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Clauses 148 to 162, inclusive-agreed
to.

Clause 163-For the holding of first
elections, Governor-in-Council may, by
Gazette notice, alter this Act:

MR. JAMES: To make the clause
operative, should not something be added
after the words " anything required by
this Act to be done." These words werea
somewhat vague.

THE PREMIER: The same clause was
in the Constitution Act.

MR. JAMES: No; in the Act 52 Vict.,
No. 23, the words in this clause, which
appeared there as a substantive section,
were a proviso to another section, which
dealt with the making up and otherwise
disposing of lists. The Bill required a
]nultitude of things to be done. It was
not intended that the Governor should be
enabled to suspend the clauses dealing,
for instance, with voting by ballot. The
intention of the clause would be carried
out if, after the words " required by this
Act to be done," there were inserted, "1in
the preparation of the rolls under Part II.
of this Act." There was nothing re-
quired to be done beyond that. He
nioved that the words he had read be
inserted after "done" in line 7.

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

Clause 164-agreed to.
New Clause:
MR. JAMES moved that the following

be inserted, to stand as Clause 15$:
Cert(j Moat diffeenc to the Ho..e.

If the Judges who hear a petition differ as
to whether the member whose return or elec-
tion is complained of was duly returned or
elected, they shall certify that difference, and
the member shall be deemed to be duly elected
or returned.

New clause put and passed.
Schedules I to 5, inclusive-agreed to.
Schedule 6:
THE PREMIER moved that in the

footnote, describing the qualification of
the elector, the words " with not less
than 18 months to run (or of which I
have been in possession for 18 months
next before making claim)" be struck out.

Put and passed, and the schedule as
amended agreed to.

Schedule 7
THE PREMIER moved a precisely

similar amendment to that made in
Schedule 6.

Put and passed and the schedule as
amended agreed to.

Schedules 8 to 18, inclusive-agreedl to.
Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

ADJOURNMENT.

On motion by the PREMIER, the House
adjourned at 11-5 p.m. until Tuesday,
September 5.

Tuesday, .5th Septemnber-. 189.9.

Paper presented -Motion: Bralt Coemmnwealth Bill,
Joit Comsmtee, Extentsion of time, Dirision-

Rvral Lands Improvenent Bill; Amendments to,
report, reported-Roads and Streets closure Bill,
in Commit tee reported - Constitution Acts Con-
solidatio,, Bill, seond readimg, resumed amd co.-
cluded; in Committee, Vro foi'inl-Adjournment.

The SPEARER took, the Chair at4830
o'clock, pi..

PRAYERS.

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the PREMIER: Report of Comn-

niaudant of local forces, year ending
June, 1899.

Ordered to lie on the table.

MOTION-DRAFT COMMONWEALTH
BILL, JOINT COMMITTEE.

EXTENSION OF TIME.

THE: PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir John
Forrest) moved that the time for bring-
ing up the report of the Joint Select
Committee on the draft Commonwealth
Bill be extended for one week.

MR. JAMES (East Perth): The Joint
Committee had been appointed in the
face of strong opposition from federalists
in the House, based on the fear that the
report would not be delivered at the time
fixed by the resolution ; but tie objection
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was then met by a statement from the
Premier, that the report would be ready
at the time specified. During the earlier
proceedings of that very select commit-
tee- -

MR. MORGANS: A very valuable comn-
innttee.

Ma. JAMES: That remnark must be
Sarcasm:- it was so on his own part. The
very valuable select committee, during
the first two or three weeks, absolutely
wasted time discussing matters on whichi
they could throw no light. They were
discussing the constitutional aspects of
the Bill, which had received the fullest
discussion at the Conventions, and in
connection with which the members of
this House could obtain light by referring
to the reports of debates at the Conven-
tions. Having done that, an effort was
made to obtain evidence, and for the first
time the committee began to realise that
what was wanted was evidence of facts.
Opinions were not wanted, because every
mnember of this House was just as coin-
petent to express an opinion as was that
committee on those questions in regard
to which we had all the information that
could be obtained. But the committee
having at last realised that time was
being wasted, as we knew it would be
wasted, for we knew that the committee
was moved for and appointed in this
House for the purpose of wasting
time

MR. HIOHAM: That was, the hion.
member's opinion.

MR. JAMES:- Of course that was his
opinion, and we could ouly express
opinion.

THE PREER: Whose opinion?
MR. JAMES:- We, the federationists

of this House, the men who had been
consistently standing by one policy, and
not wobbling ; those who desired federa-
tion, and had looked on this select
committee as an attempt to block federa-
tion-tiese were the persons; and their
fears were justified by the proceedings of
the select committee during the first
week. At last, as he had said, the coin-
inittee began to realise, there being three
fedralists on it, that something ought
to be done to justify their existence as a
committee, and then evidence was called.
And what did we see in connection with
the evidence? Was that evidence such
as had been suggested by the speech

of the Premier in mnoving for the
committee- -was it the evidence of ex-
perts given on those questions in regard
to which experts had a right to express
expert opinions? First, the Government
Actuary was brought forward, not to deal
with figures and statistics, but to express
his opinion upon what the Federal Par-
liament was going to do, and what was
going to be the effect of federation in
regard to this and that industry, and
even the effect on wages. That was a
deliberate waste of time. On statistical
questions Mr. Owen was an expert, and
entitled to be heard with respect; but
any inquiries from that gentleman, be-
yond questions of figures, were simply
wasting time.

Tax@ PREMIER: As the lion, member
was wasting timle now.

MaR. JA ME S: Then, for the pu rpose of
exposing what federalists believed to be
fallacies, a, member of the committee

*entered into a somewhat long cross-exami-
nation; and then he was subjected to the

*greatest insults, simply because lie endea-
voured to throw light on this great ques-
tion. No time could have been wasted
in hearing from Mr. Owen all about his
figures, and the facts and data on which
his figures were based. But Mr. Mathe-
son's cross-examination, which was cur-
tailed hy the hostility of the select
committee, did at all events draw from
the " seventh Minister,' the member for
Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans), an expression
of apology for having in the House ques-
tioned the accuracy of Mr. Matheson's
figures.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. member maust
not go into these matters. It was to be
apprehended the lion. member was oppos-
ing the extension of time asked for; and,
if so, he should confine his observation to
reasons why the extension should not be
granted.

Ma. JAMES said he was endeavouring
to show that the committee had a desire
to waste time, and therefore should not
be granted furither opportunity of doing
So.

THE& PREMIER: No doubt the hon.
member would have worked very hard
had he been a member of the committee.

MR. JAMES: lIt was not asserted that
the committee were doing nothing; but,
considering the object in view, the com-
mnittee were wastiug time. When Mr.

Exie)wion of time.
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Owen passed away, and was not allowed
to be thoroughly and closely examined,
the evidence of certain experts was called;
anid then, instead of their observations
being limited to matters of fact, they
were asked all sorts of questions, and a
great number of the answers were sug-
gested by the member who asked the
questions. Another feature, emphasising
the fact that this was simply a move of
the anti-federalists for blocking the Bill,
was that the whole of the evidence so far
had been evidence on one side.

AIn. MoRoAWS: Why did not the lion.
nmemnber suggest witnesses?

Mn. JAMES: For the purpose of argu-
mnent, it mnight be assumed he had been
wrong in not suggesting witnesses. But
who did suggest the witnesses that were
taifled? It seemed strange that all the
witnesses suggested by the committee gave
evidence on the one side. He wanted to
know who was responsible for suggesting
or nominating the witnesses.

THE PREMIER : Each individual mnem-
ber of the committee was responsible.

Mn. JAMES: The writnesses who
lad given evidence had apparently been
"nobbled " by members of the committee,

and all spoke from one point of view.
Surely it was a. waste of tine, piling one
witness on another in that way.

THE PREMIER: Whose time was being-
wastedP

Mw. JAMES: The time of the country,
the time of Parliament, and the time of
Australia. This question was being dealt
with in time presence of the whole of
Australia, and we should, as the Premier
said in his speech in May last, deal with
it properly and honourably. The coin-
mittec having exhausted the time pro-
vided by the resolution, it had become
necessary to carry out the main object of
the select committee by gaining further
delay. The committee could not came to
the House and say they wanted further
time for the purpose of calling anti-
federal evidenci,, because that would have
been " too thin " and obvious. And so,
ait the last moment, for the purpose of
justifying a further extension of time,
they, with a burst of generosity, pro-
posed to call witnesses on the other side.
The committee now sawi bow the country
had been laughing at and criticising the
select committee. It was significant that,
if the object of the committee were to

throw light on the question, the light
thrown had been of one colour, and one
colour only. The only object in suggest-
ing, that witnesses in favour of federation
should be called was to gaiu further
time and further delay. There would
never have been heard any suggestion of
federal witnesses, if the members of the
committee had not realised that the
country would not tolerate further waste
of time. He would like to know whether,
if this extension of time were granted,
the House would rise during the ensuing,
week.

THE PREMIER: No.
Mn.R JA.MES:- Then it was just as lie

had fully anticipated, that the business of
the House would be urged on, so that by
the time the report of the committee came
before hon. members, it would be too late
to do anything with it.

THE PREMIERt: The members of the
select committee did not belong to that
class of people.

MnI. JAMES said he was glad to hear
that; but he would like the Premier to
say the sanie on his feet, so that the as-
surance might be recorded. The Premier
had said the information was being
obtained by the committee, not for the
instruction of the public, but for the
enliglitment of members of this Hobse,
but members ought to be able to make
up their minds now. He understood that
all the anti-federalist witnesses had been
called; and those who were in favour of
federation -were prepared to go to the
country on that evidence. What need
was there for further evidence ? Those
in favour of federation did not need any
justification; and, that being the case, to
prolong the sittings of the committee was
simply a waste of time.

A MEMBER: The federalists were
afraid.

Mu. JAMES: It was said the federal-
ists were afraid; but that was purely an
anti-federal and select committee argui-
ment. There was no necessity for any
evidence from federalists. Five out of
the seven bank manag-ers in Perth were
federalists, but two had been chosen and
five left. The federalists did not desire
any further evidence; but that was not
because the federalists were -afraid. If
the committee deluded themselves with
the idea that they could throw dust in tme
eyes of tme public, by calling this sug-
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gested evidence at the last moment, they
were making a huge mistake. Those
who favoured the Bill being referred to
the people, realised that the Select com-
mittee was a, farce; and the sooner the
farce was ended the better it would be for
the honour of the Premier, the better for
the honour of the country, and the better
for the political honour of the House.

THE PRE MIER (Right HoD Sir Joh n
Forrest): The lhon. member had really
only taken an opportunity to air his
wordy eloquence. He liked to hear him-
sell speak, and the fluency of the hon.
member was his greatest danger. The
hon. member did not care what he said
about other people, bit he did not like
anything said about himself, although he
did not mind telling hon. members here
that the select committee was a farce.
The hon. member did not mind using in-
suiting observations to members of the
select committee or to members of the
House; but we were accustomied to that
way of treating bon. members. We knew
the hon. member spoke withiout responsi-
bility, but simply took up an idea. and
-"went for it for all he was worth; " then,
after a bit, lie changed his opinion, and if
he did not altogether forsake his former
opinions, he varied them. As to the work
of the select committee, it had been a6
great tax on all the members of it, except
at the beginning, when they certainly did
not sit as often as they sho-uld. Recently,
the committee had been sitting every
day of the week, and to-day the select
committee sat from half-past two till a
quarter-past four, and now the members
who had attended the committee were also
attending this House. That was what
nearly every member of the committee had
been doing every day, and the committee
had sat fromn Monday till Friday for the
last fortnight. The hon. member (Mr.
James) did not seemi to give members
credit for that, but said we were simply
wasting his valuable timie.

MR. InL1CWOwTw: The lion member
did not appreciate the comimittee's good
qualities.

THE PREMIER: H~e ought to ap-
preciate that they were carrying out duties
wvhich had been entrusted to them by the
Parliament of tbe country. As to not
calling evidence, it was open to every
member of the committee, both federalist
and anti-federalist, to "al what witnesses

they lied; and why the hon. member
shouild blame those members of the com-
mittee whomi he liked to call anti-federal-
ists, because they did not call what
witnesses the lion. member desired, one
could not tell. Why did not the hon,
member blanie those who were federalists
for not calling witnesses? Every mem-
ber of the select conmmittee had been
given a free hand in regard to calling
witnesses. As to the two bank managers.
he (the Premier) could say he had no
idea what their views were before they
gave evidence.

Ma. JA-mEs: It wits anl unfortunate
selection.

THE PREMIER: They were the oldest
bank managers of the colony; they had
been here the longest, and were better
acquainted with the conditions of the
country than the other bank managers,
inost of whom had been here only a year
or two, and had not had the experience.
of this colony, its ways or the extent of
its business relations, as had the two
bank Juanagers who were called. If the
committee desired to call all the bank
managers, and if they were named by the
member for Albany or the member for
Central Murchison, those bank ]nanagers
could he called.

MRn. ILLxNGwosrT - We (lid not want
to call anyone.

THqE PREMIER:- If the hon. member
did not want to call anyone, and he re-
presented the member for East Perth-

MR. JAMES: The member for East
Perth represented himself.

Txu PREMIER: The hon member
used the "w ie," like newspapers did, as if
the hon. member represented somebody.
The miember for East Perth (Mr. James)
should rather have blamed those members
of the conmiittee whomn he was supposed
to dominate or represent-one did not
know which it was. If the House, as he
believed, would give this extension of
time, he thought the committee would not
want more than a week. He (the Pre-
mier) thought he knew more about
Western Australia than did the member
for East Perth ; that he represented
miore people and knew far more people
than did the mtember for East Perth,
and p)erhaps he. was better respected; at
any rate, his opinion was as good as that
of the hon. member; and his own opinion
was that the work of the committee was

Extension of time.
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appreciated and valued by the people of
the country.

MR. LEAKE (Albany) hoped the
House would not grat the extension of
time, because, when the select committee
was appointed, it was suggested that the
committee could do no good.

THE PREMIER: Divide the House on
it, and the result would be seen.

MR. IjEAKE: The observations which
lie had been enabled to make as a mnem-
ber of the select committee confirmed his
suspicion that the work of the select
committee was little better than a waste
of time. The member for East Perth
had pointed out, and his information had
been gathered from reports in the Press,
that up to the present time all the wit-
nesses called were anti-federalists.

THE Pnnnt: Not all. What about
the one to-day ?

MR. LEAKE: Up till to-daty.
THE PREMIER: And yesterday ?
Ma. LEAKE: Then he would say the

majority of the witnesses called were
anti-federalists.

MRt. MORGAN: Who knew they were
anti-federalists until they were examined ?

Ma. LEAKE: The hon. member knew,
and every other member of the committee
knew.

THE PREMIER: We could not k-now.
MR. T.EAKE: Then the selection had

been most happy. He had pointed out
during, the debate in the House, and also
at the meeting of the select committee,
that the gentlemen who had been called
before the committee had not given evi-
deuce in the true sense of the word ; that
all they did was to express opinion as to
whether or not federation would be of
-advantage to this country. If we were
going to take the opinions of people, we
might as well summon every per-son in
the country, and find out whether feder-
ation was to be of advantage to them
or not. The list of witnesses was re-
vised yesterda ,y, and about 12 intended
witnesses were left out of the list. It
was understood we should close the
evidence to-day; but, in a spirit of anti-
federal generosity, he supposed, we were
told that we could call as many witnesses
as we liked. We did not want to call
witnesses. Sufficient time had been
wasted, and we did not want to be parties
to wasting more tune.

