striking
out of the clause would disfranchise
hundreds who would not have time enough
te lodge claims. Many electors wounld
not lodge elaims until the last moment,
if they had even two years' notice. Teach
them the danger of delay. At every
election during the last ten years scores
complained that their names were not on
the roll; but the fault was their own for
not sending in elaims at the proper time.
How many people examined the electoral
lists displayed at post offices? It was
mainly by the efforts of candidates that
people were eorolled, and this was proved
by an examination of the rolls in distriets
where elections were not contested. In
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fixing fourteen days the Attormey Gen-
eral was too generous. The clanse shonld
be struek ont. Moreover, only a small
proportion of those enrolled took the
trouble to vote.

[Mr. Hudson in the Chair.]

Mr. WALKER : The pesition was that
no eclaim lodged within 14 days of the
issue of the writ could now go on the
roll. The member for Claremeont had
sugpesfed that the people should not be
so indifferent as to refrain from getting
on the roll, and that it was their own
fault they did not have their clahus in
within 14 days. While the political life
was what it had been during the past two
yeurs it was no wonder that the public
were apathetiec. However, if the people
were to arouse from that apathy within
14 days from the date of the election,
they shonld surely have their names ae-
cepted and be allowed to vote. The object
of the Bill was to facilitate persons getting
on the roll, but certain members appeared
te desire that people should be kept off
the roll, as then their chances of return-
ing to Parliament would be much better.
It should he made impossible for the Gov-
ernment to (ake the country by surprise,
and disfranchise persons whose claims
had been alveady lodged, but not within
the necessary 14 days. It was to remedy
this the amendment was proposed when
the Bill was before the Assembly. It was
no imaginary grievanee but a genuine one,
and it was borne out by the evidence
taken hefore the select committee which
was appointed to inquire into the old
Electora!l Aet. BEvidence on that oaecasion
was given by a Mr. King, electoral offi-
cer, who said that several hundreds of
people were disfranchised at those elee-
tions owing to the faet that their eclaims
had been lodged within 14 days of the
ssne of the wrif. The return that was
given on that occasion showed that in all
the districts eertain persons were disfran-
chised ; for instance, there were in Bal-
katta 34, Beverley 17, Canning 17, and
Claremont 57, in Cue 74; Dundas only
one ; Fremantle 90 ; East Fremantle 120;
North Fremantle 30 ; South Fremantle
“0—look at that wvast nomber repre-
sented by the Fremantles alone—Gerald-
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ton 18 ; Hannans 19 ; Kalgoorlie 42;
Kanowna 25. Take DMenzies, repre-
sented by the Minister for Mines ; there
were no less than 567. Here we had the
key to the whole pesition. At the last
eleetion we had the writs issned with a
sudden spasm ; had the Government wait-
ed a week or a fortnight until these 567
names had matured, the composition of
the House would have been altered.

My. Foulkes : The Minister’s majority
might have been increased.

Mr. WALKER : These 567 were cut
off, and they were popular voters. 1n
the face of these faets how amusing be-
came the abusive speech of the member
for Claremont about laziness. Then there
were Leonora 14 ; Mount Margaret 70;
Nelson 39; Northam 69 ; Perth 49 ;
East Perth 42 ; North Perth 131. In
West Perth the greatest number of all,
871 were waiting for the rights of eiti-
zenship. Was that indifference 9 He
called it a gross mjustice ; Government
weakness and indifference ; a ecallousness
and ecarelessness of legislators who could
deprive people of their rights.

Mr, Foulkes : Were not the people 1o
blame for not sending their names in
earlier ¢

Mr. WALRER : The claims were in,
and now they were nullified by the Bill
as it stood. This diffieulty was pointed
out by the committee that sat to inquire
into election matters, and to remove sean-
dal and to prevent the possibility of a
recurrence, the Assembly came to the con-
clusion to fix twenty-one days as the time
between notice of an election and the
issue of the writs. What had the Couneil
done ¥ They deliberately proposed to
eontinue the old order of things. The
Government in power would always be
able to defeat its apponenis ; taking ils
opponents by surprise. The amendment
proposed by the Attorney General, while
it was better than the amendment pro-
posed by the Couneil, would still keep
things as they were.

The Attorney General : It would pre-
vent what the member was pointing out.

Mr. WALKER : Tt would do good, hut
it would not allow other persons to get
on the roll knowing an election was due.
It would give persons time to attend to
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their duties. This was a direct interfer-
ence by another place with the rights and
liberties of this Chamber. Anything af-
fecting this Chamber was within the pro-
vinee of this Chamber and we had an-
other place dictating to us how we should
issue the writs for election to this House.
If the Chamber had any self-respect it
wonld tell another place to keep their
hands off this House. All the politieul
battles in history had been fought around
the liberties of the House of Commons
or the Lower Honse. Were we to allow
another Chamber to prevent us progres-
sing as the times advanced 9 Against
anyv such intention he showed the utmost
resentiment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Under
the Commonwealth it was not within the
knowledge of any elector when a writ was
to be issued, and on the issue of the writ
the roll was closed. It was exactly the
same in all the States of the Common-
wealth, and in every British possession.
On the issue of the writ, of which ne
notice was given, the roll was sealed. It
was true the issue of the writ had retro-
spective action, but his suggestion to give
14 days' notice brought our system into
line with other systems. Therefore there
was strong ground for urging the acquies-
ceitce of another place in his proposal.
There conld be no precedent quoted for
the course the member for Kanowna ad-
voeated.

Mr. Scaddan : There was no justifica-

tion for the Council doing this. 1t did
not affect the Upper House.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The

clause to which this proposal was attached
applied to both Houses, though it was
true another House had fixed dates for
their biennial elections. As for the ques-
tion raised by the hon, member we could
not profitably discuss it to-night. What
oceurred at the last general election would
not have oceurred if an Act had been in
foree containing the proposal that he had
put forward. The provision would apply
just as if there were no retrospective
action on the issue of the writ. Assum-
ing the issue of the writ had no retro-
speetive action all the claims rejecied
al the previous election would have been
valid. The effect of the 14 days’ notice
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was to briug the issue of the writ inte
hine just as if it had no retrospeetive
action,

Ay, Johnson : We wished to go heiter
and give seven days’ notice.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We
could not quote any precedent for that.

My, Johnson : Then we would estab-
lish one.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In
other circwnstances he would gladly join
the hon. member in endeavouring to do
s0.
Mr. BATH : The Attorney General was
ineorrect in saying that with his proposal
we would be in the same position as if
there were no retrospective action on the
issue of the writ, There was a distinet
disadvantage in & provision of 14 days’
notice and the disqualification of elaims
put 11 as compared with the issue of the
writ with no retrospective action so far
as the registration of elaims was eon-
cerned.  On the very day notice was
given of the intention to issue the writ
on that same day also would electors be
prevented from lodging their claims in
order to participate in the election ; but
in the otlier case a fortnight would elapse
in which the elector could submit his
claim. It was admitted n all electoral
measures there was vo provision such as
was proposed when the Bill was before
the House, but there was more liberality
in interpretation or i administration, and
there was no instance in other States
where the power of the Ministry to issue
writs was used in such a manner as it was
in Qctober, 1905, in this State. If the
electors had no reason to fear the misuse
of the power there was no need of a pro-
vision to protect them, but the electors
profited by the experience of the past and
recognised the need of preventing auy
Minisiry in power making use of this
issne of writs to secure an undue advant- -
age at an eleetion. We shounld insist on
the elause we bad inserted, and should
ask the other place to recede from their
position or take the responsibility of re-
jeeting the measure. The modification
proposed by the Attorney General was
practieally as useless as the suggestion
from the Legislative Council. It was in-
ferred in another place that he (Mr.
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Bath) intended inserting this provision to
give a chance of stuffing the rolls and
preventing inquiry in the legitimaey of
elaims ; but on the question of the purity
of motive between his advocaey of seven
days’ notice and the desire of those who
sought to perpetuate or magnify the op-
posite condition of affairs that existed in
1903, he was prepared to stand compari-
son. There were 14 days after the seven
days in whieh every opporfunity counld be
taken to examine into the bonra fides of
claims put in. There was no possible
ground for fear that undue use would be
made of the term of notice provided. He
had never seen any of that eriminal de-
sire on fhe part of electors to get more
than their just eclaims as citizens. The
argument of one hon. member of another
House was like the argument usually put
up by legal gentlemen who imagined that
everyone they came in contact with bad
a criminal intent. The desire of the Op-
position was to ensure the greatest pos-
sible number of electors entitled to vote
being afforded an opportunity of filing
their claims and recording their votes
when a general eleetion took place.