MR. Hicnxrq: The federalists dared
not call witnesses.

MR. IjEAXE: Just fancy the hon.
member for Fremuantle telling him that
he dar-ed not call witnesses! He might
say be did not care to call witnesses, that
he did not care to submit a man to the
tor-ture of being put before the select
committee. Not one man who had been
-cal led bad done more than express an
opinion. He was asked: "Was he in
favour of federation"?" and the witnes;6
replied " yes " or " no; " generally " no."
" What would be the effect on the popula-
tion if federation were introduced ?"
Answer: " There would be an exodus of
population." " What tar-iff would the
Federal Government impose, were federa-
tion established?" Answer: "A highly
protective tariff." Those were the sort of
questions put, and that was the way they
had been answered, and we, as federalists,
were asked to continue that sort of far-
cical examination. Well, he was not
going to be a party to it, and consequently'
he was opposed to this extension of time.
We were told the extensive industries and
manufactures in this country were going
to be " wiped out; " but if the committee
concentrated their attention in trying to
find out what these industries were, more
good would have been done. Many wit-
nesses had said, that all those connected
with manufactures were going to leave
the country, and amongst others we were
going to lose Mr. Hackett-that was if
we got federation.

THE PREMIER: W~here did the hon.
member get that fromt I t was not
stated to the select committee that Mr.
Hackett was going to leave the colony.

MR. LEAKE: Was not the right hon.
gentleman present yesterday'? It was an
open secret that the country must suffer
to that extent if there was federation,
and hence the necessity for futrther con-
sidenation. (Some laughter.) He agreed
with -what the member for East Perth
said, that no good could be gained by
calling further evidence, and the House
might accept the statements of the
federalists in the House that they did
not want witnesses called. That being
the case, there was no necessity for that
little effort of generosity which his friends
opposite intended to exercise on their
behalf, as the federalists did not want
the witnesses.
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Mai. MORGANS (Coolgardie): What
had been expected from the lion. member
for East Perth (Mir. James), to throw
ridicule- on the select committee, had
occurred, and the member for Albany
(Mr. Ticake) had done the sme thing.
It had been the policy of the so-called
federalists to throw ridicule on every
effort made in the colony for the purpose
of elucidating the position of Western
Australia if we entered the Common-
wealth. The hion. member for East
Perth talked about" wobblers." He (Mr.
Morgans) did not know whom the re-
ference was intended for, but the member
for East Perth was the arch " wobbler "
on the question of federation as far as
Western Australia was concerned. In
the Convention of 1898 the member for
East Perth stated that federation under
the Bill, as proposed by the Convention,
was absolutely impossible for Western
Australia.

MR. JAMES: No; that was not what
lie said.

MR. MORGANS: Whatt clid thme lion.
member say?

MR. JAMES: Nay; the hon. member
was quoting, and should not misquote.

MR. MORGANS: The member for
Albany (Mr. Leake) had been a little
more sincere in his position; for that
hon. member had not expressed himself
against federation at all, whereas the
member for East Perth (Mr. James) had
been one of the strongest anti-federalists
in the colony.

Txmn PREMIER: The biggest protec-
tionist, too.

MR. MORGANS: The member for
East Perth had told us that federation
would bring ruin to the colony, and the
same hon. member had told us that he
believed in a s 'ystemt of protection for the
colony. That position appeared to be in-
congruous; and if the lion. member had
been able to turn so many somersaults
uip to the present time, one might expect
that within a few months the same gentle-
man would turn another, and we might
see him one of thme strongest anti-federal-
ists in the colony.

MR. JAMES: The lion. member inust
have been reading his (Mr. James's) speech
about the Premier.

MR. MORGANS: The position of the
lion. member was inconsistent, and he
had no right to attack men wvho were

endeavouring to throw light on this qtles.
tion. He (Mr. Morgan) did not say the
menber for Albanyv or the member for
East Perth desired this; but from their
opposition to calling any witnesses regard-
ing federation, it appeared the 'y wished to
prevent light being thrown on this great
question. They would admit the Com-
monwealth Bill was not understood by
the general public of Western Australia.
Not five per cent. of the whole population
of the colony understood the Bill, or what
the effect of it would be on Weste-rn Aus-
tralia, if we joined the Commonwealth;
and for gentlemen to get up in the House
aud oppose any action on the part of the
Parliament or the people of the colony
who desired to throw light on the ques-
tion, was inconsistent with their position
as members of the. House and representa-
tive of the people. The description given
by the member for Albany, regarding the
evidence taken by the committee, was
humourous but misleading. The hion.
member said nothing but opinions bad
been elicited; but that was not so, for
most important facts had been stated.

MR. ILLINoWORTn: Let the lion.
member name one.

MR. MORGANS: Facts had been
stated regarding the cost of production,
the rates of wages, and the effect of the
Commonwealth upon industries of the
colony. As for the Government Statist,
important facts had been elicited relative
to what the finanicial position of Western
Anstralia would be if we entered the
Commonwealth.

Mn. LEASE: They were not facts,
but opinions.

l'hR. MORGANS: They were facts.
Mr. Owen took, as the basis of his state-
ments, the position of the colony in 1898;
and, looking at the financial position of
the colony in that year, it was perfectly
proper and easy to draw a conclusion
relative to the effect the Commonwealth
would have upon Western Australia.

MR. ILLINGwORTI{: Pure speculation.
MR. MORGANS: Such was not the

case. If the finances of 1898 were taken
as a basis, people could draw conclusions
with regard to the effect of the Common-
we'dth onl the finances of the colony.

Mr. JAMES: Members had all those
figures.

MR. MORGANS: That was true, but
tme figures had not been elucidated, and

Extemion of iiine.
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not one man out of a hundred in this
colony bad read Mr. Owen's figures, or
had any idea what they meant, before the
committee began. this inquiry. The in-
vestigation by the conumittee had thrown
a great deal of light on the subject; and
many people had a clearer perception of
what the Commonwealth Bill meant,
since the investigation of the committee
began. Why should those members
on the Opposition side of the House who
dubbed themselves " federalists " continue
to oppose the throwing of light on this
question? Did they wish the public of
Western Australia to swallow the Com-
monwealth Sill hohis bhme, without
k-nowing what it meatit to them ?

THE PREmiER: That was what they
wanted.

MR. MORGANS: Was that the desire
of members on the Opposition side, or
did they wish the people to understand
what they were going to do ? It appeared
to him the member for East Perth
thought we should go on the principle of
"open your mouth and shut your eyes,
and see what federation will send you."
That was a dangerous policy. Le~t all the
light possible be thrown on the question,
and let the public understand what they
wvere going into. The member for East
Perth said the whole of this thing had
been investigated by greater minds in the
other colonies.

MR. Jnws: Not the whole thing, but
the constitutional question.

MR. MORGANS: That Mr. Reid, Mr.
Barton, Mr. Deakin, and others occupied
a high position in the sphere of know-
ledge, members were prepared to admit;
but his hon. friend must admit there was
some intelligence in Western Australia,
that there were some men in this colony
who ought to know something about
these things, and who had a right to their
viewvs even on the constitutional question.
Were those gentlemen in the Eastern
colonies possessed of all the knowledge in
the world, and were we in Western Aus-
tralia obliged to blindly follow all they
said and did? It was not only the right
buat the dutty of members, as public men,
to look into the question; and opposition
to the proper investigation of the merits of
the case was improper. It was the duty
of the House to extend the time asked
for by the committee, in order that the
investigation might lbe made complete.

His lion. friend spoke about federalists;
but he (Mr. Morgans) claimed to be as
much a federalist as that hon. member,
the only difference between them being
that his lion, friend was a federationist-
at-any-price, whereas he (Mr. Morgans)
was not. If we could enter federation
even without advantage to ourselves,
without serious loss, he would be pre-
pared to go in for federation at once.
That was what the committee were in-
vestigating, and those members who
believed in submitting the Bill blindly to
the people were not the only persons in
this colony who believed in federation.
There was no more ardent federalist in
the House than his right hon. friend, the
Premier; and, if ever federation was
carried in this colony, the whole thing
would be due to the right hon, gentle-
luiau's efforts; the honotn and the.- glor-y
would be due to him, because he had
attended every Convention, had fought
almost single-handed the battle of feder-
ation in the Conventions, and had come
back here and made a noted speech in
the Town Hall, advocating federation for
the people of this colony.

ME. LEASE: And now the right lion.
gentleman tried to block it.

MR. MORGANS: The right hon.
gentleman did not try to block it; and
when gentlemen like diermember for East
Perth stumped the goldfields and said
the Premier, the Government and the
members on the Government side were
trying to keep the Bill from going to
the people, they were misleading the pub-
lie. Neither the Premier nor any member
on the Government side of the House had
ever said the Bill should not go to the
people, nor had they ever voted against it.
His hon. friend (Mr. James) said every
man who did not follow in his foot-
steps was a traitor to the cause and the
country. But that was not the proper
way to deal with this important question.
Surely his hon. friend would admit that
members who thought as he (Mr. Mor-
g-ans) did were genuine in their views,
although they might be in oppositioni to
that hon. member. The only thing they
ask-ed was that there should be light on
the question. His hon. friend said:
"No; shut your eyes, throw the Bill to
the people, ask them if they will take it
as it is, 'Yes' or 'no'; there must beno in-
vestigation; here is the Bill, and you
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haUve a chance to read and understand it."
But no question of so much importance
as this, involving the destinies of the
colony, had ever been brought before the
public of Western Australia; anid where-
as if we passed a measure in this House
one session, we could undo it the next,
yet if once we entered into federation,
there would be no retracing our steps ;
therefore that was one of the strongest
reasons for a proper investigation into the
merits of the question before it was ac-
cepted by the public of Western Aus-
tralia. He (Mr. Morgans) did not intend
to oppose the submission of the Bill to
the people. On the contrary, lie strongly
advocated it, as hie had done before.
Every speech he had delivered in the
House onl federation was upon the lines
that the question must be settled by the
people; and at a very early date all the
necessary information would be before
the House, to enable Parliament to sub-
mit the Bill to tie people. The Bill
must be submitted to the people with the
fullest knowledge and information it was
possible for the select committee to give
to them.

MR. KINOSMILL (Pilbarra): When
the motion for the appointment of the
select committee was before the House,
he expi-essed his disapproval of the action
the House were taking, and held the
opinion that the select committee would
not do much good. He regretted to say
that, in his opinion at all events, that
view had been borne out by facts that had
occurred since the appointment of the
committee- He wished not to Say a word
against the conmittee, for he believed they Iy

were a most estimable body of gentlemen,
and he gave them credit for every honest
desire;i but they appeared to have had the
worst kind of luck.

A MEmBER: They had done noth-
ing.

Ma. INGSMIL 4 The member for
Coolga-die (Mr. Morganis) had constructed
a most eloquent speech, and made out a
good case, but on a somewhat nebulous
basis. Thc lion. member had contended
that the committee were throwing light on
the subject, and that very important facts
hail been elicited. He (Mr. Kingsmill)
had i-ead the evidence of Mr. Owen, and
the "1facts " were not apparent, though
there certainly were numerous expi-essions
of opinion. The only statements in n

way resembling facts were Mr. Owen's
opinions regarding statistics.

MR. MoOxRAS: The hon. member him-
self was now giving opini ons.

MR. KINGSMILiL: And even the few
facts which had been gleaned, if facts
they were, were constructed on the Same
nebulous basis as the hon. member's
speech. There had been nothing certain
for Mr. Owen to build his arguments
upon, and therefore the deductions drawn
from his figures were open to question.
As the evidence hitherto called had been
that of witnesses who were all of one
opinion on federation, the state of affairs
was bad enough; but now that the com-
mittee were about to call evidence of per-
sons who favoured federation, there would
be confusion worse confounded. If an
expression of opinion from witnesses was
desired, the only sensible procedure for
the committee would be to ask every
elector in Western Australia to express
his opinion, and the shortest and most
just and satisfactory way to secure that ex-
pression was to send the Bill to the people.

MR. MORGANS: That, would be done.
MR: flNGSMIIL: Then lion. mnem-

bers would get a true expression of
opinion. As for the idea of keeping the
Bill from the people until the select comn-
mittee had thi-own all available light
upon it, be was afraid the people of the
colony, or several he had met, were not
paying as much attention to the corn-
miittee's proceedings as they should. For
those reasons he would oppose the motion
for extension of time.

MR. VOSPER (North-East Coolgar-
die) : If there were no satisfactory reason
for the appointmient of the select com-
mnittee and for such work as it had
already accomplished, such a reason
would be found in the. fact that the
grossest misrepresentations had been scat-
tered broadcast over the colony, and more
particularly throughout the goldfields,
concerning the scope of the Bill, its
probable effect on the colony, what the
Commonwealth would he able to acconi-
plish, and what this Parliament would
do when the Commonwealth was estab-
lished. He was not aware whether any
means had as yet been taken for disseii
nating over the goldfields any portion of
the evidence elicited by the committee;
but if the committee, either now or at
any future tinie, were to have any effect
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in dispelling those misrepresentations, it
would have done good work and would
have fully justified its appointment. He
must also express his indignation at the
tenor of some of those misrepresentations
as applied to members of this House;
for it had been publicly asserted through-
out the gold~fields that he (Mr. Vosper),
in allowing himself to become a member
of the select committee, had been con-
spiring and conniving with members of
the Government and others in the House
for the purpose of preventing the Bill
going to the people;i that, in fact, be had
voted against the referendum, and was
opposed to it from beginning to end. The
whole of those statements were absolutely
false.

MR. JAMES: What a shame!I
MR. VOSPER: It was at Shamne, and

if the hon. member had any grace, he
would be ashamned of such statements. It
was undoubtedly a most shameful pro-
ceeding to misrepresent and traduce a
am behind his back. He denied most
emphatically that he, or, so far as he
coulld judge, any other member of the
select committee, was involved in any
" conspiracy." There was no " conniv-
ing " amongst members of the committee,
for the purpose either of delaying or of
denying the referendum to the great
body of the people. All the committee
wished to do had been explained by the
Premier, to get together as many facts as
possible, so that from those facts, if
necessary, both parties could draw their
arguments as from a magazine, making
use of them when the battle of " yes " or
"no" had to be fought in the various
constituences of the colony. That there
had been perhaps as many opinions as
facts elicited was undoubted; but in
dealing with a subject which was purely
hypthetical, it was only natural that a,
lare number of opinions' Should be ven-
tilated ; but that both classes of evidence
had come before the select committee,
none could deny. That there had been
waste of time he was willing to admit,
and he asserted that the greatest waste
of time took place in the cross-examina-
tion of Mr. Owen by an bon. member
of another place.

MR. JAmEs: Every lion, member as-
serted that.

Mr. VOSPER: And so did he. Firstly,
the theory of the hon. member to whom

lie had referred was that Mr. Owen had
built his figures upon hypotheses, and
then the hon. member proceeded to erect
a regular Tower of Babel, all made of
hypothetical material from beginning to
endl. Surely if the foundation of the
figures of the Government Actuary was so
im material, there was no necessity to waste
three whole days in a long cross-examina-
tion; and it might fairly be said that, if
there were any portion of the committee's
report which had not been read by the pub-
lic, it was that cross-examination; because
he (Mr. Vosper) would defy any hon. mem-
ber to read it through carefully without
getting premonitory symptoms of insanity,
as a reward for his perseverance.

ME. LEASE: The hon. member in
question (Ron. A. P. Matheson) proved
Mr. Owen to be wrong to the extent of
£1,000,000.

MR. MORGANS: NO.
MR. VOSPER: Some four hours were

occupied during the cross-examination in
disputing whether certain figures should
be £15,000 or X8,000. That appeared
to have been the main point in dispute
between the Government Actuary and his
examiner, and these were the only grains
of wheat which could be winnowed out
of the enormous mass of chaff. If the
federalists on the select committee were
examples of men skilled in figures, he
thanked Providence that a similar
faculty had been denied him. What were
the objections to this select committee ?

MR. KINGSMILn said he would give up
trying to guess that riddle.

MR. VOSPER: The select committee
might fairly be described as a properly
constituted tribunal, formed by Parlia-
ment for the purpose of investigating
certain issues. To this investigation
there were two parties. It was very well
for the federal party inside and outside
Parliament to say that they would have
nothing to do with the investigation, and
would neither acknowledge the juris-
diction of the Court, nor that the
inquiry was fair and open. If that were
the opinion of the party, the federalist
members of the House should have
notified to other members that they had
no desire to be elected on the committee ;
and in that event surely the House would
never have elected them. Then, perhaps,
the federalists might, on a motion of this
kind, with some degree of strength have
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charged that the committee was entirely
one-sided. Instead of so doing, those
lion. members allowed themnselves to have.
their representatives appointed on the
comunittee, and those representatives pro-
ceeded to cross-examine certain witnesses.
The next complaint from the federalists
was that the anti-federal members of the
committee were bringing forward all the
witnesses, weire going- into the highways
and the by-ways for witnesses whose evi-
dence was more or less -valuable. But
the members of the other side had
exactly the saute opportunities, and could.
do precisely the same thing; yet from
beginning to end they had refused to call.
any evidence whatever. Was that con-
duct calculated to make their position
look better in the eyes of the Rouse or of
the country at large ? Surely the memn-
her for East Perth (Mfr. James) and
the member for Albany (Mr. Leake),
who had spoken to-night, would bear
him out in stating that if in a Court of
law one party called witnesses and suc-
ceeded to some extent in proving his
case, and. if the other party refused to
call evidence, that refusal would not
destroy the power of the Court to give
judgment, but would undoubtedly inter-
fere with the position of the party re-
fusing to furnish evidence.

MR. L-EASKE: Federalist members dlid
not want any more opinions, for they had
all the facts.

TE PREMIERx: Nothing of the sort.
MR. VOSPER said he did not think

those hon. members had all the facts;
and supposing, for the sake of argument,
that the whole matter rested purely on a
basis of opinion, then surely there were
gentlemen connected with the federal
party in the colony quite as well qualified
to give opinions, and argumnents in favour
of those opinions, as there were amongst
the anti-federalists. If the matter rested
purely on opinion, surely the opinions of
men of eminence in the commercial and
professional world were of some value.

MR. ILuINGIOwoa: When all. was said,
the whole subject was only a matter of
opinion.

Ms . MogoANs:- The whole question of
the Commonwealth was a matter of
opinion.

MR. VOSPER: What the member for
Central 'Murchison (Mr. Illingworth) as-
sierted. in practice was, that the Common-

wvealthi itself wats at matter of opinion:
that all the alleged facts were matters
of opinion; and that there could be no
useful investigation and no discussion
with a, view of establishing facts on the
strength of opinions formed by large
numbers of people on the question of
federation.

MIR. TLLINGwORTII: That was what
the rest of Australia did.

kin. VOSPEN: The rest of Australia
took good care to discuss federation over
and over again. The other colonies bad
two or three referenda and general elec-
tions.

MR. LEASE : In this colony there had
been neither a referendum nor a, general
election.

THE Pan ai.s: There baal been a gen-
eral election. The question of federation
had been mooted before the last election.

IVs. VOSPIER: While as much in
favour of a, referendum as the hon. meam-
her, yet the people of the Eastern colonies
had enjoyed ample opportunities of in-
vestigatinig the question from every
possible standpoint, while in thtis colony
the people had no such opportunities;.
and hon. members would certainly not be
doing their duty to the people by sending
the Bill to the electors devoid of any
information for their guidance. And
while the House would not he justified in
denying the right of the people finally to
decide the matter, they would be doing a
grievous wrong if they sent the Bill to
the people without any evidence on one
side or the other to enable the electors to
form an opinion. The committee had a
twofold duty to per-form, and if they
were conscientiously aiming at obtaining
that evidence, surely the House which
elected them for that purpose might
afford them the necessary facilities for
its fulfilment. What could the federal
party have to gain by taking uip their
present attitude ? At the outset, that
party tried to burk inquiry; theyv said
they did not want to examine witntesses.
To what conclusion would that attitude
lead the impartial observer ? What
would be thought of a litigant in a Court
of law who refused to go into the witness-
box.

Ma. LEAKS: Was not that attitude
all the better for the anti-federalists ?

Mu. VOSPER: Admitting that, he
would point out that the hon. member, in

Extension of linze.
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the course be was taking, was simply
playing into the hands of the anti-
federalists. He (Mr. Vosper) had. told
the House before that he was an opponent
of the Bill; and die policy of the hon.
member was not advancing the cause of
federation, but was giving, rise to a well-
grounded suspicion that the federalists,
fromn their point of view, could not bring
forward witnesses able to stand cross-
examination.

MR. MoRo;Aws:- And that they wanted
darkness rather than light.

MR. VOSPER: Precisely.
MR. LEAKS: The public could not

have formed that opinion till yesterday.
MR. VOSPER said he did not know

through what channels the hon. member
gained his information as to the state of
public opinion; but hie remembered times
when the lion, member's opinions had
been very divergent from those of the
public. Recently the hon. member had
been more fortunate. Perhaps there
might be more personal comfort in rest-
ing on a popular wave which had nothing
to support it, but some day that wave of
popular opinion would certainly collapse,
and would leave the hon. member high
and dry, or worse still, below low-water.

Mn. LEAKS: The hon. member was
now on a, subject concerning which he
knew something.

MRt. VOSPER said hie failed to per-
ceive the exact application of the hon.
member's interjection. At all events, bie
(Mr. Vosper) was working in favour of
investigation. He did not want delay,
and certainly if the select committee
wore to be asked once more to go
through the same experiences as those
involved in Mr. Owen's cross-examination,
it might be desirable for the committee
to report imnmediately; but those experi-
ences were not likely to be repeated.

MR. MAonAws:- The Hon. A. P.
Matbeson had not sufficient cour-age to
do that ag-ain.

MR. VOSPER: No; nor had the
other members of the select committee
sufficient endurance to support the in-
fliction. The main point -was that the
investigation by the select committee
had not yet concluded; the anti-federal
members had now forced upon the
federal members of the committee an
opportunity of bringing forward federal
evidence, if there were any.

NLI. ILLINOWORTII: Evidence of editors.
MR. VOSPER: If the hon. mnembher

did not approve of editors, he could take
the evidence of reporters or anyone else.

MR. JAMES: The names of the witnesses
called by, the committee were selected by
the anti-federalists.

MR. VOSPER: The anti-federal mem-
bers of the commnittee had 4ubmitted
certain names of witnesses to the com-
mnittee, and the federal members had as
much right to accept or reject those names
as anyone else. The insinuation that, if the
federal members proposed to bringforward
witnesses of their own, those witnesses
would be rejected, was absolutely untrue.
That was not the case, because he had
proposed. the name of Mr. Zoilner, secre-
tary of the Federal League, and Mr.
George proposed Mr. Zollner's colleague,
Mr. Brickhill. The reason for Mr. Zoll-
ner's rejection was, that at the time, the
committee were calling technical evidence,
and Mr. Zoliner was not in a position to
give such evidence. In any case, Mr.
Zoflner was now amongst thle 13 witnesses
yet to be called, and the mere fact that
anti-federalists had gone out of their way
to call federal witnesses was in itself a
proof of the bonafl#de of the commnittee.
Sooner or later the country would under-
stand the position and see that, to quote
an old Book, " men love darkness rather
than light, because their deeds are evil."

MR. GREGORY objected to further
extension of time. The report was pro-
mised on the 5th September, and to enable
it to be produced on that date, the House
had adjourned over a week. When the
class of evidence which had been called
was looked at, it was easy to understand
wh-y the people on the goldfields wvere
laughing at the committee. A nanu-
facturer was brought before the com-
mittee, and gave evidence to the effect
that the article hie produced brought 3-1d.,
while the imported article brought 417d.,
and lie supposed the reason was that his
article was the better one, that manu-
facturer being the employer of about six
men. The committee by this time ought
really to have been able to call sufficient
evidence for their purposes. As to the
question why federalists did not. call
special evidence, it was known when the
committee were appointed that their re-
port would be against federation.

THE PREMIrER: Do not prophesy.
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MR. GREGORY: There was not
much chance of the majority of the com-
mittee bringing in a report in favour of
federation.

Mn. MORGAN$: That was all assump-
tion.

Ma. GREGORY: The evidence bad
all. teen opposed to federation, and it
could be easily prophesied that the
majority of the committee would be
against joining the Commonwealth. No
doubt the people in the other colonies
bad had a better opportunity. in conse-
quence of the Convention elections and
the referendums, of obtaining knowledge
on this question; but what had been the
effect? Between the first referendum
and the second there was a, great increase
in the number of those who voted for
federation, and that was an argument in
favour of the view that the more the
question was ventilated, the more would
people be found in favour of federation.
To approach this question by means of a
select committee was not the proper
method. The proper way would have
been for the opponents of federation, in-
eluding the Premier, to have gone out
and explained the dangers of federation
to the country at large, and if they had a
good case, no doubt the people would
have voted against the measure.

MR. MORGANS: All on the Govern-
ment side of the Honse, including him-
self, were federationists.

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

Ayes
Noes

Majority for..

7

... 14
AYES. NOEs.

Sir John Forrest Mr. Gregory
Mr. A. Forrest Mr. Illingworthk
Mr. HUll Mr.James
mr: Ha r r.Leaks
Mr. Hooler.- Mr. WallaCe
Mr. Hubble Mr. Kiugamill (Tdiur).
Mr. Lefroy
Mr.' Lo ke
Mr. Mitcel
Mr. ogn
Mr. eufte
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Puesse
Mr. EaRson
Mr. Robson
Mr. Shell
Mr. Solomon
Mr. Throffsell.
Mr. Vosper

'Mr. Quinlan (Teller),

Question thus passed, and the time
extended for one week.

BILLS OF SALES BILL.
Read a third time, on the motion of

MR. JAMES, anld transmitted to the TLegis-
lative Council.

RURAL LANDS IMPROVEMENT BILL.
AMENDMENTS ON REPORT.

Order of the day, for consideration of
report from Committee, read.

TaxE PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir John
Forrest) said he had one or two amend-
ments to submit with the object of saving-
a considerable amount of money. The
amendments provided that the owners
themselves should send in their valua-
tions, rather than that it should be in-
cumbent on the Government to make a.
valuation in every case. It would be a
great assistance, especially in the early
days of the working of the Bill, if the
people should send in their valuations;
and the probability was that only in cases
,wbere exception was taken to the valua-
tions would it be necessary for some
representative of5 the Qovernment to go
over the ground. There were officers al-
ready in the Government service who
knew nearly every piece of land in the
colonyv, and had a general knowledge as
to values. It might be, of course, difficult
to find persons with that knowledge, but
still there were such persons to be found,
and, in many cases, there would be no
occasion to go over the ground, at any
rate not immediately. The owners' valua-
tion and classification might be accepted,
and, if so, then all the trouble and ex-
pense of visiting the locality would be
avoided. Even if it were necessary to
visit every locality, and the plan proposed
failed, still the possession of the informa-
tion as to the valuation by the owner
himself would be useful. The only ob-
ject of the amendments was that the
owners should be bound to make a. re-
turn, classifying and valuing the land,
leaving to the department either to
accept the owner's statement or have an
independent valuation. He moved that
the following words be added to Clause 5:

"1When the Minister does not receive a
return, or does -not accept the classification
and valuation contained in each return, as
required from the owner of rural lands
under this Act, the Minister shall direct
a valuation officer to classify such land,
and to estimate and report as in this
section provided."

[ASSEMBLY.] Bural Lands Bill.
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Amendment put and passed.
THE PREMIER moved that in Clause

18, after the word " land," in line 1, the
following be inserted :-Has duly made
a return, and the classification and valua-
tion therein contained are accepted, or if
hie does not appeal from the classification
and valuation made by a valuation
officer."

Amendment put and passed.
New Clause -Owners of certain rural

land to make annual returns of classifica-
tion and valuation:

THE PREMIER moved that the fol.
lowing be added, to stand as Clause 5:

On or before the thirty-first day, of Decem-
ber, in the year 1902, and thenceforth in every
year until the Minister has given his certifi-
cate as in the last preceding section mentioned,
it shall be the duty of every owner of rural
land which has, at the time being, been for ten
years alienated by the Crown in fee simple, to
make and return to the Minister in the pre-
scribed form, and containing the prescribed.
particulars as to the situation, classification,
and acreage of such land, the extent and
character of the external fencing thereof, and
the money, or the equivalent of money, that
has been expended thereon in the improve-
nments mentioned in the second schedule
hereto; and every such owner -who fails to
comply with the requirements of this section
shall be guilty of an offence, and being con-
victed thereof before a Court of summary
jurisdiction shall be Liable to a fine not exceed-
ing Twenty pounds. Proof that the Minister
had not received the said return on or before
the day on which it was due shall be prima
facie evidence that such return was not made
or sent as required by this section.

Amendment put and passed.
New Clause - Minister may accept

owner's classification and valuation and
assess accordingly:

THE PREMIER moved that the fol-
lowing be added, to stand as Clause 6:

The Minister may accept the classification
and valuation so returned, and may assess the
fine, if any, due to the Crown on the basis of
such valuation, and in that case shall cause to
be served on the owner a notice of such
acceptace and assessment, and thereupon the
stun so assessed shall, on the first day of March
followving the last day for waking the return,
be paid to the Colonial Treasurer in satisfac-
tion of the fine imposed by this Act.

Amendment put and passed.
THE: PREMIER moved that the pres-

ent Clause 5 stand as Clause 7, and that
the other clauses be added consecutively.

Put and passed.
Bill reported with further amendlments,

and the report adopted.

ELECTORAL IITLTJ.

Order of the clay, for consideration of
report from Committee, read.

MR. LaEAKY: When was the proper
time to give notice of the recommittal of
the aml ?~

THE SPEAKER: Amendments or
new clauses could Dot be inserted with-
out notice. The best plan would be to
recommit the Bill on its third reading.

Mu. LEAKE: The amendment he
wished to make was in regard to the
elector being on the roll for six months
before the election. We should have
new rolls, and if we insisted strictly on
an elector being six months on the roll
before an election, we must disfranchise
'a lot of people.