Mr, TAYLOR was surprised at the At-
tomey General’s action The issue of writs
for the 1905 elections was not only a
scandal to the Government of the day,
but a secandal on the records for all time.
Some members were aware that the Min-
ister for Mines knew exactly how appli-
cations were flowing in for vegistration
in the Menzies distriet. and just when a
bundle of applications had veached the
office the writ for that eleetion was issued
in time to preclude those votes from being
put on the roll. That was seandalous he-
yond any shadow of doubt. He was not
going to allow sueh power tu be in the
hands of any (fovernment, to disfranchise
some  eleetors  so that  their  political

" opintons should not be expressed through
the ballot-hox. Twenty-one days’ notice
of intention to issue writs was necessary
for eleetors in the country distriets. The
real object of the Counecil in striking out
that provision was to remove the demo-
cratic element from elections, yet every
session of Parliament showed the utter
uselessness of that other Chamber. It
would be hetter this Bill should not be-
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come law than to have the provision
struck out. If there was no precedent
for this provision, we should make one.

Mr. Stuart called attention to the state
of the House,
Bells rung and guorum formed,

Mr. TAYLOR resumed his argument,.
and concluded,

[Mr. Daglish took the Chair.]

Mr. HOLMAN : Why should the
Council interfere in a wmatter which af-
fected the Assembly only ¥ During the
past two years owr electoral machinery
was a disgrace to the State. At the gen-
eral election some two years ago thousands
were disfranchised because their claims
were not in hand a fortnight before the
issue of the writs ; yet a few months af-
terwards the whole of those claims were
treated as valid, and the claimants allowed
to vote.

The Atterney General : The hon. mem-
ber knew the reason.

Mr. HOLMAN : No; he guessed the
reason. The Council were placing every
obstacle in the way of enrolment. Many
electors were like children, not realising
their responsibility ; and we should deo
everything possible to enrol people even
to the last moment before the day of
election. Was the Attorney (eneral ac-
cepting the amendment because the ses-
sion was about to close 9 Better sacrifice
the Bill than sacrifice the public interest.
Government supporters voted for the
clauses sent to another place, yet they
would now vote for the Council’s amend-
ments, This was a disgraceful method of
stifling the voice of the people ; but only
in this way could sueh members be re-
turned. The Atterney General considered
that elnins should be received until notice
was given of the intention to issue the
writ.  For that coneession he was to be
commended, for it would prevent any
Government or official from repeating the-
practices of the last two years. Were we
afraid of allowing people to be enrolled ¥
If so, we did not represent the people,
and had no right to make laws. He
would vote against the Couneil's amend
ment and the Attorney General’s amend-
ment thereon. Would the Minister for
Mines say why the writs were issued so
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hastily two years ago? The people shonld
have the right to which they were justly
entitled of baving their names placed on
the roll. Were there more time to deal
with this question the Attorney General
would without doubt insist upon the
clause being passed as it went to the
Upper House. Rather than aceept the
clause as it stood it would be better for
the Bill to be thrown out altogether.

Mr. STUART : The Bill left this
Chamber after a record tussle and as the
result of an honourable agreement made
hetween the two sides of the House, If
there was one item in the Bill this Cham-
ber should insist on it was the one sought
to he amended. In eommon honesty every
member of this House should defend the
clause, as it was the outcome of a com-
promise. Even if there were no vital
principles affected by the other Chamber
in the Bill, we should still oppose the
alterations for we shonld receive no dicta-
tion from that Chamber. We repre-
sented the people, while they were merely
4 sectional party. He would like the time
to eome when there was a proper fight
with the Upper House for dominance.
At the last election the feeling was that
there had been a ecertain amount of
“ jockeying ”’

indnlged in and care
should be taken that a similar state
of affahs was not repeated. The

stand  then taken left in the minds of
the public 1he idea that those in power
were not above taking advantage of their
position. TIf it was a matter of either
losing the measure or acceplting the
<lomination of the Upper House, the for-
nier course should be adopted. Tt was
to be regretted that so many memboers
were indifferent when their rights were
Yemg infringed. The Attorney fGeneral
ghould put his foot down and say that the
clause as it went to the Upper House
should be inserted in the I3ill.

Mr. ANGWIN : It was to be regreited
that the Attorney General had agreed to
the removal of the original elanse which
would he beneficial to everyone in the
State. It had been suggested that the
<lanse as it went to the other House would
give a chanee of “stuffing” the rolls;
but the provision that an elector, whose
Tight to vote was doubtfnl, had to make
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a statutory declarafion prevented any
chance of that. It would be impossible
for anyone to vote wrongly without tak-
ing a serious risk of imprisonment.

Mr. TAYLOR : It wag easy to see
what was in the minds of those who put
the amendments in the Bill. One had
only to read the speeches of the greatest
Tories in the country to see why they
wished to take away the latitude desired
by this Chamber to be given to the elee-
tors of the State. It was absurd to allow
ourselves to he dominated by a property
House ; dominated in reference te an
election affeeting our own Chamber. TE
we were making an attack i this Bill on
the qualification of another place there
would be some justification for members
in another place putting up their hacks
against the interferenee of those who leld
ideas more democratie than they held. If
we were fu sit in silenee while the liber-
ties of the penple were invaded by a
property Chamber, what justification was
there for this House? It was unfair for
a measnre of this description that affected
the very life-blood of polities in this
country, to be interferred with by another
place. Yet we were called on to aceept
amendments made by another place be-
cause there was not time to pass the Bill
if we did not accept them. He (Mr.
Tavlor) would rather lose the Bill than
have it so altered. He could not shel-
ter himself behind the excuse that the
Government had heen erowding legisla-
tion here ‘in the last days of the =ession
and now had not time to deal with this
matter. There eould be no argnient why
we should aceept these amendinents sum-
bering 43 when we remembered the -long
and bitter fight we had bad on the Bill.
Ultimately the Government decided tc
hold out the flag of truce to the Opposi-
tion, and some arrangement was come to,
and the Opposition lovally abided by that
decision. Yet this afternoon the Attor-
ney General said that he was responsible
for most of these mmendments made in
the Council. The Attorney General had
played false with the Opposition side.

The Attorney General : Nine ouf of
ten were formal amendments.

Mr. TAYLOR : This was not a formal
aendment. The Government should ob-
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jeet to such an amendment as this, for
the Couneil should not dictate to uis how
we must conduet our business. He was
prepared to debate the objectiohable
amendments if he had o remain here
over Christinas Day. We were passing
a Bill to eontrol the next general eleetion,
and heeause Christmas was near at hand
we were to accept amendments that would
have a crushing effeect on the people of
the State.

Mr. T. L. BROWX : The Bill had not
been conszidered in another House as it
should have been considered, and after
the time the Assembly had spent diseus-
sing and considering the measure we
should insist on ouwr undoubted right to
sav how elections for the Assembly were
to be contvolled. We were told it was
necessary another Chamber should exist
to review in a calm manner measures sent
from the Agsembly, but in this case the
position was reversed, for the Assembly
gave ihe mature consideration and the
Coun¢il the hasty consideration. Mem-
bers admitted on both sides that it was
undoubtedly necessaiy some totice should
be given before the issue of n writ. Bit
probably the fac¢t that five or six Labour
members had been elected through the
provision which allowed claims to go in
up to the day of the issue of the writ,
bhad influenced another place in siriking
out the provision which allowed for
notice being given, this notice having the
same effect practically as the provision
previously in existence, allowing for
elaims to be put in right np to the day of
the issue of the writ. We should seri-
ously consider the position from the
standpoint of our Constitution. Another
place was dictating how our elections
should be contrelled. We should em-
phatically notify another place that we
insisted on our right to legislate as we

thought fit in matters affecting this
House.
Question put and passed ; the Coun-

eil's amendment as amended agreed to.
No, 9—Clauge 66, Subelause 2, line 3,
after the words * political grounds” in-
sert “ov by a decision of the Court of
Disputed Returns.”
The ATTORNEY GENERAL : This
muendment was inserted in conformity
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with an undertaking given to the membet
for East Fremantle when the Bill was he-
fore this House previously.
Amendment agreed to;
amehdled consetjaentially.
No 10 (verba! amehdment)—agreed to.

No. 11—Clause 81, at the end of clause
add, “and in sueh case the deposit shall
he forfeited to the King.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
effect of the amendment was that once a
eandidate nominated he could cease to be
a eandidate only at the risk of forfeiting
his deposit. This was inserted to deter
persens nominating merely for the pur-
pose of makihg a contest or of harassing
other candidates.

Amendment agreed to.

Nos. 12 to 17 (consequential on the de- -
letion of provisions relating to constitu-
encies having more than one representa-
tive)—agreed to. .

No. 18—Clause 91, Subclanse 6, at end
of subelause add the following : “or to
a presiding officer at any of the divisional
polling-places.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : This
amendment had been made at the sugmes-
tion of a northern member, it being ex-
plained that in places where postal com-
munication was intermittent, some of the
poslal votes might be in the hands of
distriet presiding officers but could not
be transmitled to the returning officer
before the day of election. He moved—

That the amendment be farther

amended by striking out all words after
“officer,” and inserting in liew the words
“or 1o the presiding officer at any pol-
ling-place within such province or dis-
trict, if the officer is satisfied that they
cannot, in the ordinary course of post,
reach the returning officer before the
ciose of the poll”

Question passed, the amendment as
farther amended agreed to.

No. 19 (consequential)—agreed to.

Wo. 20 (consequential) —agreed to.

No. 21—Clause 98, after the words
# Retwming Officer  insert “ or Presiding
Officer as the case may be?” :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved—

That the Council’'s amendment be
uagreed to.

clause also
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Mr. ANGWIN : There was no possi-
biliiy of postal votes being checked by
serutineers ; and though a man thus voted
twice, it might not be possible to declare
the election void.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL had
pointed out thai risk, and how it was
safeguarded by an amendment made in
Clayse 91.

Question
agreed to.

No. 22—Clanse 133, Subclause 2, at the
beginuing insert “ the candidates” :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
candidates were always allowed to be pre-
sent at the e¢ouni, This was a clerical
omission. He moved—

That the Council's
agreed to.

Question passed; the amendment agreed
to.

passed ; the amendment

amendment be

No. 23—Clause 162, Subeclause (3),
strike out all the words from “ unless” to
the end of the clause.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
clause dealt with “illegal practices,” de-
fined by Clause 185. By the amendment
any candidate guilty of undue influence
or briberv could still be unseated ; but
the election wonld not be voided for
minor illegal practices such as attending
a committee meeting in a public hounse.
This and similar offences had not the
taint atlaching to undue influence or
bribery. He moved to amend the Coun-
eil’s amendment, and to add the words—

Unless the court is satisfied that the
result of the election was intended to
be and was actually affected thereby,
and that it is just that the candidate
should be declared not to be duly elec-
ted, or that the election should be de-
clared wvoid.”

To ask the court to express an opinion on
a likelihoed was too indefinite. By his
amendment the court eould say Yes or No.

Mr. ANGWIN: The argument used in
another place for this amendment dif-
fered from the Attorney General’s argu-
ment. If postal votes were wrongly
taken, or if unqualified persons voted, or
if voters were personated, wounld the elec-
tion be declared void by the court if the
Attorney General’s amendment passed.

[19 DecemsEg, 1907.) Council's Amendments. 1939

The Attorney General: These were not
#illegal practices.”

Mr. ANGWIN: As in the past, people
would be induced, in order to upset an
election, to go before the court and plead
guilty of offences; and the fines would
be paid by interested persons, or remitted
by political influence. The amendment
was suspicious, considering who moved it
in another place. The Attorney General
said that personation and illegal voting
would nof upset the election; that the
court would not decide that the election
was thereby affected. Leave the ecowrt to
decide that question. The amendment
would nullify the provision made in this
House for pwrifying elections.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
hon. member misunderstood the amend-
ment. Clanse 162 dealt only with the
“illegal practices” set out in Clanse 185.
It was not an “illegal practice” for a
voter to vote twice, hnt he was liable to a
penalty of two years for so doing, and
the election eould be rendered void by
an appeal to the court, But that appeal
would not lie under this ¢lause.

Question passed; the amendment as
amended agreed to.

No. 24—Claunse 173, after the word
“ postage ” insert “telegrams.”

The ATTORNEY GFNERAL :
rectified a elerieal omission.

This
He moved—

That the Council's amendment be
agreed to.
Question passed ; the amendmept
agreed to.

No. 25—Clause 180, at the end of the
clause insert, “ with a view o influencing
the vote of an elector”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Pro-
viding food, drink, .or entertainment for
any persen was constituted bribery ; but
it was clear that the e¢nurt would not con-
viet unless satisfied that the gift was for
the purpose of influencing the vote. He
nmoved—

That the Council’s
agreed to.

Question passed; the amendment agreed
to.

No. 26--agreed to.

No. 27—Clause 189, Strike out the
words ‘' at the entrance of or within ¥ and

amendment be
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insert after “booth™ “or within fifty
vards thereof ”:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment made the clause a little more
strict, If the amendment were carried
the Bill would be on all-fours with the
Municipal Act as it would prevent the
blocking of the path near the polling
hooths,  When the measure left this
House it was thought all that was neces-
sary was fto prevent canvassing at the
booth; but the Counecil considered it wise
to keep the eanvassers well away from the
door. He moved—

That the amendment be agreed lo.

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 28—Clause 194, Strike out the
elause

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
TUpper House thought it wise to strike
out this clause altogether. When the Bill
was hefore the House previously he bad
pointed out that there was an ordinary
remedy of a eivil action or a civil action
for libel. He moved—

That the amendment be agreed io.

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.
No. 20—agreed to.

No. 30—Clause 212, Strike out all the
words after “1904” and insert “is here-
by repealed ™ :

" The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
were two statutes, the present Bill and
the Counstitution Act, both of which made
provisions as to the conduct of elections,
and regarding the qualification of elee-
tors. It would be an impossible position
if the proposed amendment were accepted,
for then the two measures would be in-
consistent with one another. He moved—

That the amendment be not agreed

to.

Question passed, the Council’s amend-

ment not agreed to.

No. 31—Insert new clause to stand as
Clause 46: :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
clanse must be struek out as it was con-
sequential upon proposed amendment
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No. 4 which was not agreed to. He
moved—
That the amendment be nol agreed
to,
Question passed ; the Counecil's amend-
ment not agreed to.

Nos. 32 to 35—agreed to.

Nu. 36—Insert a new form to stand as
No. 8
The ATTORNEY GENERAL : This
also was consequential upon No. 4, and
would have to be struck out. He
moved—
That the amendment be not agreed
to.

Question passed—the amendment nob
agreed to.
Nos. 37 to 41—agreed to.

No. 42—Form No. 24, Strike out “con-
secutive No. 3237 in two places:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
was not provided in the original Bill that
the number shonld be inserted, and it was.
certainly  undesirable that the ballot
papers should be nubered, for the result
would be to do away with the secrecy of
the baliot. He moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment agreed’
to. ‘

Resolutions reported ; the report ad-
opted.

Reasons for not agreeing to three
amendments were drawn up and’ adopted;
a message aceordingly returned to the
Council.

BILL—STATE CHILDREN.
Council’s Message.

The Council'’s reasens for disagreeing
to an amendment made by the Assembly
were now considered in Committee.

Clanse 106, Add the words ** Provided
such register shall at all tines be open to
an accredited officer of the department,
and at such other times to sueh persons
as the Minister may direct ™ :

The PREMIER : The reason given for-
the disagreement was that the-amendment
practically repeated the provisions in an--
other portion of Clause 106, and thus
rendered the clause liable to miseoncep-
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‘tion. The amendment of the Assembly
was therefore unnecessary, and he moved:

That the amendment be mot insisted
on.

Mr. TAYLOR : If as the Premier said,
the provision desired by the amendment
was practieally inclnded in the first por-
tion of the clause, there was no necessity
for the repetition at the end of it.

Question passed ;
msisted on.

Resolutions veported ; the report adop-
ted.

the amendment not

BILL—NARROGIN-WICKEPIN
RAILWAY.

Council’'s Amendment,

Amendment made by the Counecil now
considered in Committee,

Clause 3—Strike out “ten” in the
third line of the clause, and insert  five.”

The PREMIER moved—
That the amendment be agreed to.

The line had been surveyed and there
was no necessity for allowing for the
deviation. He had no objection what-
ever to accepting the amendment. It
was absolutely unnecessary, and another
place had been informed that as the line
had been permanently surveyed there
would be no deviation.