Tan PREMIER: An elector could
get on the present roll.

MR. LEAXE: That did not meet the
case.

THE SPEAKER: If the hon. memn-
her wished to make an amendment, he
could give notice to-morrow that he
intended to move that the Bill be recom-
mitted on the third reading, and then
give notice of his amendment.

THE PREMIER said he wished to
make an amendment in the Bill, and lie
believed he could do so atthepresent stage.

THE SPEAKER: Not oil the report
stage.

THE PREMIER: The only -alteration
lbe wanted to make was to insert the word
"adult" before "witness." According
to the Bill, a witness had to do certain
things, but it did not say the witness had
to be an adult. He moved that the re-
port from Committee be adopted.

Put and passed.
THE PREMIER moved that the third

reading be made an order of the day for
the next Thursday.

MR. ILLING WORTH hoped the Gov-
erment would not press the third read-
ing of the Bill on Thursday or Tuesday
next.

THE PREMIER: Why no1t?
MRt. ILLINGWORTH: We had to

*deal with the Constitution Bill, and it
might be desired to make some alteration
in the Constitution Bill that might affect
the Electoral Bill, therefore the third
reading of the Constitution Bill should
not pass until we saw what amendmnents
had been made which would affect the
Constitution Bill.
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THE PREMIER: There was only one
point that could affect the Constitution
Bill.

MR. I7LLINGWORTH: There were
two or three points.

THE PREMIER agreed not to press
forward the third reading before the Con-
stitution Bill had passed the Committee

(Zuestion-that the third reading be
made an Order of the Day for Thursday
-- put and passed.

ROADS AND STREETS CLOSURE BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 1-Abolition of certain rights-
of-way:

ME. GEORGE: Had the authorities
under whose jurisdiction the various
roads which it was proposed to close
been consulted, in regard to the Closure of
the rights-of -way?

THE COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: The Minister of Lands in mov-
ing the second reading of the Bill did not
place before the House the particulars now
asked for, but he (the Commissioner) was
prepared to give any information necessary
in regard to any portion of the schedule.
This information, when given, would be
so far satisfactory that there would be no
difficulty in passing the schedule as it
now stood. In every instance, with the
exception of one, namely, Wellington
terrace, Fremantle, which he would be
able to deal with, the concurrence of the
local authorities had been obtained; and
there should be no objection to the clos-
ing of those streets. In fact, many of
them were merely formal matters, as the
streets intended to be closed were not
required, and in many cases they were
closed at the request of the local authori-
ties. In connection with any of the
sections of the schedule, he would be
pleased to give an *y information required.
With the exception of Wellington Ter-
race, there should be no difficulty.

Clause put and passed.
Schedule:
Tam COMMISSIONER Or RATL-

WAYS: With regard to Wellington
Terrace, a communication had been re-
ceived from the municipality of Ere-
mantle asking for further consideration
of the matter, and that the terrace should
not he closed. The closing which was

I asked for was that of a portion of Wel-
lington Terrace, a street which ran paral-
lel wi th the sea-shore, being a pairt of
what was termed the Fremantle Espla-
nade. The railway constructed towards
the smelting works traversed this street;
but although a portion of the street
was taken, there was sufficient space
between the street and the sea to have a
road constructed in the future, if neces-
sary. He could not see there should be
any objection offered by the municipality
to the closing of this portion of the
terrace. There was quite sufficient room
below the present roadway, the roadway
taken over for railway purposes, for con-
tinuation of the terrace. If the member
for Frenmantle who had mentioned the
matter would let it rest with the Govern-
ment, the Government would see that the
street was surveyed for the purpose of a
continuation of Wellington Terrace. He
.moved that the following be added to the
schedule, to come in between the para-
graph relating to the town of Fremantle
and that relating to North Fremantle:

In the Municipality of East .Prrnntte.-AII
those portions of a public road approved
by the Governor on 7th December, 1840. and
gazetted 11th December, 1846, lying within
the boundaries of Swan locations, N,G, 66 and
71, and within the boundariesi of sub-divisional
lots 1 to 12 inclusive, of Swan location 62.
The proposal to add this to the schedule
was made at the request of the East
Fr-emantle Municipal Council. Members
who hnew the locality would r-emember
the road which bad recently been masde
along the foreshore on the eastern side of
the river, and would notice that it ceased
abruptly. It was proposed by the
owners of the old road to give up suffi-
cient area along the boundary of the
river for the continuation of this
road, sand it would give a continua-
tion of the present drive, which lie
believed was approved of by the members
of the East Fremnantle municipal council.
The owner of the land was willing that
the road which passed through his prop-
erty should be closed, and in agreeing to
this foreshore being made, he agreed to
give up also a piece of land along the
Foreshore. It would he an advantage to
have this road opened up in the position
indicated.

ME. SOLOMON: Had any letter been
received in regard to the closing of the
other roadP
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Tua DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS: Yes; he had received a. letter,
and would like to see the hon. member
about it.

Amendment put and passed, and the
schedule as amended agreed to.

Title-ageed to.
Bill reported with an amendment.

At 6-23, the SPEAKER left the Chair.

At 7-30, Chair resumed.

CONSTITUTION ACTS CONSOLIDATION
BILL.

5ECONfl READING.

Debate resumed on motion by the
PREMIER for the second reading, moved
on the 29th August.

Ma. JLLINGWORTH (Central Mur-.
chison): For a considerable time in this
colony there has been a concensus of
opinion that the representation in this,
House was not in accord with the best
interests of the country. The changes
which have naturally arisen in conse-
quence of the circumstances by which this
colony has been surrounded, must neces-
sarily give rise to that state of things
which causes the present discontent. I
am pleased, therefore, that the Govern-
mnent have taken the step of bringing in a
Bill having for its object the removal of
some of these defects. Hon. members
know that, during last session, I en-
deavoured to carry a motion in this House
affirming this principle, and I have noI
doubt that the motion would have been
put to this House and would have been
carried, had it not been for the circumn-
stance that the Government were pleased,
at the time, to look upon it as a want-of -
confidence motion; and as I and others
had no desire to treat this subject on that
basis, the motion was withdrawn. Not-
withstanding that, the Government have
been pleased to carry out what was then,
to some extent, my intentiokn, and what
was the intention or the desire of the
country at large in reference to this
question. But the first objection I have
to take to this Bill is that it is not
the Bill which the country has been
seeking. As far as I understand the
sentiment of this country, what was
asked for was a Redistribution Bill. This
Bill is on the lines of preceding Bills, but
unfortunately has not the same reason

for its existence as those preceding Bills
had; and the objection I take is that it
is an increased representation Bill as well
as a Redistribution Bill. I would suggest
that this colony, with a population of less
than 170,000--

THE PREMIER: Not less than 170,000.
MR. ILTANG WORTH-is sufficiently

represented in a House of 44 members
that there was no warrant for increasing,
the membership of this House, nor was
there any request from the country for
anl increased membership. Wha was
sought anmd desired by the country was
a redistribution of seats, so as to have the
various interests in this colony, as wvell as
the individual persons, more equitably
represented. When we remember that in
New South Wales, with a population of
one million more people than we have in
this colony, there is only a representation
of some 132 members; that in Victoria,
with -a population of a million more than
we have, or nearly a million, there are
only 96 members; it must be evi-
dent to thoughtful men that a House
of 44 members is sufficient for the
population Of this colony. This panacea
of increased representation as a reply to
the request for redistribution must come
to an end; and if this Bill be carried,
and this House consist of 48 members,
then I think we have reached the limits
to which a Bill of this kind should go in
regard to the number of members sitting
in this House. However, the Govern-
ment have been pleased to bring in a Bill
both for redistribution in part, and for
increased representation, I think the
increased representation is somewhat of
a mistake: the redistribution, how-
ever, is the question that, for a while,
I propose to discuss. Taking as a basis
the figures published in April of this
year, there appear to be upon the elec-
toral rolls of this colony 48,185 electors.
To divide these pro rata amongst the
seats in this House, would give 986
electors, or say in round numbers 1,000 per
member. At tbe time when these returns
were made up, which returns, of course,
applied to the sitting members of this
House, Coolgardie East had 5,674 people
upon the roll, North-East Coolgardie
had 8,370, Coolgardie proper had 3,364,
and Coolgardie North 1,710, or a total of
14,118 electors, who were represented in
this House by four members; while nine
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seats, representing the squatter interest
in this country, appear ats follows: Ash-
burton, 42 electors; East Kimberley, 90
DeGrey, 70; Irwin, 106; floebourne,
128 ; Kimberley' West, 14.5; Gascoyne,
180; Murchison, 163; and the Moore,
366; or a, total of 1,280 electors repre-
senting this sjpecial interest in the colony.
These 1,280 electors are represented by
nine seats in the House, and what is
more, amongst those nine seats are some
of the strongest and most influential men
in the Assembly. One is the member for
the Ashburton (Hon. S. Burt), whose
voice carries more weight, perhaps, in the
Assembly than that of any other member
in it outside the Ministryv. So we have
the squatter interest represented by ni ne
members, while we have another interest
represented by the member for North
Coolgardie (Mr. Gregory) with 1,710
electors. Taking the four Coolgardies
together, we have 14,118 electors, re-
presented by four members ; and we have
the squatting interest with 1,280 electors,
represented by nine members. Taking
the whole goldfields as an interest by
themselves, we liave on the one side
Dundas with 812 electors, Yilgarn with
422 electors, Murchison Central with 892
electors, Murchison South with 768
electors, Murchison North with 800
electors, Yalgoo with 194 electors, and
Pilbarra with 215 electors.

MR. A. Foannsr: How many voted at
the last election ?

MR. ILLINOWORTH: The number
of electors on the roll for all the gold-
fields seats is 17,711, represented by 11
members'; while the squatter interest is
represented by' nine seats for 1,280 voters.
Passing from these two interests, which
contrast so adversely, we come to elec-
torates divided into what I have called
the city and ports. We have Perth West
with 2,909 electors, Perth North 2,459
electors, Perth East 1,691 electors, Perth
City 1,269 electors ; so that the city of
Perth, with 8,328 electors, has only' four
seats, against the nine seats rep~resenta-
tive of squatting interests. With regard
to the ports, we have Fremiantle South
with 2,270 electors, Fremantle East with
l,Gl8electors, Fremnantle North with 1,496
electors, and the town of Fremnantle with
825 electors, or 6,209 electoisfor Fremantle
with four seats. Then adding the other
thiee ports of Albany with 785 electors,

flunbury with 025 electors, and Geraldton
with 0232 electors, we have a total of
16,50 voters, represented by 11 mei-
lbers. I want to present to the House the
fact that the goldflelds interest, with
17,711 electors, is represented by I I mein-
bers, and the city and ports with 16,569
electors, are represented by 11 members;
so that we have 22 seats for 34,280
electors out of 48,185 electors on the
roll. In the agricultural interest we have
13 representativdis for 7,615 electors.'
There are Greenough with 178 electors,
Nelson with 235 electors, Beverley with
295 electors, Sussex with 861 electors,
Toodyay with 416 electors, York with
4-90 electors, Wellingtopi with 510 electors,
Williams with 553 electors, Plantageniet
with 581 electors, Murray with 596 elec-
tors, Northam with 794 electors, Canning
with 1,220 electors, and the Swan with
1,387 electors. I am not very much in
favour of dividing the country on the
basis of heads, but still we must have
some representation in proportion to popu-
lation. The better basis for division, I
contend, is the basis of interests; and we
have four distinct interests here, namely
the mining, the squatting, the agricul-
tural, and the interests of the city and
ports. The goldfields hitherto have had
11 members for 17,711 voters, and the
city and ports have bad 11 members for
16,569 voters, so that these two interests
are fairly' well balanced. We have, there-
fore, to look to the other two interests to
find the discrepancy. There are nine
squatters' seats, representing 1,280 voters,
and 13 agricultural seats representing
7,615 votes; so that we have 22 seats re-
presenting 84,280 votes, and 22 seats
representing 8,895 votes. It will be seen
that the squatting interest anld the agri-
cultural interest combined have hitherto
had in this House more representatives
than any of the interests represented by
the city and goldfields members. It is
quite clear that this state of things cannot
continue, and hence the cry for a redis-
tribution of seats. This Bill proposes in
some respects to remnedy the evil, but
bowP The 11 gold~fields seats, with
17,711 electors, are to have 14 memn
bers, or three more than they had before;
while the squatting interest is to have
three less members. Both the gold-
fields interest and the squatting interest
are invaluable to this country, and we
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desire to see both flourish in the fullest
possible way. But is the representation
proposed in the Bill fair and equitableP
Is it fair and equitable that an interest
such aIs is the squatting interest should
have six seats for 1,280 voters, while the
goldfields interest is to be content with
14 seats for 17,711 voters?.

Ma. A. FORREST: Wipe out the North
altogether, and give it no representation
at all.

MR. DOHERTY: We will give you
another couple of representatives, if you
are not satisfied.

MR. ILLINOWOETH: Taxation and
representation are inseparable; and who
are the people who are paying the taxes,
if not the 34,000 people on the goldfields
and in the ports and towns on the coastP
The member for West Kimberley (Mr.
A. Forrest) interjects, " Wipe out the
North; " but I would suggest that every
member in the House is interested in the
North, as every member is also interested
in the goldfields. Suppose there were no
direct representation of the North in the
House, thle interests of the North would
not be unrepresented.

THE PREMIER: The same principle
would apply to the goldfields, in which
we are all Interested.

MRt. ILLINGWORTH: I have just
made the remark that wve are all in-
terested in the prosperity of the North,
and in the prosperity of the goldfields;
and I do not think any member desires
to do any wrong or injustice to the gold-
fields, or to the squatting or any other
interest in the colony.

MR. A. FORREST:- You do not under-
stand the North, you know.

MRt. ILLINOWOETH: The honl.
member says I do not understand the
North.

MR. A. FORREST: Not in the slightest.
MR. ILLINGWORTH: And I am

certain the hon. member cannot enlighten
me.

Ma. A. FORREST: I could enlighten
you on the spot.

MR. ILLINGWORTHE: The subject I
am dealing with does not touch on the
point which I am sure the hon. member
has in his mind. The change proposed
in the Bill gives 14 seats to the goldfields
as representing 17,711 voters, and 14
seats for the city and ports representing
16,569 voters.

TnE PREMIER: What do you call the
ports ? Do you call.Bunbury a port?

MRt. ILLINOWOETH: Certainly, I
call Bunbury a port, and have puti it
down for 625 electors.

THE PREMIER: There should be 1,600
on the roll.

MRt. ILLINGWORTH: All these in-
terjections do not affect the argument
one atom, and though they may amuse
members, I am not disposed to be car-
ried away from the subject. The Bill
gives six seats in the squatting interest
for 1,280 electors, or 200 electors per
member; it gives 14 seats in the agri-
cultural interest, with 7,615 electors, or
544 per member; while only 14 Seats-
and 1 call special attention to this-are
given to the goldfields interest with
17,711 electors, or 1,265 electors per
member. I am not going into any specu-
lation, but am dealing with the only facts
that are available. I admit that these
figures may be subject to material varia-
tion by changes in the population, but
we must start somewhere. For instance,
if the Premier desires to say that Bun-
bury, instead of 625 electors, should have
1,625, 1 would tell him that Central
Murchison ought to have an extra 1,000
electors.