Question passed ; the amendment not
Insisted on.

Resolution reported ; the report adop-
ted.

BILL—BUNBURY HARBOUR
BOARD.

Council’'s Amendments,
Schedule of three amendments reques-

ted by the Council now considered in
Commitiee.

No, 1—Clause 3, line 1, strike out
“ fiva” and insert * three” :
The PREMIER moved—

That the Council's amendment be
disngreed to.

After full consideration the Assembly

(19 DeceMEER, 1907.] Bunbury Harbour Board. 2001

had adopted- the suggestion of the mem-
ber for Mount Margaret (Mr. Taylor)
that five instead of three should constitute
the board, thns allowing for a member
representing the lampers’ union, and an-
other the companies engaged in shipping
timber from Bunbury. Without being
egotistical he (the Premier) might say
this was a matter on whiech he was quali-
fled to express an opinion. On =uch a
board all interests should be represented.
The Fremantle Harbour Trust consisted
of five members.

Question passed, the amendment dis-
agreed to.

No. 2 {consequential) —disagreed ko

No. 3—Clause 18, strike vut the clause:

The PREMIER : It was suggested in
this Chamber that the clause be struck
out, bat he had pointed out the grounds
for its retention. While it was not de-
sirable that members of Parliament
should hold offices of profit under the
Crown, we ought not on that account to
prevent competent men from sitting on
the board. During the diseussion in an-
other place reference was made to the
fact that the Chairman of the Fremantle
Harbour Trust was a member of Parlia-
ment. If the State was deprived of that
gentleman’s service on the trust, the State
would sustain a loss which the opponents
of the clanse did not appreciate. Why
should a man unfortunate enough to
be a member of Parliament be preven-
ted from serving the State as a mewmber
of a harbour board ? Why should a
member of Parliament be made an out-
cast ¢ During the régime of the Lahour
Government he (the Premier) was
offered the chairmanship of the Forestry
Commission, and on accepiing the posi-
tion found that, being 2 member of Par-
liament, he had to pay all his expénses.
The clanse shonld be retnrned to another
place for farther consideration. He
moved—

That the Council’s amendment be dis-
agreed to.

Mr. ANGWIN : It might be pessible
to appoint a member of Parliament az a
servant of the board. The solicitor to a
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similar board was now in Parliament, and
no doubt earned good fees. The question
was whether we should interfere with the
provision of the Constitution Aet that no
member shonld hold an office of profit
undler the Crown. What was an office of
profit ?

Mr. TAYLOR supported the Premier.
The seruples of another place against this
clause were not exhibited when the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust Bill passed a few
years ago. At that time members of the
Assembly fought for many houwrs against
the ¢lause, which was acrimoniously dis-
cussed.

Mr. Angwin : Not at all.

The Premier : The hon. member (Mr.
Angwin) was not then a member,

Mr. Angwin had looked up Hansard.

Mr. TAYLOR : Hanserd wonld show
that a similar clanse had heen dispuied
‘for hours ; and more than one member
in this and anothey House was accused of
being about to accept the position of
chairman of the Trust. On thal occasion
he (Mr. Taylor) pointed out the very
man who was intended to be put on the
hoard—a statement subsequently borne
out by faets. TWhy should another place
take exception Lo this clause, having
passed an exactly similar clause on that
aceasion 7 The present clanse was
passed here without long debate, because
of the genunine work done by the chair-
man of the Fremantle Harbonr Trust,
Captain Laurie.  When Colonial Secre-
tary he (Mr. Taylor) was severely eriti-
cised for appointing Captain Laurie as
chairman. Though he (Mr. Taylor) had
ohjected on principle to the appointment,
he had found when in office that that
gentteman was thoroughly ecapable of
filling the position, and was a valuable
chairman of the board. His bias against
Captain Laurie had therefore been over-
come, and there was no reason why an-
ather place should take exception to this
clanse. They had readily passed a simi-
lar clanse in face of opposition {rom this
House.

Question passed, the amendment dis-
agreed to.

Resolutions reported ; the report adop-
ted.

Nedlands Park Tramways.

Committee of three members prepared
and brought up reasons.

Reasons for disagreeing to the Coun-
cil’s amendments adopted, and a message
accordingly returned to the Couneil.

[22 o’clock midnight.]

BILL—NEDLANDS PARE TRAM-
TWAYS.

Council’s dmendments.

Schedule of two amendments made by
the Legislative Council now considered
in Committee,

No. 1—Clause 2, paragraph (d), strike
out the paragraph:

The MINTISTER FOR WORKS
moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.
When the Bill was previously before the
House, it was desired to strike out that
porlion which enabled the Tramway Com-
pany to discontinue the serviee if after
it had operated for three years it did not
earn an annunal average of 1s. 3d. per
ear wile. In view of the heavy penalty
enforeed against the prometer, -he had
then thonght perhaps the House was ask-
ing something that was rather toe wmuch,
If the Council’s amendment were agreed
to, and the promoter ceased to run at the
end of three vears. he had to forfeit the
whole of the permanent way, averhead
lines, electery, lock, stoek, and bavrel.
That was wuch more severe than the pro-
vision in the Tramways Act, 1885, in
which it was set out that if a promoter
ceased to run the ears the local authority
conld tear up the lines, have a sale of the
niaterial, deduet the cost of dismantline,
and then return the balance to the pro-
moter.

Question passed, the amendment agreed
to.

No. 2—Clause 4, strike out the elause:

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS
moved—

That the umendment be agreed to.
This was the amendment inserted at the
instance of the member for Mount Mar-
garet (Mr. Taylor), and provided that all
members of Parlinment should be en-
titied to travel free over the tramway.
Doubtless the House wonld not insist on
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its amendizent, as, after all, the line was
but a small one and only a small portion
of the tramway service of the metropolis.

Mr. TAYLOR : It had always been
his idea that members of Parlinment
should he allowed to ride free oun the
tramways in the metropolitan area. He
had {aken the opportunity of bringing
the question forward and was glad when
the Honse decided to aceept his mmend-
ment. Ile understood the promoters
would not object to grant the concession.
This was the idea he first entertained with
regard to their intentions, but it now ap-
peared that there were diffienlties in the
way, as it would be neecessary for the local
azent to ecommunicate with the people in
England hefore agreeing. The amend-
ment should be insisted upon, and he
would rather lose the Bill than accept the
amendment. Better lose the Bill than
aceept amendments directly opposed to
the principles of the popular Chamber.

Mr., UNDERWOOD opposed the
aruendment. The promoters would not
obhjeet to memhers of Parliament travel-
ling on the tramway, and the amendment
was only a dramatic effort on the part of
‘members of another place.

My. Davies: Some members wanted free
food.

Mr. GNDERWOOD : Some of them
were not worth their lood. Tramways
ought to be owned by the Government,
and private companies given the right to
use roads and streets for tramway pur-
poses could afford to earry members free.

Mr. BATH disagreed altogether with
his two eolleagues who had just spoken.
He had no desire to seeure any sueh eon-
cession from the promoters. Tt would be
diiferent if the tramway belonged to a
municipality or the Government.

QQuestion passed, the amendment agreed
to.

Resolutions reported, the report adopt-
ed, a message accordingly retnrmed to the
Couneil.

BILL. — METROPOLITAN WATER-

WOREKS AND SEWERAGE
AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
J. Priece) in moving the seeond reading

(20 DecEnBER, 1807.]

Works, efc. Bill. 2008

said: This is a short measure, necessitated
larpely by the fast that the department
are now engaged in sewering tbe ecity of
Perth. At the presenf moment we are
unable to control the house eonnections,
and a promise was given that before the
parent Act of 1904 was proclaimed, this
Ilouse shonld have an opportunity of
reviewing it. That Aect is in eertain par-
ticulars defective, but we desire o pro-
elaim it and utilise it for the purpose of
sewering the metropolitan area We are
quite prepared nof to take action under
that portion of the Aet dealing with
the water supply until the House in a
subsequent session has an opportunity
of reviewing the position. The Bill ampli-
fies some provisions not quite clear in the
parent Aect, and also makes. explicit the
power of differential rating in the various
areag. It farther anplifies the provisions
for stormn water drainage. T wish the
House clearly and distinetly to under-
stand that the waler =upply provisions
of the parent Act will not be enfareed,
and the House will again have full op-
portunity of reviewing and considering
the whole position with regard to water
sopply. T beg to move—

PTEat the Bill be now read a second
time.

Mr. W. C. ANGWIN (East Fre-
mantle) : The Minisler is quite prepared
to give un undertaking that nothing will
be done with regard to water supply until
the House has an opportunity of review-
ing the position. It is not sufficient that
the wmember should be prepared to give
that undertaking. Will he actually give
the undertaking ¢

The Minister: Thal is a mere quibhle.
T certainly give the undertaling.

Mr. ANGWIN: I will not delay the
House. There was a distinet understand-
ing that Parliament shounld have an op-
portunity of discussing the question be-
fore the Act was proclaimed. T wish to
have that promise definite and clear for
the possible guidance of a future Govern-
ment. Before anything is done to provide
a watdr scheme for the supply of the
metropolitan area, it is necessary that the
loeal authorities.conecerned, mentioned in
the schedule of the parent Aect, should
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well consider the seheme from a finaneial
point of view. As the Minister says, it
is not the intention to go into that matter
at present ; but for the benefit of a future
Government it is as well that we should
have his promise.

The Minister : T will give you the
nndertaking in words as explieit as yom
lesire.

Mr. ANGWIN : T wish only to explain
my position. Some other Minister may
follow, and when reading the words that
the Governmeut are quite prepared to
oive an undertaking, may conclude that
no definite undertaking was given lhu
TParliament should have another opportu-
nity of .discussing this question : hence
1 trust that the Minister will give a diveet
mndertaking that this matter will be eon-
sidered by Parliament berore the works
are put in hand.

Mr. H. DAGLISH (Subiaco) : T intend
to offer no objection to this Bill, but [
wigh to uree on the Government the de-
sirableness of taking some early action
with a view to proclaiming either the Aet
as it stands or as it may be amended by
Parliament. The measure has been on
the statute book for nearly fonr years,
and nothing has been done to bring it
into operation. It is rather absurd to say
that the Aect shounld continue ; and it is
particularly absurd to sav thal at this
stage we should still be carrving water
by train to Fremantle for the use of ships
and for railway loeomatives. T would
urge the Government to grapple at an
early date with this question of a common
water snpply for the whole of the metro-
politan area ; to discontinue the use of
bore water, and likewise to let us have an
early opportunity of dealing with a
Metropolitan Waterworks and Sewerage
Bill. In the interval between now and
the consideration of that measure the
Government may well proeeed with the
work of laving down pipes between Perth
and Fremantle ; beeause no matter what
seheme may be adopted—whether we usa
the Mundaring water or water from a
larper Canning scheme—it will undoubt-
edly he far cheaper to earry water by
pipes to Fremantle than to carry it week
after week by means of a water train.

{ASSEMBLY.]

Works, elc., Bill.

That system of carriage is absolutely ab-
surd. The Government might in the
meantime lay pipes between Perth and
Frewantle for the puwipose of utilising
the water at the earliest possible date,
and even, if necessary, utilise thus the
bore water now being consumed in Perth
and its suburbs.

Mr. T. P. DRAPER (West Perth) : At
this late stage of the session it is sus-
prising that a Bill like this should he
brought down. It is a small measure and
may look very innocent, but on examining
it it is found that provision is made for
imposing storm water rates. These rates
may be neeessary or not, but I am not
poing to agree to pass a Bill which
imposes fresh rates on the people of the
metropolitan area, unless there is an op-
portunity given for full discussion of the
snbject. 1 will not agree to the proposal
unless I amn satisfied that the rates are
necessary. One hears on all hands that
the rates in the metropolitan area are
already very heavy, and one knows that
the prospective water and drainage works
to be carried out will mean that the rates
will be even higher in the immediate
future. A full explanation should he
given as to why it is necessary to impose
these new rates. 1 shall not support the
second reading.

Mr. H. BROWN (Perth): T intend to
oppose the second reading, as it is not
right the Bill should be brought down at
this stage. It should have heen given
consideration long ago. We are now
getting water in the city from Mundavring,
and I think it should be taken wm to
Fremantle.

M. Pavies: We do not want it.

Mr. H. BROWN: It is refreshing to
know that the ¥remantle members do not
want water either from Mundaring or
Canning.

Mr. Davies: We do not want the water
unless we ean get it at a priee.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (in

‘reply as mover): The object of the Bill

is to make one or two alterations in the
parent Act before proclaiming that Aet.
It is the intention of the Government in
the near future to proelaim it. I herehy
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undertake that in proclaiming the At w=
will not put in operation any of the
clauses affeeting the water supply, or
alter the present system of dealing with
the water supply of the metropolitan
area, until Parliament has had a farther
opportinity of expressing an opinion ox
that particular question. 1 am iuite
willing to meet the objection of the .nemn-
ber for West Perth by striking ont the
clause having reference to tbe striking of
a storm water rate. 'We can rate now, but
it is a question of a differentiation be-
tween storm water and sewerage disiriets.
Some distriets will have sewers, but will
not be storm water and sewerage dis-
triets. I recognise that this is a big
guestion and perbaps it is more filting
that it should be more thoroughly threshed
ont when we have time to do so.

Mr. H. BROWN: 1 wisk to a3k the
Mimster whether at the present time the
whole of the metropolitan area, incinding
the area which is under the melropalitan
water and sewerage scheme, will have to
bear the. hurden of the present water
gcheme from Canning. My opirion is
that by the Act which we passed some time
ago all the metropolitan area is respon-
sible for the whole of the debt, and that
therefore the vesponsibility falls equally
on Fremanle as on Perth. [Mr. Davies:
No.] T see this Bill provides for the
whele of the metropolitan area, and
surely if it is good enough for Perth it
is wood enough for Fremantle,

Mr. SPEAKER : The hen. member
rose to ask a question. He must not
make a speech. Perhaps the Minister will
be prepared to answer the question.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Un-
ti! the Government have proclaimed the
Act it does not apply to sny place. That
Act -is not proclaimed now.

Mr. H. Brown : After the speech made
last night——

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member is
out of order.

Question put and passed ;
"read a second time.

the Bill

In Commillee.

My, Daglish in the Chair; the Minister
for Works in charge of the Bill.

[20 Decemeer, 1907.]
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Clauses 1 to 3—agreed to.

Clause 4—Amendment of Seetion 111:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS
moved—

That the clause be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause 5—agreed to.

Clanse 6—Amendment of Section 178,
The Minister may exercise the funetions
of the board pending the appointment of
a board:

, Mr. ANGWIN : While the Act songht

to be amended by the Bill provided that
the whole of the metropolitan area w .uld
come under it when onee it wa -ro-
claimied, at the same time there was a
definite undertaking that an opportunity
would be given to Parliament to discuss
the question. Surely the member for .
Perth did not wish the people of Fre-
mantle to pay for the Perth water scheme.
He had been informed that if Fremantle
would take the liability of providing
their equal share towards the new scheme
and also pay the interest and sinking
fand on the liability for their own water
supply, and Perth did the same, there
would be a differential rate of 3d. or 4d.
in the pound. Af the present time water
trains were carrying supplies from Perth
to Fremantle for railway purposes, al-
though the water supply now existing at
Fremantle was very fair. That was a
heavy expenditure which might be ob-
viated. Surely the people of Fremantle
should have the right to consider whether
they would be brought under the scheme.
If they had te pay their share of the
indebtedness on the Perth scheme, it
would mean their rates would be in-
creased about 100 per cent. [Mr. H.
Brown: Fremantle already came under
the scheme.] Perhaps after paying this
large increase in rates they wounld find
they were receiving no better water supply
than at present, and all the expenditnre
was just to help someone else to pay their
debis. Tt was lo he hoped that next ses-
sion the Government wonld hring down a
Bill dealing with the question.