THE: PREMIER: I am not inclined to
agree with you there.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: The Premjier
does not often agree with me, and that is
one of the difficulties I have to labour
under in this House. No matter what I
say, no matter how kind I am to the
Premier, I can never get him to agree
with me; and I suppose that is one of
the misfortunes that will follow me
through life.

THE PREMIER: I try very hard to
agree with you.

Mn. ILIJNfGWORTh: Proceeding,
we find the Bill proposes to give four
extra seats. One seat is taken away from
the goldfields and three fr-onm the north-
ern districts, to provide the four seats for
the other portions of the goldfields. But
I contend this Bill does not remedy the
anomalies that exist, and the measure can-
not beaccepted as satisf actory on any of the
bases on which we can argue. The redis-
tribution is not according to population,
and it is not fair according to interests.
These are the only two things, I contend,
that can be argued on this question. If
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members say, and they have a right to say
it in this House, that the great interests
of this colony ought to be fairly repre-
sented, I am perfectly with them; but if
they say, on the other hand, that repre-
sentation should be on a population basis,
I am not prepared to go all the way with
them; but I say, approximately, we should
get as near to an ascertained population
basis as we can justly, without interfering
with the intt&-ests. These are the lines
which actuate me in my criticism of the
Bill, but are we in the Bill going to do
this ? We leave the condition of things
almost the same as it is now. Hon.
members may say we have alarge growth
of population in the South, perhaps. It is
the mining interest that has made that
growth. Could we say that lpopulation
was not going to increase on the gold-
fields? May we not look at the large
output of gold in years past, and prospec-
tively we may look to a great output in
the future; and, in that case, there may
be a much larger population on the gold-
fields than there is now. I know the
dlifficulty that may arise. We do not
know a day when gold may break
out, and we hope that seats which now
represent 70 electors may soon represent
7.000, sand we shall hail that day with
pleasure; but when that time comes, it
will be sufficient to meet the circuni-
stances and difficulties that will then
arise. Theme is another remark I want
to make. I consider it is very undesir-
able that we should have too frequent
interferences with the Constitution. We
can plainly see that the Bill which is
proposed to this House on the present
occasion, does not meet the difficulty and
does not do away wvith the evil that
exists, and cannot be satisfactory to the
country; therefore we are only inviting
an inevitable change of the Constitution,
and that at an ear-ly dlate. We do not
want these perpetual changes.

THE PREMER: We shall have them,
though.

Hit. ILLINOWORTH: There will be
some change: it is inevitable, in the
country's condition, that we shall have a
change and we shall have to follow it.
If we have during the next five years
what we have had in the last five years,
an increase in the population of 100,000
or thereabouts, we shlfl have to change
the Constitution to do justice to the

people; but we are now asked to pass a
Bill which, prima facie, is not equitable,
which does not meet the difficulty, which
does not reach the root of the evil, and
which is in no sense a Redistribution Bill.
We propose to redistribute the seats on
what basis? Not on a population basis;
not on the basis of interests.

THE PREmIER: It is.
MR. ILLINGWORTR: A good many

of the 1,280 electors who are on the rolls
for squatting districts live down here
and have double representation: they
vote to a very large extent by sending
their vote up there by letter. If we were
to ask the people in those districts to
come personally and vote, the figures
would be materially altered. A number
of the people whose names appear on
the rolls send their vote by letter.

ME. A. FORREST: Wh~y should they
not?

MR. ILtjINGWORTH: There is no
reason; I do not object to it; but they
have the means of making themselves
heard and felt in the place in which they
live; they are represented in the place in
which they live; and as I am not a
believer in plural voting, I say the North
wvouldf not suffer very materially if there
were a considerable r-eduction in the
number of representatives.

ME. GEORGE: They are not inclined
to risk it.

MR. ILfLNGWORTH: I suppose not.
When we come to the agricultwral
interest, we have what we hope will he a
growing interest.

MR. DOHERTY: Agriculture always
does grow.

MR. ILUINGWORTH: A very en-
lightened remark, and I am glad the hon.
member has given it, because it is really
new. I think he must have brought it
with him from his recent visit to Ireland.

MR. DOHERTY: Well, you go there.
MR. ThLINGWORTH: I have been

there: you can see a bit of green grass
there, somnetinmes. When we come to look
at the ag-ricultural interest, we may
reasonably expect and hope the-e will be
a large increase. The Premier suggested
just now that the number of persons on
the roll, if I understand his interjection
aright, is not the total of the number of
people in the different electorates. I
suggest to the Premier that it is more
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than likely that the figures are accurate
in regard to the agricultural districts.

THE PREMIER: No; they are not.
There are no trades unions there to put
the people on the roll.

Mr. ILLING WO RTH : I say that the
figures are more likely to be accurate in
regard to the agricultural districts than
in regard to the mining districts, for the
reason that you have a settled population
in the agricultural districts, and the
people take the trouble to get on the roll.
The people in the agricultural districts
have been on the roll for years, and. those
are the people who always -vote for the
Premier, whether he is right or wrong,
and that is the kind of population the
Premier likes to have.

THE PREMIER:; The people in the agri-
cultural districts do not seem to take the
trouble to get on the roll.

MR. ILTANG-WORTH: It is lament-
able that the Premier should defame his
own interests in Bunbury, and say the
people in the agriculturalI electorates do
not value the representation given to
thiem and do not get on the roll.

THE PREmIr:a I did not say that.
MR': ILIlNGWORTH: Something

very much like it.
THrE PnEniRR: I said the people do

not get on the roll: that is certain.
Mn. ILTJNGTWORTH: I answer that

by saying the miners do not get on the
roll.

MR. A. FORREST: They are put on
whether they like it or not.

Mn. RILING-WORTH: With all the
efforts made to get the miners on the
rolls, not one-half of those on the fields
axe on the rolls at the present time. The
figures, as regards the settled districts,
are more likely to be accurate than those
in regard to the goldfields, districts. It is
for the Government to justify this Bill.
I lay this charge: it is not a redistribution
Eill, but an increased representation Bill,
to which I object. I say that 44 mem-
bers are snfficient for the population in
this colony. I say that this Bill does not
represent the people or the interests,
equitably, and it is for the Government
to justify this Bill. I also say it is inevit-
able, if ibis Bill passes in its present form,
at an early date a. change in the constitu-
tion will have to take place to remedy the
defects in the Bill.

[5 SEPTEMBER, 1899.] Redistribution, etc. no'1
THEf PREMIER: Give us what you

suggest.
Ma. ILLTNGWORTH: If this be so,

would it not be wise in this House to so
alter the Bill that it will, at any rate,
secure for the country something like fair
and equitable representation of the in-
terests of the colony, so that a. change in
the constitution may not bb so inevitable
at an early date. I think a good many
of the seats mentioned in the Bill might
very well be associated together. What
is to prevent, for instance, the Greenough
being associated with Geraldton ?

M~n. RoesoN: We do not want it.
Mn. ILLTNGWORTH:- Thanks; my

lion, friend does not want it. With all
due deference to the member for Toodyay,
what is to prevent Toodyay and Northa m
coming together? Perhaps they would
want a, divorce after coming together.
With all due deference, I suggest that
Beverley anud York could come together
without injury to anybody.

Mn. QUINkW.i We are not taking any.
Ma. TLLINGWORTH: I am only

giving these as suggestions.
MIR. DouxnRrY: What about Murchi-

sonl?
Mn. RILING WORTH: The Murehi-

son was well represented when it had
only one miember; but I am not sugges-
ting that the Murchison should have only
one member now. 'When I had th~e
honour of representing Nanine, I say
that it was fairly well represented.
These things that I have mentioned must
be apparent to the House and the
country; and if we pass this Bill, it is
only a makeshift Bill, and will have to
be altered at an early date. I challenge
the wisdom of passing a Bill of this
kind. I am not quite clear as to how
the Bill stands. The right hon. gentle-
man made some allusions to the repeal
of the Act.

THE PREMIkER: This Bill will not
affect that in any way.

MR. ILLING WORTH: As the Bill is
drawn , when the measure passes we go
out of existence; but I think the Premier
intends to amend the Bill in that direc-
tion. I will ask the Premier, when this
Bill is assented to and proclaimed, what
becomes of the Act under which we
exist.

THFE PKEMIER: We will have this Bill
instead of the present Act. We are
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going to do as you suggest:- we aire going
to leave the old land-miarks. standing.

MR. ThTJNGWORTH:- I approve Of
the suggrestion of the Premier. There is
one thing I hail with pleasure ini the Bill.
and that is the adoption of triennial
Parliaments. Enough perhaps has been
said by the Premier on this subject, go
that I need not pursue it f arther, but I
approve of the principle. There is one
thing I oppose in the Bill, and shall when
the Bill goes into Committee, and that is
in regard to the word " adult." Hon.
members know what I mean. We passed
in this House in a, most unsatisfactory
manner--

MR, A. FORREST:- Both Houses passed
it.

MR. ILLTNGWORTH: A resolution
to give women the suffrage in this colony;
and I contend that the members who
voted for that question did not vote on
the question itself, but on an entirely
different issue. I shall give members an
opportunity in Committee to retrace their
steps, if they have the courage and the
honour to do so. Then I hope the Gov-
ernment will be prepared to admit an
amendment in the Bill that will do away
with plural voting. We have had nearly
enough of that in Western Australia,
and we are entirely out of line with the
otter colonies on this question. When
this constitution is passing through the
House, it will be well if we get rid of this
thing. A man might own a, piece of land
ini every one of the electorates, and might
send hi1s vote by post, and vote for the
whole of the electorates if so fortunate as
to have hind in them.

MR. A. FORREST: Why should he
not?,

Xi,. ILLINGWORTH: Let the hon.
member not ask us to prove a. negative,
hut let him prove an affirnative. There
are only two things by whbich a mnan
should have a right to vote, the first
being his manhoo d, and if you want to
extend it, let him vote for his homne; but
for a man to vote 14 times for 14
different candidates is giving one man too
mtuch representation in the House and
in the country. The principle we ought
to adopt, and which I desire to introduce
when the 13111 is in Committee, is that of
one man one vote. I said at the outset, I
hail the Bill with pleasure as an attempt
to deal with this difficult question ;

and I urge upon the Government and
the House to consider that we do not
want to have a. Redistribution of Seats
Bill and an alteration of tihe Constitution
involving the life of the House, every
year or two. We are asked in this Bill
to pass what we know is unsatisfactor 'y
and inequitable, and docs not represent
the interests of the colony on an equit-
able basis. Of course hialf a loaf is
better than no bread, and I shall cer-
tainly vote for the Bill, because it is
much better than anything we have; but
I desire to urge on the Government and
the House the desirability of going a
step further than this Bill, in order that
we may try, if we possibly can, to settle
the question on an equitable basis. I am
speaking in all kindness to the Govern-
ment, and all fairness to the question, as
far as I a able. I do not want to be
captions in any degree, nor to ask any-
thing unreasonable or unfair; but I think
the G overnment must see that if this Bill
be passed, there will be a cry for another
Bill almost directly afterwards.

THE PxrmEa:. I believe that.
Ma. ILLINGWORtTH: We want, if

possible, to put on the statute book this
time a Bill which will be fairly equitable.
There are some mnembers here whose seats
will be done away with, who I hope will
be successful in somue of the new elector-
ates. It would be almost a calamity to
the House if the member for the A~sh-
burton (Hon. S, Burt) did not take
his seat in the next Parliament; and I
may say the same of others, including
the members for East Kimberley (Mr.
Connor) and West Kimberley (Mr. A.
Forrest) : I hope those hon. members will
find seats in other constituencies. Atns'
rate, there are a large number of members
whomn we should sadly ]rnss in the legis-
lation of this colony, and, as I say, I
hope they wvill be able to find seats in
some other portion of the coun try, and
that their presence in the House will
be as valuable to us in the future as it
has been in the past. If it is desirable,
and I think it is, to make fuorther changes
of this character, it will not be wvith
the idea of unseating any member, but
locating him in sonic part of the colony
where he will represent human beings with
throbbing hearts, whose property will be
taxed, whose interests can he stirred, and
who can at least shout at atn election,

[ASSEMBLY.] Redisfribidion. eir.



Constiiqdwu Bill: [5 SEPTEMBER, 1899.] Redistirbut ion, etc.. 1103

instead of having two or three hundred
thousand sheep, which can only say
" baa." I hope the House will take this
into consideration, and that we will en-
deavoUr to put the Bill into a better
form. I must of necessity accept the
Bill and vote for the second reading.
because it is a good step in the right
direction; but members must, I think,
see it does not go far enough. I hope
they will be prepared to admit some
amendment which will be in the direc-
tion of making the Bill more satisfactory
than it is at present.

Mu. A. FORREST (West Kimberley):
As it appears hon. members are rather
diffident about spaking on this import-
ant Bill, I should like to say a few
words, more especially in reply to the
last speaker, who has, I must say, been
most friendly towards those people who
are to be wiped out, as we may term it.
The hon. member hopes we will be able
to get into other districts, and it will
cause him great son-ow to lose our
presence in the Parliament of the coun--
try. I ani thankful to the lion, mem-
ber for those suggestions; but I fail
to see why we shoulid be asked to
have our districts wiped out unader
the Electoral Bill, considering those dis-
tricts have had representation in the
House for the last 15 years; any way,
the district I represent has had a member
for 15 years, and two members since
1890. The population then was smaller
than it is now, and the interests were
smaller. No reason has been given by the
Government for disfranchising the niorth-
ern portions of the colony. The northern
portion of the colony has been the back--
bone of Western Australia for the last
20 or 80 years. It was considered the
saviour of the countr~y some years ago
before gold was found; and what reason
has been given why it should be disfran-
chised? I do not think I could read the
telegrams I have received, for I have a
pocketful of them. The people want to
know why they are to be disturbed in
sending a member to the House. Is it
because of a floating population scattered
over an area from the head of the Gas-
Coyne down to Dundas-is that the
reason why these districts should be
wiped out Ve

MR. ILLINGWORTH1 One member is
enough.

MR. A. FORREST: I differ from
the hon. member. The interests of those
two places are entirety different. One is
a border district, where they are always
fighting about stock, coming across the
border. It appears to me, from the
argument used by the member for Central
Murchison, that because five thousand or
six thousand people go to a certain
place and set themselves down there for a
short time, not being a permanent popula-
tion, they are to elect members. We know
that in the district of Kanowna, where
there were ten or twelve thousand people
nine months ago, there are now only three
thousand. Broad Arrow is abandoned.
At Goongarrie there was a township, and
what is there now? New places on the
goldflelds are always cropping up, and I
am glad it is so, because no member
wishes to see the country go down,
but we want to see it pr~ogress. Go
to Kurnalpi and Widgieinooltha, to
any of those places, and you will find
there have been large populations at
one time, and afterwards practically
none.