Mr. H. BROWN: It was decided
nnder the existing Act, which bad not vet
been proelaimed, that fhe whole of the
metropnlitan area shoulid ve as one. Tt

wea evident that all the Jdistricts Trone
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Perth to Fremantle would bave to lear
the taxation, and the sovner a bosrd was
appointed te contrel ike matter the
bulter. Such a service as this should not
be left in the hands of a Minister to carry
on at any expense he thonght it and to
saddle the local ratepayers with a great
expense without first obtaining their views
on the matter. It was to be regretted
that such an important Bill, affecting as
it did Perth and suburbs, should be dis-
cussed with only about 11 members in the
House, and in the absence of two of tHe
representatives of the ecity. At present
the taxation of the people in Perth had
reached its limit, and yet all knew a
greater tax still was going to be imposed
on them in order to meet the expense ot
the water supply and sewerage. If the
suggested work were done at Canning,
and an additional water supply was ob-
tained from there, it would wmean the
expenditure of something like £1,000,000
or £1,500,000. This would have to he
borne not only by Perth, but also by
Fremantle. In the cirenmstances there-
fore these municipalities should be given
an opportunity of discussing which was
the better system to adupt in obtaining
their water supply. Fremantle, with its
cheap water supply from artesian bores,
would never agree to have its supply
controlled by Perth. Nevertheless, the
Bill which Sir Walter James when Pre-
mier proposed, and which Sir John For-
rest was afraid to introduce, was passed
in this House, and saddled Fremantle as
well- as Perth with the burden of this
water scheme. Let Fremantle be content
with her present supply, and leave Perth
to fight her own battles. Perth was pre-
pared to bear the expense of her own
water supply and sewerage. Let the
Fremantle members state plainly that they
did not want a supply either from the
present Canning scheme or from Mundar-
ing. Why incur the expense of a sewer-
age system for Fremauntle 7 Evidently
the Government did not expect that the
Fremantle system wounld be affected by
the parent Aect until many years elapsed;
bt the sooner Perth residents had a
voice in the control of their own sewerage,

the hetter. He was entirely opposed to
(Clanse G.

Standing Orders.

Clause put and passed.
Biil reported with an amendment ; the
reporl adopted.

As to Third Reading.

The MINTSTER I'OR
moved—

That the third reading be made an

order for the wext silting of the House.

Mr. H. BROWN protested against
passing the Bill, which most vilally
affected the interests of Perth, at a time
when the members for North Perth (Mr,
Brebber) and Balkatta (Mr. Vervard)
were absent from the House, and only
ten other members present.

Question .put and passed.

WORKS

ORDER OF BUSINESS.
On motion by the Minister for Mine:,
Orders of the Duy numbered 10, 11, and
12 postponed.

STANDING ORDERS AMENDMENT.
Lapsed Bills, to revive in next Session.

Resolution received from the Legisla-
tive Council was now considered as fol-
lows:—

“That for the greater expedition of
publiec business it is desirable that the
question of adopting Standing Orders
similar to those in forece in the Com-
monwealth Senate, providing that the
consideration of lapsed Bills may be
resumed at the stage reached by such
Bills dnring the preceding Session, be
referred to the Joint Standing Orders
Committee of the Legislative Couneil
and the Legislative Assembly to report
thereon, and that a Message be sent to
the Assembly requesting their coneur-
rence in this resolution.”

Mr. H. DAGLISH : I move—

Thot the Standing Orders Commitiee
of this Mouse be empowered to sit
during recess, and to confer on this
resolution with the Standing Orders
Committee of the Legislative Council.

The report can then be submitted to the
liouse. I do not intend to say a word on
the merits of the case ; but I do think
the matter is one that amply warrants an
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ingniry  and recommendation from the
Standing Orders Committee. o

Mr. T. H BATH : In seconding the
amendment, there is one matter which I
hope will receive attention if this motion
i8 passed. e have already granted per-
mission to our Standing Orders Com-
mittee to ennfer on other matters with the
Council committee. I hope the Commiitee
will have power to confer as to some
means  of improving our antiguated
method of putting the question in this
Hounse. The joint eommittee might devise
something more sensible and more eom-
I.rehensible by members.

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
1L Gregory) : I fully endorse the remarks
of the member for Subiaco. I think that
an amendment of onr Standing Orders
in the direetion contemplated with much
facilitate business, and T hope the Honse
will agree to the motion.

Mr. G. TAYLOR : I have just enfered
the House. What is the suggestion ¢

Mr. DAGLISH : Simply that the
Standing Orders Committee be given
power to consider the Legislative Coun-
cil’s recommendation. -

Question put and passed ; a message
aceordingly returned to the Ceuneil.

(1 o'cloek am. Friday.]

BILL—WORKERS' COMPENSATION
AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore) in
moving the seeond reading said: I under-
stand that all the elauses in the Bill will
nof meet with the approval of all sections
of the House, but this measure has been
introduced primarily with a view to re-
moving the disabilities under which those
workers following the ealling of lumpers
labour under at the present time. I do
hot propose to offer auy strenuous op-
position at this stage to any proposal
which may he made to amend the Bill by
striking out certain eclauses, By Sub-
clause (b) of Clause 6 the primary eause
which actuated the Government in bring-
ing this amending Bill will be seen. A
deputation waited on the Colonial Secre-
tary with regard to this question and
brought under his notice the disabilities

{72}
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under which lumpers laboured at the pre-
sent time owisg to the faet that their
avocation is not a contivuous one. Mem-
bers are aware that as vessels eall at the
port at irregular intervals it is not pos-
sible for lumpers to seenre continnous em-
ployment. There is no reason why they
should not receive the same consideration
as extended to other workers. The provi-
sion enacted in subelause (b) of Clause 6
is i —
“By striking out subparagraph (2)
(e) of paragraph one, and inserting
in place thereof the following:—(e) In
fixing the amount of weeky payment,
regard shall be had to any payment not
being wages whieh the worker may re-
ceive from the employer in respect of
his injury during the period of his in-
eapacity, and in the case of partial in-
capacity the weekly payment shall in no
case exceed one-half of the difference
between the amount of the average
weekly earnings of the worker before
the nceident and the average weekly
amount whieh ke is earning or able to
earn in some suitable employment or
business after the aceident.”
Every member must recognise this a fair
and equitable eondifion. It is not the
fault of the worker that he is unable to
secure continnous employment ; it is &
question whether vessels are loading sim-
wltaneously or at such periods as will en-
sure to him continuous employment. Y
am satisfied this House will recognise the
provision as an equitable one and one
which any reasonable man can very well
support. It is this provision which is
responsible for the introduction of the
Bill. Advantage has been taken of it to
suggest other amendments, but person-
ally T congider this is the one clanse we
shonld give every conmsideration to. If
this Bill is passed, although all elauses are
deleted except the one I have just re-
ferred to, it will be a measure which will
reflect ereditably on those responsible for
it.

Mr. T. H. BATH (Brown Hill) : T re-
cognise that if any attempt were made to
pass the Bill as submitted, it would eall
for the strongest opposition, not only on
account of the suggestions contained
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therein, but also in regard to the time of
the session at which it is introdueed. T am
pleased to see‘the Premier has reeogmised
that the Bill is mainly introduced to re-
medy an-injustice to the lumpers. Their
grievance has been hefore the public for
a considerable time. The amendment set
out in Clause 6 is badly needed, and I
hope this portion of the Bill will be
carried. I am prepared to assist the Pre-
mier to earry this clause.

Mr. W, C. ANGWIN (East Freman-
tle) : The compensation paid to lumpers
in the past has sometimes been as low as
ds, or Gs. a week, A large number of ae-
<idents occur to lumpers and at.the pre-
sent time there are six men who are
suffering from the results of accidents.
The one receiving the highest compensa-
tion is only getting 16s. per week pay. 1
am very pleased the Premier has taken
the stand he has with regard to the meas-
ure and I am sure that, with the adoption
of the elause, lumpers will be relieved
from great hardships. In" the past they
have received practieally no compensa-
tion.

The PREMIER (in rveply as mover):
There is another provision in the Bill
which I de net propese to argue here to-
night, althongh it is an important one,
It is proposed to add to the definition of
“dependants” the following words “and
as are resident in the Commonwealth of
Australia or New Zealand, or the United
Kingdom.” 1t might be argued that the
object of this is to encourage alien labour;
but that is not so. As the measure stands
now, we are in the position that depen-
dants of workmen who are injured have
to be provided for as well, although we
are unable to ascertain through the res-
ponsible aunthorities whether they are
really dependants or not. However, I
am not going to press that portion of the
Bill for what I require chiefly is that pro-
vision shall be made with regard to grant-
ing assistance to the lumpers. I under-
stand the Leader of the Opposition is
prepared to assist me in so far as that
provision is concerned. These two provi-
sions are absolutely essential.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Amendment Bill,

In Committee.
#/r. Daglisk in the Chair, the Premier
in charge of the Bill.
Clause l—agreed to.

Clause 2—Amendment of 1 and 2
Edwad. VIIL, No. 5, s. 2:

Mr. BATH: As we permitted aliens
to enter the State and work here, if they
were killed their relatives deserved as
much assistance as the relatives of British
subjects. Buit this clause wonld en-
encourage the employment of aliens, and
therefore he would vote against it.

Mr. DRAPER also opposed the elanse.
There were numerous instances of men
working here who had relatives in the
old eountry dependent on them for sup-
port.

Clause put and negatived.

Clause 3—Amendment of Section 8:

Mr. BATH: The chief objection to the
clause was that it did away with the as-
sessors whoe assisted the resident magis-
trate. He (Mr. Bath) had in several
cases acted as an assessor, and found that
the aid of both assessors was highly
valned by the magistrate; hence assessors
should be retained,

Clause put and negatived.

Clanse 4—Amendment of Section 11:

Mr. DRAPER: The time for lodging
claims—three months—should be exten-
ded. Men sometimes postponed the
elaiming of compensation until they as-
certained the extent of the, injuries they
had veceived; and in the case of death
the relatives living outside of Western
Australia might not be able to make a
elaim until six or twelve months had
elapsed.

Mr. BATH: The secretary of the
Miners’ Union, Kalgoorlie, had notified
him that this provision had prevented re-
latives in Great Britain from claiming
compensation.

Clanse put and negatived.

(Clause 5—Amendment of Section 16:

Mr. BATH: This clause was necessary
to rectify a typographical error in the
pavent Act, where the term “workers”
was used instead of “worker.”

Clause passed.
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Clause
schedule ;
Mr. BATH moved an amendment—

That paragrephs (a) cnd (b) be
struck out.

6 — Amendment of second

Amendment passed; the schedule as
amended agreed to.

Clanse 7—agreed to.

Title—agreed to

Bill reported with amendments; the re-
port adopted.

BILL—ELECTORAL.
CouncilVs Amendments.

Message from the Council received and
read, not insisting on eertain amendments,
agreeing to farther amendments of the
Assembly to the Council’s amendments,
and insisting on one amendment, which
was now farther considered in Committee.

Mr. Daglish in the Chair, the Premier
in charge of the Bill.

No. 5—Clause 46, Subclause 2, insert
at end of subelause the following proviso:
“Provided that the registrar shall place a
mark in the prescribed manner against
the claimant’s name when envolled, and
no person whose name is so marked shall
be entitled at any election to obtain a
ballot paper and record hig vote unless he
has delivered to the presiding officer a de-
claration duly made by him in the form
numbered (10.) in the Schedule.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL regret-
ted that another place should insist on
this eomparatively unimportant awmend-
ment, when other amendments of real ir-
portance were not insisted on. It was
questionable whether we should sacrifice
all the time and energy expended on this
Bill. The amendment, if passed, would
have the effect of anmnoving an elector
objecied to by a private person who
wonld be entitled through the serutin-
eers to insist that the elector should be
asked certain questions exactly the same
as were set out in the declaration; and the
elector, if he replied falsely, would be
liable to the penalties provided for mak-
ing a false declaration. We must remem-
ber, however, that another place had
shown consideration to ali the other re-
solutions we had sent up this evening,
and they possibly eonsidered that their
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agreeing to a number of our requests jus-
tified their insisting on this amendment.
As it was impossible to ask for a confer-
ence on such a detail, he moved—
That the Council’s amendment be
agreed to. '

Mr. BATH: The amendment, added io
the mutilation of a provision unanimously
inserted by this House, practically made
the Bill not worth preserving. The am-
endment would help certain people in an-
other place to pui a preminm on what
had been the seandal of past elections—
nse of power, influenee and money to
lodge objections against eleetors who were
entitled to vote. One of the members of
ancther place and most active ih moving
this amendment was an agent of the
National Politieal League, the objeet of
which was to prevent as many electors as
possible from exercising the franchise.
That was the object of the amendment,
by which such an organisation couldyf
when it was too late for an objection to
be ruled out of order, put in numerous
objections and compel the people objee-
ted to to sign declarations. Many people,
especially women, had a horror of courts
of law and of legzal documents. Soch
people were frequently the most honest
in the community. The National League
knew that the amendment would frighten
timid people, and in view of the motive
behind it, the amendment shounld be nega-
tived.

[2 o’clock a.m. Friday.)

Mr: TAYLOR: The Council's amend-
ment should not be accepied. Many
people who knew nothing of law had a
horror of signing legal documents pre-
sented by Government officials. It would
be betier to lose the Bill than aeccept this
amendment, which would inconvenience
and embarrass people who desired to get
their names on the roll. It would nore
affect people not direetly represented in
another place. We were continually
called upon to submit to these pinpricks
from another place. We knew from
whose brain this proposal emanated. It
was from one diametrically opposed to
the voice of the people being heard at
the ballot box, from the greatest enemy
of democracy in this conntry. We shounld
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decide to sacritice the Bill rather than be
dominated by another place. The gentle-
man who had instigated this was a pro-
minent mewmber of a league that had in
elections done many things that had heen
resorted to in no other place in Austra-
lia. A ecertain gentleman was after
crumbs in his profession, a gentleman
who would be always foremost in the law
conrts gulling gullible people to go to
the court, telling them that they stood on
good ground. What was the position of
J. J. Holimes on the advice of this gentie-
man?! He was speaking of Mr. Moss.

The Chairman: It was just as wrong
to impute motives to a member of an-
other place as it was to Impute motives
to members in this Chamber.

Mr. Taylor: There was no desire to
impute motives,

The Chairman: It was equally wrong
to cast reflections on a member of auother

Chamber. The hon. member referred to
gulling the public.  The hon. member

must not make charges against members
of another place.

Mr. Taylor: Could one discuss 2 mem-
ber of another place in his private eapa-
city?

The Chairman: It was not relevant to
the matter hefore the Committee.

My, Taylor: It was the objeet of the
National League to embarrass and harass
electors at every opportunity.

The Minister for Works: The hon.
member was saying what was not true.

The Chairman: Order. The member
for Mount Margaret must not diseuss any-
thing irrelevant to the amendment, and
the Minister for Works must withdraw
that remark.

The Minister for Works withdrew, but
wished to put a question. As a member
of the National League he wished to ask
if the member for Mount Margaret was
in order in saying that it was the desire
and poliev of the league to embarrass
and harass electors at every opportunity.

The Chairmau : The irrelevancy of the
remarks of the member for Mount Mar-
garet had already been dealt with. The
Minjster for Works had no right what-
ever fo interfere between the Chairman
and the lon. memher. So far as any of
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Council's Amendments,

the bhon. member's vemarks wer~ diy-
orderly he (the Chairman) was dealing
with them.

The Minister for Warks desirved to ex-
Plain,

The Chairman: The hon. member eould
explain when the member for Mount Mar-
aavet had coneluded,

My, Taylor thought he ecould deal with
a member of Parliament as a private
citizen. One who was a member of an
organisation and also a member of this
House was not justified in aeeusing him
(Mr. Taylor} of an untruth.

T'he Chairman: The withdrawal of that
statement had already heen insisted on
and the hon. member must not again re-
fer to it.

Mr. TAYLOR did not desire to say
anything to irritate the DMinister for
Works, because he knew how wedded the
Minister was to that league, which had
been the greatest sinner in the past in
inflieting those hardships. A thousand
objections were lodged by the league, and
not a single one upheld.

The CHAIRMAN could not see the
relevaney to the amenfment.

Mr. TAYLOR: The elause dealt with
claims being objected to, and the amend-
ment gave the league more power to em-
barrass people. On the other hand he
(Alr. Tavlor) and his party desived to see
people get their names on the roll. Be-
fore eoming to Western Australia he had
been instrumental in plaecing thousands
of names on the rolls. '

The Minister for Mincs: The hon.
member should go on with the Bill.

My, TAYLOR : The Minister for Mines
was in the anxiliary league. One could
trace the Minister's langnage in the
measure. The power of Parliament sbould
not be used by any organisatinn, whether
that body vepresented the Opposition or
the Government.

The-MINISTER FOR WORKS de-
sired to make a personal explanation,
When an individual was well known as
belonging to any organisation, a refleetior
such as that made by the -member for
Mount Margavet (JMr. Taylor) on the
orpanisation wag really made with the
intention of attacking him.  Offensive



Electoral Bill :

insinnations had heen made against a cer-
tain body, and he had thought in his
inexperience of Parlinmentary practice
that the Chairman would not have taken
cognisance of the remarks he made in
reply. Tn stating that the pemark made
by the hwn. member was not true, he had
meant it in the sense that it was inae-
ewrate.  He could not understand how
such a remark could have been eonsidered
by the Chatrian to be disorderly.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon, member
asked to make a persenal explanation,
bat it appeared he wished to make a
personal attack on the Chair.  That
eonld vot be allowed.