MRt. Vosrsa: GotoKlorian
the Boulder. t agori n

MR. A. FORREST: Kalgoorlie and
Boulder are permanent, and I would like
to see those districts get a fair represen-
tation, but not on the basis of population.
Why should five or six men be allowed to
a circle of a few miles square because there
are a large number of people going there,
and not what you mayt Call settled popu-
lation? It seems to me that if Perth,
Fremantle, Kalgoorlie, Goolgardie, and
Ranowna are to have fair r-epresentation
on a population basis, there will be no
members for anywhere else, and you
may as well wipe them out. From the
Gascoy-ne to the two Kimberleys we would
not be entitled to one member. The hon.
member suggests that there would be
people in the House perfectly able and
willing to protect that portion of the
country ; but I am sorry to say there are
few members in the House, except the
members representing those districts, who
know pmatically any-thing about those
districts. It is a difficult portion of the
colony to represent, and the people there
are so far away that they are not like
people in the South, nonproducers, for
they are large producers. I think we
may safely say that the exports from
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West Kimberley and East Kimberley are
over £9300,000 a year.

Mu. GREGORY; Are not the people on
the goldfields producers ?

MR. A. FORREST: A few of them,
but not all. Many people in Perth and
Fremantle are not producers, also many
in other parts, but all the people in the
northern districts are producers, employ-
ing a large amount of labour. It is all
very well for hon. miembers to say there
are only 150 or 160 voters in my district.
There are many hundreds of people who
are fed and employed by the persons liv-
ing there.

Mit. GEORGE: Have they votesP
MR. A. FORREST: They have not.

Europeaans cannot do the work on these
stations, and the native population are
employed by settlers, who have to pay
customs duties, a large expenditure being
incurred in those districts. We are not
like the people on the coastal districts
down here; we are improving the public
estate. There are no freehold lands
there, and some day the Crown will come
down and sell those lands for immense
amounts of money, and perhaps pay the
national debt. It appears to me the
Government, when they had an oppor-
tunity in introducing the Bill, should
have said, " We will not, in consequence
of the clamour of people who are not
permanent residents in the country' , take
away froni those who have held these
northern districts for so many years."
There is no reason why West Kimberley,
East Kimberley, Pilban'a, Ashiburton,
Roebourne, and Gascoyne (head waters)
should not have a population in twelve
months equal to that in any part of the
colony. It is never known from one day
to another wvhat will crop up ia those dis-
tricts, because they are all g old-bearing
country, and it is only because of the
isolation of those places that more atten-
tion has not been drawn to them.

MR. GEORGE : Can white men live up
there ?

MR. A. FOR-REST: White men do
not care about working up there; but
those who work for their daily bread have
to, and they do as little hard work as
they can, be.Ause people can get other
Labour of a better and cheaper kind.

Mu. GEORGE: Is black labour better
than white ?

MR. A. FORREST: Certainly; I
would rather have a black Iman than a
white man to work for me in the North.
I would rather have a native to work in
what is called the " black North " than
the hon. member, because I would get
more out of him.

Ma. flOHERTY: He would talk all the
time.

MR. GEORGE: Fancy me working for
the hon. member!

MR. A.. FORREST: I intend to sup-
port the second reading, and in Com-
mittee I shall move that in those districts
north of the Murchison the members
remain as they are, at the present time;
and the grounds for my motion are that

no good reason has been given by the
Government or by the last speaker why
those electorates should be disfranchised.
Lack of population is the only reason,
and I do not think that the highest
intelligence is always to, be found in the
masses. I suppose'that is not considered
a good argument to use, but I am not
'prepared to go so far as to sa 'y that the
intelligence always lies with the large
number of people, because the large
number of people are very often found
doing what a few people would not do:
they do not consider the position with
sufficient care. I have spoken to a
great many hon. members on this ques-
tion, and they agree with me that it is
not necessary to do away with such an
inportant part of the colony as the
northern electorates. If the Government
think it necessary to give more members to
the goldfields, I shall be very glad to see
that done, because I believe the time is
fast approaching when hon. members,
like the member for Central Murchison
(Mr. Illingworth), will ask this House to
give all the representation to the gold-
fields and none to those districts where
the people are improving the public
estate; and we have already given the
goldields eleven or, if I am not mis-
taken, fourteen members; and yet the
electors in those districts have only been
here a few years. It is said they have
done a lot of work, and that is true; but
I think the people in the coastal districts
are as much interested in those goldfields
as those who live there. The goldfields
trade and our trade are identical: we live
on each other.

MR. VosPER: Especially the others.



Constitution Bill: [5 SEPnMER, 1899.] Redistribution, etc. 1105

MR. A. FORREST: No; I do not
think so. I do not think my interests in
the goldfields would be changed if I lived
in Kalgoorlie. Because a man opens a,
store on the goldfields, he at once becomes
the man who has made the colony. I could
never see the force of that argument. If
I have money invested in a goldfelds
district, and have people there working
for me and employed by me, I think I
have just as much interest in that parti-
cular district as its inhabitants have. The
question to my mind is that, if the Gov-
ernment think it necessary to give these
goldfields more members-

MR. GREGORY: Put on some fresh
members elsewhere to neutralise the gold-
fields vote.

MR. A. FORREST: Because, if the
goldfields send down such able advocates
as they at present have in the House, the
Assembly will be benefited; we shall then
know something we have never known
hefore.. We, who are called " sandgropers,"
do not pretend to know much, and are
not thought very much of, but still we
try to do the best we can.

Mn. ILLINGWORTH: And you do it.
MR. A. FORREST: And if it lie pro-

posed to give more members to tme gold-
fields, I am sure I shall be pleased to
vote for the motion, especially for more
members in the Kalgoorlie district, where
they have a field which is going1 to stay,
and is not likely to disappear; hut let
the Government give the goldfields ant
increased number of members in the
House without decreasing the representa-
tion of those in the North, who have been
represented for a large number of years.
I want to kniow why this is to be done.
Is it because we in the North are not
sufficiently numerous? That is the only*
argument that cani be used. Considering
the importanice of the northern districts,
the little representation they have, and
the very smnall proportion of the public
revenue which they receive, I fail to see
why they should be cast aside, as if to
Say: "1We have made use of you for the
last 40 years; we have finished with you
flow; we no longer require your aid,
because we can get more members in the
city of Perth, in Fremantle, in Coolgardie,
and in Kalgoorlie." I ask, hon. members,
when they go into Committee on this
question, to look at this matter of the
representation of the North on equitable

grounds. The member for Central Mur-
chison (Mr. Illingworth) said that there
are 14 members representing squatting
districts.

MR. ILLflSGWORTH: Nine.
Mn. A. FORREST: I say there are

nothing like nine: there are only six.
THE PREMIER: There are only four in

the Bill.
MR. A. FORREST: There are only

six now in the House.
THE PREMIER: In the Bill there are

really only three.
MR. ILLINOWOETH: Four.
THE PREMIER: No; for one of those

electorates is a farming district.
MR. A. FORREST: A cry might be

raised in the North, such as was raised
in Kalgoorlie, for separation. The North
threatened separation before, and they
might very easily carry on without the
other parts of the colony, because they
could not be called upon to pay any
portion of the national debt, for practic-
ally no Government mioney has ever been
spent there, except on wharves; and if
they separated, the other districts would
have some trouble in getting food in this
countr y. They would have nothing to
eat.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: The northern
districts would sell to us if we would
buy.

MR. A. FORREST: No; they would
send their cattle and sheep to the Chinese,
and would cast you aside.

MR. VOSrEn: You would shift your
camp to Hong Kong, I suppose ?

Mn. GEORGE: ,You could not Tzise
chickens up there.

Mn. A. FORREST: We do not raise
chickens up there: chickens grow down
at the Murray, and pigs too. Let the
hon. member stick to growing pigs and
chickens, and we will stick to bullocks
and sheep. I will only say in conclusion
that I support the second reading, but
will move an amendment in Committee
that the Northern divisions remain as
they are as regards representation.

MR. VOSPER (North-East Cool-
gardie) : During the earlier part of this
session it has been my somewhat extra-
ordinary fate to be found supporting
most of the Government measures,
and I have frequently had occasion
to congratulate the Government upon
the nature and character of the measures
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brought forward. It certainly is more
mn keeping with the forner condi-
tions of my position in this House
to be able to say that T am opposed
to this Bill as at present framned. I am
in the samne dilemmua as the member for
Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth),
and I shall have to vote for the Bill be-
cause it is, of course, an improvement on
the existing law. But nevertheless, to
my mind it bristles with faults, and ITam
quite of the opinion of the hon. member
that the Bill will only have the effect of
keeping this question alive, and of making
it a permanent subject of discussion in
this House. Before going into the Bill
mn detail, I should like briefly to refer to
the remarks of the member for West
Kimberley (Mr. A. Forrest). I am quite
sure he alwvays succeeds in amusing, and
sometimes in enlightening, the House.
He said that no reason has been advanced
as yet, either by the Government or by
hon. members on this side of the House,
for what he called the disfranchisement of
the North. In the first place, the North
is not disfranchised; nobody attempts to
disfranchise it. All we are proposing to
do is to amalgamate two electorates into
one, so that we may give the members
who represent those electorates some
reasonable chance of saying that they do
represent somebody, instead of, as at
present, representing nobody in particu-
lar.

MR. KiNOSMILL: Thank you.
MR. VOSPER: I am not referring so

much to the lion, member's (Mr. Kings-
mnill's) electorate, for it is currently re-
ported that, after a strict investigation, a
few people have been discovered in that re-
gion; but that cannot be said for the whole
of the northern electorates. We must
found our representation on some basis;
and although I do not want to insist that
it shall be founded purely on the basis
of population, I think that neither from
that nor from any other standpoint at
all can we find any argument to justify
the division of Kimberley into East and
West. The argument used, that those
two districts have had representation for
tile last 15 years in the Parliament of
this colony, is not an argument. Take
the case of the borough of Old Sarumn,
which, when disfranchised by the IReform
Bill, had three electors. 'that borough
might still be in existence if tme hon.

member's argument were to prevail, and
Old Sarum had an antiquity extending
much further back into the mists of time
than the Kimberley districts can hope to
claim. Besides. I think I cannot be.
altogether wrong when I say that the
representation of the Kimiberleys was
given to themi at a time when the district
had a far larger population than at
present.

Mr. DOHERTY: But it was not so im-
portant a district.

MR. VOSPER: That all depends upon
the gauge by which we measure import-
ance. There was a large proportion of
diggers and perhaps fewer squatters at
that time, though it may be contended
that one squatter is more important thain
15 diggers. In any ease, at that time
there was a larger population than there
is now; there has been a declining popu-
lation since; and we have seen, in the
course of the last few years, how some of
those northern electorates have fallen off.
Ashburton is a flagrant example. At the
last election there were some 67 on the
roll, and the latest returns show that
there are only 42; so in the course of
time the hon. mnember representing the
Ashburton (Hon. S. Burt) will be found
representing nobody at all. If I cannot
follow the hon. member (Mr. A. Forrest)
in his arguments in favour of the North,
still less can I follow him when he
speaks about the floating population
of the Coolgardie goldfields. I con-
tend that the population of the Eastern
goldfields is now, to all intents and pur-
poses, a permanent population. When
the depression succeeded the recent boom,
we lost the floating population. I am
speaking of Goolgardie and Kalgoorlie:
I shall deal with the other electorates
afterwards. The flotsam and jetsam of
the goldfields population have disappeared
already, and those who live there now are
ipeople who have made up their minds to
reside in this colony for a considerable
time to come-I do not say permanently-
and who have such large interests in time
colony that they cannot very well afford
to leave it. Among the electorates in the
Eastern goldfields selected for attack by
the hon. member was Kanowna, or North-
East Coolgardie, which I have the honour
to represent; ,-.d the lion. member said
that the population of Kanowna had
fallen away from 12,000 to sonic 3,000.
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I do not know where liegets his statistics
from; but when I was at Kanlowna. quite
recently, I endea-voured to get statistics
from the best available sources, and I
found that within a, radius of a few -miles
from Kanlowna there was a population of
between 5,000 and 0,000 persons. And
then, if people have left Kano-wna, many
of themn have not gone far away. There
is a considerable rush out beyond Kur-
nalpi, and some have gone to Red Bill,
and some to Bulong; and I venture to
say that few of them have left the dis-
trict. I can champion the cause of that
district, not only as regards population,
hut for a reason which will commend
itself to the lion. member; I mean its
wealth. But we find that whereas all
the other goldfields districts have been
divided up, and have had increased
representation given them with a. lavish
hand, Kanowna, with an electoral roll of
3,370 voters, is left with one member; and
yet, like the Kim berleys, the different
parts of North- East Coolgardie have
diverse interests. There is no great core-
inunity of interest between the three
towns making up the bulk of the popula.-
tion of my electorate, and those towns are
certainly entitled to larger representation
than the Bill proposes to give them.
Again, if it be said that the poorer chasses
of the goltdfields people are still a floating
population, I may fairly retort that they
are not really so. I met a man only the
other day in Perth, who had come down
to Perth for the first time since the Kim-
berley ru sh, and hie had been in the colony
all thie time. That man had been work.-
ing, and fossicbing, and prospecting in
the back blocks of the colony, and for the
first time he had come to Perth for a
holiday. If that man is not ain approach
to something like a permanent resident, I
should like to ask what constitutes per-
maniency? And then as regards thiewages
men and the miners generally, who are
said. to be not so settled a.s other people, I
may say that even to-day, in the Joint
Select Commnittee. on the Comirnonwenith
Bill, we had a, witness, the secretary of
the Trades and Labour Council, who de-
clared that one of the reasons why work-
ig men in Western Australia stick -to this
colony is because they cannot afford to
get out of it. There is a very large nuni-
ber of that class on the groldields. also;
men, perhaps, willing enough to go away

if they could go, but -who find themselves
unable to leave.

Min. A. FORREST: Those are good men
to make the laws of the country!

MR. VOSPER: They are ,and I al-
wars contend that they are. I say there
are two classes of people who have a
stake in the country-one consists of men
with capital invested here, anld -who want
to earn interest on that capital, and the
other of that class of maen so hard up
that they cannot get out of the country,
and consequently have the strongest in-
terest in seeing that it is well governed.
What mnan is more likely to take an
interest in the good government of the
country than the man who is forced to
reside in it? Such a man will take very
great care to see that circumstances are-
made as cornfortable for him as possible.
Therefore, I contend that the man who is
hopelessly impoverished, and cannot leave
the colony, is as much entitled to a voice
in the government, or perhaps more, than
is the person who draws his income from
invested capital, and at the samne time
may live in a more congenial climate.
The member for West Kimberley (Mr.
A. Forrest) says that the North might
possibly go in for separation, on the
ground that they do not receive a, sufficient
amount of the public funds. As hion.
members know, I recently moved for a
return, showing what it has cost to
maintain the large area north of the
Murchison during the last ten or twelve
year's; and when the return is forth-
coming the inform ation contained will no
doubt be valuable. A calculation was
made not very long ago, which, taking

;the revenue and the number of electors in
the North, showed the mnaintenance costs
about £200 per annum for every person
on the electoral roll.

MR. A. FoRREST: How much do they
pay to the revenueP

Mn. VOSPER: I do -not think any
one of them' pay s anything like £4' a week
to the revenlue.

MR. A. FORREST: There are plenty
who pay that much.

MR. VOSPER: A few squatters 'nay
pay a large amount to the revenue.

MR. A. FoRRLsT: I pay £2100 at Week
myself.

MR. VOSPER:- But the lion. miember
is only one out of the number I have
referred to.

con-0ifidion Bill.-
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MR. A. FORREST: And £100 a week
accounts for a great many £4 per week.

MR. VOSPER: Certainly; but the
bon. member pays that money as rent
for value received. He does not pay it
in taxes, but for licenses to occupy certain
Crown lands; and if he did not receive
value in return, he would not long pay
£100 a week. Ilam now talking of taxation
and public expenditure, and I say no one
representing the Northern districts can
complain when people there are in the
habit of receiving subsidies to the amount
of £94 a week per individual. But I will
pass away from these Northern districts,
which, though large and well represented,
are not the only places to be taken into
consideration. I observe that in the Bill,
in the first instance, no attempt is made
to remodel or reform the Legislative
Council; and this is to be regretted, for
although I have not the exact figures
before me, I am under the impression
there are only 6,600 electors entitled to
vote for members of that Chamber.

THE PREMIER: There are a great
number of electors also in Perth.

MR. VOS PER: Precisely; and of thle
6,500, 1 believe five-sixths, or about 5,000
of them, are represented by half the mem-
bers in the Council, that is by twelve
members, and the other 1,000 have twelve
members amongst themn, The disparities
and anomnalies in thle representation of the
Legislative Council are as bad as in this
Chamber; and if any refonm of the
constitution is contem~plated, the reform
of the other Chamb er should he taken
in hand. Both the metropolis and
the goldfields are entitled to increased
representation, and no Bill will. be fair
which does not grant some equality of
representation in the Legislative Council
as well as in the Legislative Assembly.
Dealing with the various constituencies
affected by the Bill, we find. that the
member for Qentral Murchison (Mr.
fllingworth) is correct in the points
he has raised, for there is not ade-
quate representation provided, either
on the basis of population or of interests;
and, besides that, there are greater ano-
malies created ink regard to the distribu-
tion of seats in the very districts which
it is proposed to benefit by the Bill.
Take, for instance, Coolgardie district.
There, one additional member is provided
for the city of Coolgardie, and a member

for what is to be called the Mount Burges
constituency. I suppose it is fair to say
- -and the member for Ooolgardie will
bear me out in this-that on the Cool-
gardie goldfields the bulk- of the popui-
lation is in Coolgardie itself ; and while
Mount Burges district has a comipara-
tively small population as compared with
that of Coolgardie, yet the two places are
to receive equal representation. If atten-
tion be turned to East Coolgardie district,
more grievous anomalies still are being
created; for there only a portion of the
townsite of Kalgoorlie has been declared
one electorate, and the municipality of the
Boulder another.

THE PREMIER: That has been altered,
and the boundaries are extended.

Ma. VOS PER: And outside that again
is the countr~y district called Hannans.
The probabilities are that when we come
to elect mnembers for Kalgoorlie and thle
Boulder, we will find the electors there
will not exceed at the outside 7,000 or
8,000; anad, of the votes cast, many will
be proxies sent from. Perth, so that tile
elections for these towns will not be so
much in the hands of the residents as they
should be. Thie suburbs and residential
mnining areas will be represented by one
mlember; so that if we take the voters
on these litter areas at 1,600, we have
4,000 represented by one member and
1,600 electors represented by another.
Not only does this Bill perpetutate
anomalies, but it creates fresh ones; and*
surely that is not the object of what is
called a reform Bill. Then, am at a loss
to understand why such electorates as
G-reenough and the Irwin cannot be amald-
gamated. So far as I know, Greenough
has nothing to recommienld it on any score:
it has neither territory norpouain

THE AvTORNEY GENERAL: Were you
ever there ?

MR. VOSPER : I h ave been there, and
that is the reason I am speaking as T do
about it. The Greenough Flats are
notorious all over the cuoly. In any
case the Greenough contains only 197
electors, and yet that constituency is not
dealt with in the Bill.

TxY: PREMIEF.: There are over 1,000
people at the Greenough.

MR. VOSPERR: There may be.
THE PEmniER: But they are not all

on the rolls.

[ASSEMBLY.] Rediatribution, etc.
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MR. VOSPER: Some years ago, when
the goldfields were agitating for a redis-
tribution of seats on the strength of
population, the Premier said, "1Never
mind the population: look at the number
on the rolls." Now, when we point to
the number on the rolls, the Premier
says, "Look at the population." No
harm would be done by amalgamating
Greenough and Irwin, and there is abso-
lutelyno excuse formaditaining the former
as a "pocket borough," except that to
interfere with it might cause a certain
amount of Ministerial inconvenience. If
the Government are in earnest about
reforming the constitution, they should
not have left such anomalies as I have
pointed out. There is nothing to justify
the anomalies, and they certainly tend to
impugn the sincerity of the framers of
the Bill. Something should have been
done for aniother new population spring-
ing up in a portion of the colony. I refer
to the tin-miners, the gold-seekers, and
the coal-miners at Greenbushes, Donny-
brook, and Collie. In those districts
recently a large population has settled,
and the latest reports of the various
experts who have visited the locality is
that there is every reason to believe the
gold and tin will provide permanent
industries; in fact, they say that the tin
mines will become a very flourishing in-
dustry. We have heard so much about
Collie coal, and every one has such a
profound belief in th~e permanence of
those coalfields, that my statements
are not likely to be disputed or
denied when I say that at the Collie
we are likely to have a large perma-
nent industry, employing numbers of
men; and these three centres, if they go
ahead in the direction I have indicated,
will have little or no affinity with the
districts surrounding them. For example,
the Collie coalfield has little or nothing
in common with the rest of the Welling-
ton district; similarly, Greenbusbes has
little to do with the Nelson district; and
Donnybrook, in a little while, will have
little to, do with Bunibury, except as a
port. I need scarcely point out that an-
other danger, if I may use the term, is
springing uip amongst bon. members who
represent those districts now; for two of
those members could ill be spared from
this House, and indeed I may say all
three could ill be spared, but two in

particular could not be spared in any
conceivable circumstances. Yet those
hon. members may rest assured that if
the population is revolutionisd by an in-
flux of miners into those districts, sooner
or later it will put an end to their
political career--a state of things which
would be regretted by no one more than
my self.

THE PREMIER: But there are other
districts those hon. members might repre-
sent.

MR. VOSPERt: Quite so; but I ani
speaking of those districts. The wisest
plan, from a selfish point of view, as well
as from the general aspect of expediency,
would be to create these three mining
districts into one electorate, represented
by a mining member. The Premier has
said the Bill is intended to represent
various interests, and not bodies of
population. But new interests are spring-
ing uip, which will probably become great
interests; and even supposing there were
only a small number of miners there, the
districts would be large, including all
three places, and embracing a sufficient
agricultural population, to give at least as
big an electorate as Nelson. If there
is anything to justify Nelson as an
electorate, there is everything to jus-
tify Greenbushes. Some consideration
should be paid to miners settled there,
and an offer should be made to give
them separate representation in this
House. Referring again to the ques-
tion of the goldfields, I would earnestly
urge the necessity of endeavouring to
give increased representation there. 1
contend my own electorate wants, at
least, one more member, especially if the
divisions named in the Bill are to be
made. There are other electorates of
which hon. members know more than
myself, and can speak more fully; but I
certainly think some extra representation
should be given in the cases T have in-
dicated. If the redistiribution of seats is
to be made on a, population basis, the
goldfields have an undoubted claim, as
they have if the redistribution is being
made from the point of view of capital in-
vested, of land values, of the value of
production, or even from such a point of
view as revenue-producing or territorial
extent. Indeed, from any point of view,
the goldfields have a better'title to in-
creased representation than any other
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part of the colony. It is of no use saying
that extra representation is claimed by
the goldfields merely on the score of
population. The goldfields have mnore
invested capital, and produce more wealth
and revenue, than any other part of the
colony.

MR. Cowxou: They are just like
Kimberley.

MR. VOSPER: Precisely; the argu-
inent might apply there. What I am
saying is that, in addition to the demo-
cratic claim for representation on a popu-
lation basis, the goldfields have the
strongest claimas that can be brought
forward. I have already referred to the
No rth, and to the defence of it by the
member for West Kimberley (Mr. A.
Forrest); and I cannot help thinking
there is something in the suggestion of
separation for the North. It is a. moot
question, which should be brought before
the House, as to whether it would not
par us better as a colony to grant some
degree of local autonomy to the North.
I do not mean that portion of the
colony should be separated altogether,
and become a separate colony or State
under the Federal Union; but surely
some scheme might be adopted, such
as that once suggested by Sir Samuel
Griffith, in Queensland. There might
be a council of some description, sit-
ting at Roebourne. or other convenient
spot, and the line of demarcation might
be drawn north or south of Carnarvon,
while representation could be gie to
the North in the Legislative Counci
sitting in Perth, with one or two mem-
bers in the Assembly. Under such a plan,
I fancy both the people in the North and
the people in the South would he better
off, and we would not complain of being
afflicted by the preponderance of their
vote in this House. I cannot see any-
thing impracticable about such a scheme,
which would meet the requirements of
the territorial proprietors in the North,
and get rid of the anomaly of a, handful
of persons having so many representatives
in this House.

Tim PREMiER: There are not many
representatives for the North provided in
this Bill.

Mnt. VOSPB R: I notice that the mem-
ber for C 'entral Miurchison (Mr. Tiing-
worth) has included two pastoral districts
which do not enter into mny calculations.

I have divided those districts into four,
with a mnember for each, but I find in the
four electorates only 750 voters.

Mn. CONNOR: Which are they ?
MR. VOSPER: They are Kimberley,

Gascoyne, DeGrey, and Murchison. The
difference between my figures and those
of the member for Central Murchison is
that he has included the Irwin.

Mu. CONNOR: Is not Kimberley a gold-
producing district ?

MR. VOSPER: I believe that Kim-
berley has sent down eight ounces during
the last three years, so that it is a gold-
producing district to some extent; still I
do not think the gold front that district
troubles the statistician to any great
extent.

MR. CONNOR: Is that all?
Mr. VOSPER: The return may have

been 80 ounces.
Mu. CONNOR: Cannot YOU add Some

othier figure?
MR. VOSPER: I have no ill-feeling

towards the northern districts; I can
recognise the importance of the interests
in the North; but I do not desire to see,
on the one side, the anomaly of 14 mem-
bers representing 17,000 electors, and on
the other side four members representing
750 electors, which is the position to-day.
The only way out of the difficulty is to
give the North a large measure of self-
government, and mnaintain a reduced
representation in this House and in an-
other place. That I think will satisfy the
people in tbe North, and will be more
satisfactory to those living in the South
and the Central districts. I desire to con-
elude by saying that I regret the Gov-
ernment have seen fit to perpetuate
anomalies which the Bill seeks to destroy.
This measure will not end the agitation
for redistribution:. the House will always
be bothered with a request for redistribu-
tion, because the Government have not
seen fit to tackle the question properly.
Ef the Government give the goldfields
members all they are likely to reasonably
demand, the Government will not give the
goldfields anything disproportionate to
what their wealth and population deserve.
I shall. support the bon. member for
Central Murchison in Committee in try-
ing to obtain the one man one vote
principle, which is a good one, and has
been adopted by the Commonwealth and
mnany colonies and countries throughout
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the world. It is high time the unjust
and anomalous system that prevails in
this country should be abolished. T
regret that the Bill is not all we desire
it to be, but I shall vote for the second
reading, and do all I can to lick the Bill
into shape in Committee.

Ma. MITCHELL (Murchison): As I
do not wish to record a silent vote on this
question, I ask permission to say a word
or two, but only a word or two. Since I
have had the honour of sitting in this
House, we have been given to understand
that the Premier has always been doing
something to keep in office; but if we look
at the Bill before us, I do not think the
Premier is goingr the right way to do that
now, as he is disfranchising four elec-
torates north of the Murchison, and out
of that four three of the members sit on
this side of the House, and have been con-
sistent supporters of the Premier's policy.

MR. LEAKS: Good by!
MR. MITCHELL: I do not quite

agree with the alteration of knocking the
seats out, and the member for West
Kimberley (Mr. A. Forrest), when speak-
ing, had a very good case. I do not think
this House will consider that the immense
districts of East and West Kimberley
should be amalgamated. Something has
been said during the debate about a float-
ing population, and I think every mem-
ber in the House knows perfectly well
that a mining population is more or less
a floating population. Probably some
of the large centres that now exist will,
in a few years time, not be so largely
populated, and the places that the Pre-
mnier now tries to disfranchise, or politically
tries to disestablish, may be quite as im-
portant to the colony as many of the
large centres on the goldfields are now.
We know that every ounce of gold taken
out of the mines is not expended in this
country, but every pound spent in the
cultivation of the land helps to keep the
country together. I shall vote for the
second reading of the Bill, but I hope in
Committee that certain alterations will be
madle. Certainly, I shall ado all [ can to
keep East and West Kimberley separate
districts.

MR. LEAXE (Albany): Of course it
is my intention, in common with other
members, to support the second reading
of the Bill. I notice, in going through
the measure, that the Bill differs in only

two particulars from the law wvhich we
have at the present time. These two par-
ticulars are, on the one hand the estab-
lishment of triennial Parliaments, and
on the other hand increased represen-
tat ion.

THE PREMIER: Also the time a man
has to be in the colony.

MR. IEAKE: That is rather provided
for in the Electoral Bill.

THE PREMIER: No; it is in this Bill.
MR. LEAKE: The question of cer-

tain advantages, I will add, to the
electors not only in getting on the roll,
but in having their votes transferred and
so forth. On the question of triennial
Parliaments, I suppose we are fairly well
all agreed. I do not think there is any-
thing more calculated to keep members
of Parliament up to the mark than the
possibility of having to face the electors
in the immediate future, and I hail that
alteration with a certain degree of plea-
sure. As to the increased representation
the Bill proposes, for my own part I do
not appreciate it. I really think that 44
members in this Assembly are ample for
the needs of this colony at the present
time.

THE PREMIER: They do not get paid.
MR. LEAKE: I know they do not.

The 44 members, taking into account the
population of the colony, are quite suffi-
cient, and if the Bill had been confined to
redistribution, I think that would have
been sufficient. We may, when in Com-
mittee, move to reduce the number of
members from 48 to 44, and I throw this
out with the idea that hion. members will
consider whether or not it is advisable we
should keep the present number of ]nem-
bersh~s they are. One real and substantial
reason for not increasing the membership
of the House is the possibility of federa-
tion in the near future. Many of us, we
know, are in favour of federation at once;
every member of the House I believe is in
favour of federation sooner or later, and
if it comes within the next five or six
years, there will be no necessity to have
this increased representation in this
Assembly. If we do not join the feder-
ation and Australia is federated, we shall
have to trim our sails, as it were, to catch
the federal breeze; and the tendency in
all the federating colonies will be, and is
as a matter of fact, to reduce the i-epre-
sentation in the States Assemblies.
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MR. MITCHELL: Qute time enough to
do that when we get federation.