The MINISTER : The hon. member had
referred to a time when a considerable
number of names were objected to in the
Fremantle Division. [Mr. Taylor :
Thousands.]  That was quite accurate.
The question came on very suddenly and
a canvass was made of the whole distitet.
The whole eirenmstances were inquired
into by a select committee, and had there
been anything wrong the member for
Kanowna (Mr. Walker) would suvely

have referred to it in his report. [3r.
Taylor : He did denounce it.]  Let the
hon. member read the report. It was

dizcovered that there were some inac-
curacies, and that some names had been
improperly objected to, so the whole of
the objections were withdrawn. TWhen,
however, the Department subsequently
made a canvass of the distriet, it was
clearly shown that the work done prewi-
ously was quite correct, an? that there
- was justification for a large number of
the objections lodged, for the list of
voters was rvedueed by 40 or 50 per. cent,

Mr. UNDERWOOD protested against
the aceeptance of the amendment. The
svstem of objecting to names on the roll
had been the eause of the greatest cor-
ruption in connection with the eleetoral
system. Members of another place had
no tight to be so hypoeritieal as to elaim
that the amendment was heing introdunced
for the purposes of purity.

The CHAIRMAN: The member must
withdraw the expression, for we ecould
not reflect on another place.
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Mr. UNDERWOOD withdrew, al-
though he did not know that the ruling
of the Chairman was entirely correct.

The CHAIRMAN: The member must
not discuss the Chairman’s ruling, The
standing order on the question provided
that no member should allade to any
debate in another House or to any
measnre emanating therefrom. Standing
Order 129 provided that no member
should use offensive words against either
Hounse of Parliament or any Statnte ex-
cept for the purpose of moving for its
repeal. The words of the member for
Pilbarra were offensive towards another
House. Ie desired also to draw atten-
tion to the faet that he sirongly objected
to the practice sometimes adopted by
members, out of their seats, practically
drawing the attention of the Chairman
to what was franspiring. He always
would decline to take notice of remarks
made by members out of their seats.

Mr. CNDERWOOD : There was no
inlention on his part to question the rul-
ing of the Chairman. All he was doing
was to ask for information. He was
under the impression that members could
not disenss another place but could dis-
cuss their acfion when it ecame so pro-
minently forward through insistence up-
on an amendment. By insisting on the
amendment the other House were not
working in the best interests of the State,
nor in the direction of securing purity at
eleciions, Ii had been the system in
Western Australia ever since he had ar-
rived in the State for a eertain organisa-
tion to make it a practice to go round
and get as many names off the roll as
possible. Twelve or 13 years ago there
was an organisation which had as its
main plank the policy of trying to sirike
off the names of their opponents from
the roll. There was an organised system
of objecting to names on the voll, and in
insisting on the amendment another place
was now irying to perpetuate that sys-
tem.

Mr. BARNETT: It was difficult to
understand the objeetions of members to
the proposal from another place. He
was not a member either of the National
Palitical League nor of the Labour Party,
and it seemed to him that the amendment
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was a good one. No man who desired
to act in a straight way would objeet for
one moment to sign a declaration to the
effect that his name was properly on the
roll.

Mr. WARE : If the amendment were
carried, it might lead to a great deal of
confusion and Jloss of time on election
day. The Attorney General might ve-
menther the appearance of one of the
peolling booths at the time he was elected
for Kalgoorlie, and then he would realise
what the scene would be like if every
man whose name was objected to had to
sign a statutory declaration to the effect
that he was properly on the roll. People
might be prevented from voting in this
way. He trusted this wounld not be per-
mitted. He knew something about the
difficulties on polling day. Facilities
should be given to people to voie. If the
Attorney General aecepted the amend-
ment, one hoped he would be. the ficst to
be bitten by the provision. There were
two organisations in the field at the pre-
sent time, and possibly there might be a
third, and if these organisations ohjected
to persons being on the roll what would
be the position 7 If it was right for one
organisation fo object to a number of
names on the roll it was equally right for
other organisations to do the same.
What would be the condition of the pol-
ling booth with these persons filling in
the forms?  The forms would bave
to be filled in before the returning officer.
Unless we wanted chaos at future elee-

tions we should stand out for the pro--

vision as originally passed by the Com-
mittee,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member was under a misapprehen-
sion. The amendment made in another
place related only to claims, not to people
on the voll, and only to those elaims which
had been ledged within a certain limited
period before the issue of a writ, and at
such a short time that if objections were
lodged they could not be heard before the
election, Had the provision been made
in regard to enrolment it might he of a
very wide character.  Members mght
rest assured that the number of indivi-
duals to whom this would apply would be
extremely limited. Tt was a provision he
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would not he a party to, except in the
circumstances of the case, and it was not
of sufficient importanee to warrant him
in passing the Bill out.

My, T. L. BROWX: If the Attorney
General would read the clause of the
measure and the amendment proposed he
would see that it had a very wide range
indeed. Tostead of applying to a very
few persons it might apply to claims
which had been lodged for six months
prior to an election. The eourt might
not have sat and objections not have been
adjudicated upon; the claims would still
stand as if there were objections to them,
He regretted the Attorney General should
acquiesee in the insistence by another
place. We should insist on our rights
beeause the provision would apply in a
greater measure to the elections for the
Assembly than for the Council.  This
was one of those eases in which we should
insist on our rights. The amendment
would affeet this House more than the
Council. We had given the measure far
more consideration than it received in the
Couneil, and the effect of our delibera-
tions would be to purify the rolls; hence
the Bill as it left this House should be
passed unaltered.

Mr. TAYLOR: The Attorney General

. pleaded that few people would be affected

by this amendment. But the select com-
mittee on the previous Eleetoral Bill
found from the departinental officers that
during the hurried issue of writs for the
last general election no less than 2,648
applicants for votes were disfranchised.
When under past conditions ecertain
organisations tried hard but unsuccess-
fuily to prove that persons were not legiti-
mately on the roll, how mueh would the
sae organisations be strengthened when
they could compel claimants to make de-
clavations hefore enrolment ¥ Claimants
would be attacked when applying for
enralment and after enrolment. No one
favoured the Counecil’s amendment ex-
cept the organisation referred to. With-
out stone-walling he had debated this
question to the utmost limit, and would
be justified in debating it to a finish.
IFe had exposed the orgin of the amend-
meni, and had protested against the do-
cile mannmer in which the Attorney
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General accepted it.  Better lose the
Bill than allow the organisation in gues-
tion to advance its interests against the
interests of the State.

Question (that the Couneil’s amend-
ment be agreed to) put, and a division
taken wilh the following result:—

Ayves . .. .. 20
Nues . .. .. &

Majority for .. U

NoEs.
Mr. Bath
Mr. T. L, Brown
Mr. Cowcher Mr, Horan

Mr. Taylor
Mr, Ware
Mr. Uaderwood {Tellar).

My, Gregory
Mr. Eeenan
Mr. Male

Mr. Mitchell .
Mr. Monger
My. N. J, Moore
Mr. Price

Mr. Smith

Mr, Stone

Mr Lnyma.n {Tellar).

Question thus passed, the amendment
agreed to,

Resolution reported, the report ad-
opted, a message accordingly returned to
the Couneil.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 3 o’clock Fri-
day morning, until 11 o'cloek forenoon
of the same day.

“Government
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
12 o’elock noon.

Prayers.

PETITION—ABORIGINES.

Hon, J. W.Wright presented a petition
bearing 70 signaturves, referring to the
treatment of aborigines in this State.

Petition received formally,

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Colonial Secretary : Meteor-
ological Observations and Report of the
Astronomer for  1906.
Woods and Forests Department, Annnal
Report. Acelimatisation Society, Annual
Report.

QUESTION—REFERENDUM, TO
ABOLISH ONE HOUSE.

Hon. W, MALEY asked the Colonial
Becretary {without mnotice) : TIs it the
intention of the Government during re-
cess to take a referendum of the people of
Western Australia as to which, if either,
of the Honses of the Legislature shonld
be aholished ¢

The COLONIAL
plied : No.

SECRETARY re-

BILL — GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS
AMENDMENT.

Read a third time and passed.

BILL — METROPOLITAN

WATER
AND SEWERAGE AMEND-
MENT.

First Reading.
The COLONIAL SECRETARY {Hon.
J. D. Connolly} in moving the first read-