MR. IjEAKE: The hon. member has
made a suggestion at last. As I was
saying, and I ask the hon. member to
bear this in mind, federation is practically
an actual fact as far as our neighbours
are concerned, and more than a possibility
with ourselves; therefore, we should con-
sider our present situation with regard to
Australia federated as our nearest neigh-
bour. As we are at present situated, the
question of redistribution is a political
necessity; at any rate it is a question
which every Parliament must consider
during the next few years; and the reason
is this, that owing' to the discovery of
gold, and the establishment of large
centres where there was no settlement at
all, in fact where it was nothing but
wilderness, the establishment of these
large centres necessitates consideration
of this question of representAtion. No
one, five years ago, would have thought
it possible that Kalgoorlie could have
reached its present dimensions to-day.
[The PREMIER: Hear, hear.] We must
always consider that the question of redis-
tribution will crop up in every Parlia-
mnent; therefore, inasmuch as the ten-
dency is, or should be, to increase the
representation in Parliament, it is as well
not to carry it too far; therefore I suggest
to members that we should hesitate before
increasing the nwnber of members from
44 to 48. The member for North-East
Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) referred casually
to the possibility of the separation move-
mient. I do not think that is necessary
in our present constitutional condition,
but it might happen if there were federa-
tion. Part of this colony might agitate
perhaps, not so much for federation, as to
have the boundaries of the Commonwealth
extended to embrace some of our present
area; but I do not think the question of
separation, as we have understood it up
to the present, is likely to receive practical
consideration in this colony, nor is it
likely that we are in a position to give
the northern portion of the colony anty
particular form of local sell-government.
It seems to mie the Administration acted
quite right when they endeavoured. to
shuffle up the Kimberley and the Ash-
burton electorates, No* doubt the hon.
members for East and West Kimberley
will agree with me that either one of those

hon. gentlemen will be ample represen-
tation for the Kimberley electorates ; and
the electors of Kfimberley, I am satisfied,
Will congratulate themselves if they re-
turn either of those gentlemen who have
hitherto represented them, and who have
occupied seats on the benches opposite,
in so marked a degree. It is difficult to
forecast which of the hon. members we
shall welcome back again, and which we
shall lose, but I am inclined to think we
shall have the member for East Kiuber-
ley back.

MR. CONNORn: Thank you!
MR. LEAKE ; It is not right for me to

promise the hon. meniber my vote. I
should like to see, not so much a re-
arrangement of the boundaries, as one
electorate absorbing another. I say so
for this reason, that if we roll the two
into one, we shall avoid the difficulties
and complications which may arise owing
to the compilation of a new electoral roll.
Take, for instance, the two Kimberleys:
if they were declared to be one electorate,
the two rolls could be easily added to-
gether, and there would be little difficulty
in arranging for the next election. This
question of the rolls is an important mat-
ter, because the Bill as drawn says no per-
son can! vote at an election until he has
been on the roll six months. I do not
think that should be. At any rate, there
should be some special provision made
with regard to the first election, because
while there is an alteration in these
boundaries, there will be many voters who
have not been more than six months on
the old roll; yet, because there happens
to be technically a new roll, it probably
will not be possible for them to vote at
the next election, because they will not
have been on the roll six months.

THE PREMIER: That is provided for.
They are transferred to the new place.

MR. LEAKE: I am sure the Govern-
ment have no intention of placing diffi-
culties in the way, and I hope the Premier
will not think: I am unfairly criticising
the Bill when I mention the matter.
However, it is sufficient for my purpose
to have mentioned it, and I am glad
the Premier is alive to the necessity
of providinig for that possibility. I
should prefer that the members which
are taken away from the northern con-
stituencies should be given to the gold-
fields. I really think the goldfields are
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entitled to more representation than they
have at present, and I think if we come to
weigh the pros and cons, they are more
entitled to have increased representation
than either, Pet or Fremnantle or the
settled districts are. T say that for this
reason: in my opinion there is more
likely to be a community of interests
between those who live in the settled
districts of the colony-and particularly
Perth and Fremantle, and the metropoli-
tan dIistrits-than there is between those
on the goldfields. If members will pause
to consider, they will see that even now in
the present goldfields representation the
representatives are not unanimous, but
are split up far more than other members
are, and there is never any fear (at any
rate to my mind) of the goldfields vote
as a vote dominating any one particular
section of the community. I have a suffi-
cient belief, and I think knowledge, of
human nature to know that no matter
what section of the community, a dozen
or more men representing them will never
pull together.

A MEMER: There may be another
gold~fields party formed.

MR. LEAKE: That mayv be, but if
there is another goldfields party formed,
it will only be to split up again. Such a
contingency may happen in any respect-
able community. I should prefer to see
the Legislative Council representation
increased rather than the Assembly in-
creased, because if members are required
anywhere, it is in the Legislative Council.

THE PREMIER: They have half the
number of the Assembly, and that is the
same as under the Commonwealth Bill.

Mit. jEAXE : Still, under the circum-
stances in which we are placoed, it would
be better in the interests of the coma-
munity, if the number of members of
Parliament is to be increased, that the
additional members should have a seat in
the Council rather than in the Assembly.
I will not go so far as to say I shall fight
for that when we go into Committee;
but I certainly shall urge upon the Com-
mittee the advisableness of reducing the
number of members in the Assembly
from 48 to 44. 1 really do not see, and
I think I may be regarded as fairly im-
partial in this instance, the necessity for
increasing the representation of Perth
and Fremantle practically at the expense
of the goldfields.

THE PREMIER : The population is
nearly double.

MR. t:EAKE: Perth and Freinantle?
THE PREMIER: Twelve miles around

it.
ME. LEAKE : It has been pointed out

by, members this evening and on other
occasions, that not only do the goldfields
represent people, lbut they represent prop-
erty, and they have in a greater degree
the double qualification which everybody
claims is worthy of consideration in de-
termnining what representation any com-
munity shall have. Taking it either from
the property point of view or the man-
hood point of view, the goldfields are
entitled to more representation; and we
cannot shut our eyes to the fact that
the mining community and the miners'
interests in this country are para-
mount. Besides, I do not think it cor-
rect to say the goldfields population is
a floating one. Natur-ally there must be
a certain nomadic element up there; yet
it is astonishing to find how these com-
munities have become settled, and what
wealth has apparently been accuim-
lateci in the centres of Kalgoorlie and
Coolgardie. In addition to those fields
we now find there is a possibility of an ex-
tensive field being established down in the
South. It is to be hoped that the mining
down there will become of almost equal
importance with that in the Eastern gold-
fields-mining for gold and mining for
tin-and consequently we shall probably
have a demand for increased representa-
tion from that portion of the colony be-
fore long. I do not know there is any
other subject I need refer to on the
second reading of the measure. The two
principal points, I say again, are the
establishment of triennial Parliaments
and increased representation; and whilst
I am opposed to increased representation,
I ami not opposed to redistribution of
seats. I think if we confine ourselves to
the question of redistribution, we shall
be able to prepare more easily for the
next election. It has been said time after
time, there is always a difficulty in getting
good men to come forward and represent
constituencies in Parliament. If there is
anything in that argument, if we increase
the number of constituencies, so will the
difficulty of getting proper people to re-
present the different constituencies also
increase. I recommend to members the
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consideration of this question of not iii-
creasing the number of members in the
Assembly' . -I shall strive to keep the
numbers as they are, and par:ticulsul v am
I moved in that direction by consideration
of the fact that wve may sooner or later
have another constitution dominating
in many respects the whole of the con-
stitutions of Australia. I shall support
the second reading of the Bill,

Mat. KLNGSMILL (Pilbarra) : I do
not suppose it was expectead I should view
this Bill with any amount of enthusiasm,
but at the same time I intend to support
the second reading. Thle sad news that
the constituency I have the honour to
represent is about to be abolished has
only been ameliorated as it were by one
little ray of hope which the member for
West Kimberley has held out in the sug-
gested amendment he has foreshiadowed.
I think the Government, in framing the
Bill as they have done, have dealt far too
trenchantly with the northern districts;
and if they had possessed the sense of
gratitude they should entertain towards
that district, which stood by Western
Australia in her less prosperous days,
they should have given expression to it
by leaving the northern members prac-
tically as they were. For my part, whien
I first glanced over tme Bill, I was some-
what indignant at the war the Bill
treated the electorate I represent, because
if there was one electorate in the North
which dlid not lay itself open to the charge
of being a "pocket borough," and which
deserved to be left alone, that electorate
was certainly the electorate of Pilbarra,
which is both the largest in point of
inumbers, and almost the only electorate
in the North which has ever had a con-
tested election. Still, in spite of that, I
awvoke to the sad fact that thle Govern-
inent decided to abolish it.

THE PREMIER: Not at all.
mnt. KINGSMILL: I was going to

explain to the right hon. gentlenun that,
in looking the matter over, I came to the
conclusion that perhaps there WaLs not
so much cause for indignation on my
part as on the part of the electorate with
which the electors of Pilbarra are to he
merged, and whose name the Govern-
ment propose to give to the new elec-
torate; that is the electorate of DeGrey.
If the amendment Of thle Member for
West Kimbierley is not carried, I most

I certainlY will ask the House to be good
enough, as I think they should be, to
change thle name of the proposed elec-
tor~ate f romn DeGrey to Pilbarra, because
the electorate eomprises, practicaiiy, the
Pilbarra goldfield. That goldfield is
providing nearly four-fifths, or at all
events three-fourths. of tile electors, and
is providing the greater part of the area;
furtherm-ore, the name of "Pilbarra," I
venture to say, although the Premier
thinks differently, expresses the locality
better to the average n than the name
of "1DeGrey."

THE PREmER: No ; people do not
know where Pilbarra is.

MR. KING SMIL : They know where
the goldfield is.

THE PREMIER : But Pilbarra is now a,
deserted place.

Mn. VosERan Where is DeGrey P
MR. GEonan: What is DeGrey P
THE PREAIiERt: DeGrey is the name

of a well-known river.
MR. KING SMIL: I 'have taken cog-

nisance of the argument of the member
for Central Murchison (Mr. fllingworth)
with regard to the North trusting to the
generosity, as it were, of the House and
relying on the good feeling of hon. mem-
bers, and for my part I am glad to think
the hon. member has been able to express
the good feeling of the House towards
that part of the country; but, as a
Northernumember, Ido not feel inclined
to taike the risk of the changes which
might occur if wre placed too much con-
fi~dence in that feeling: and, furthermore,
if the argument of the bon. member he
carried to its logical issue, I fail to see
that Parliament could be anything else
than an executive body. We could all
trust to one another's just feelings, and
our presence in this House would then,
I take it, be little longer required.
I think somewhat too malcli stress has
been laid by hon. members, and es-
pecially by some representing the East-
ern gohifields, upon the population basis
for the determination of the electorates.
It has always appeared to me that in a
country like Western Australia die popui-
lation basis is absolutely impractic.able.
[MR. DonsrvfK: Hear, hear.] It is
found to be impracticable in England,
which, of all countries in the world, is the
most uniformly populated; and we find
in England anomalies in representation,
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if not as great as those in Western Aus-
tralia, still proportionately most absurd;
and if in a country like England, where
the uniformity of population is so much
greater than it is here, the population
basis for the determination of electorates
is found to be impracticable, hlow much
more impracticable must it be in a thinly-
populated and straggling country such as
this. Further, I maintain that the popu-
lation basis is distinctly against the
advancement of any country. If enf ran-
chisement be worth anything, then those
straggling populations in parts of the
country which are just coming to the fore
and going through the pioneer stage,
require enfranchisement more than those
parts thickly populated, more settled,
and better able to look after themselves;
and if such straggling districts do not get
their enfranchisement, I must maintain
that the population basis theory is alto-
gether against the advancement of any
country. I feel a certain amount of
regret that the Government have not
thought fit to create a -new southern
mining electorate, to take in the districts
of Greenbushes, Couliefields and Donny-
brook. I think that by so doing the
Government would have taken a wise
step. It is a peculiar fact, and I do not
knlow to what it is dlue, that where
two industries should, theoreticall1y, work
smoothly and amicably together, we
find in practice that such is rarely the
case, and that, where two industries are
represented in one district, the industry
that is the stronger elects the member;
and I think that where it is. possible to
differentiate and to separate industries,
this should certainly be done as much as
possible. Furthermore, from the know-
ledge that I have of those districts, I
fancy that their interests are quite suffi-
ciently important, and that their popula-
tion has a chance of becoming sufficiently
numerous, to entitle them to separate
representation. I also feel great regret
that plural voting is still provided for in
this Bill. [MR. ILLIMOWOETHI: Rear,
hear.] I must say that, as regards the
election for the Lower House, I think
that, if an elector vote as a. man for the
Lower House and leave his property
qualification to entitle him to his vote or
votes for the Upper House, such elector
is very well represented; and I amt
inclined to agree with the remark which

fell from the member for Albany (Mr.
Leake), that if there is any increase of
members to be made, it. should be made
rather in the Upper Chamber than in the
Lower. As I have said, I shall support
the second reading of this Bill, trusting
to the amendments that will be made in
Committee; and from the number of
suggested amendments already on the
Notice Paper, it appears to me that we
are about to have an extremely, lively
time while iu Committee onl this Bill. In
these circumstances I have much pleasure
in supporting the second reading.

MR. CONOLLY (Dundas): I do not
think this Bill is one which should be
passed over by hon. members, or against
which hon. members should record silent
votes. Regarding the observations which
have fallen from several speakers, I would
more especially like to draw the attention
of the Government to the mnanner in which,
in the redistribution of some seats and the
addition of others, they have united in
one electorate the two leading industries
of the colony, namely, farming a~nd
mining. I should like to place on record
my opinion and my experience of the
united representation of these two in-
dustries by one member; and I may say,
and the truth of my statement will be
known to many members, that my ex-
perience in this matter has been one w hich
has not been happy, neither 'has it been
satisfactory to the people whom I have
had the honlour to represent. I think mny

experience as a member for the Dundas
district, representing as I do both the
coastal district of Esperance and the
mining district of Norseman, has shown
to many hon. memubers, and I hope the
Government will also take note of it, the
great difficulty that exists in the case of
one member representing two divergent
industries or interests ;and for this
reason I would most earnestly request
that the Government in some measure
may take steps to divide the constituency
which T represent. The Premier, on hi~s
tour through that district, must hlave
recognised the great divergence of political
opinion which exists there, and must also
have recognised the difficulties of the
position which I have filled in attempting
to represent the Dundas district in a
proper and loyal manner. And I would
ask the Premier, if that part of the colony
is to receive proper and adequate repre-
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sentation in the Parliament of thi-
colony, to see that somne step shall be
taken - -

THE: PREIURn: To join Esperance to
Albanyv ?

MR. CONOLLY:- No; I do not think
that would he a reasonable step. As it
is, I consider that in population, in in-
terest, and in area, a separate constituency
could well and reasonably lie forned;
and I hope that when the Bill reaches a.
more advanced stage, the Governneut
will take soue step in this direction. It
is mly intention to support the second
rea-ding, and in Committee T shiall avail
ma 'yself of the opportunity of once mlore
bringing this question before hon. mem-
bers.

MR. JAMES (East Perth) : This dis-
cussion has shown the difficuilty which
must always arise in connection with such
a measure as this. I invariably have
groat admiration indeed for a Government
which introduces a measure for the pur-
pse of linitiug the number of mnembers,
of a House. There is al-ways a strong
temptattion to overlook the shortcomnings
of particular electorates which return fav-
ourable mnembers ; and if one does that,
one canl find plausibly good arguments for
the purpose of justifying the course taken.
For instance. I know the bon. iticinher
who championed thle caus~e of the elec-
torate of the DeGrey used strong argu-
ments, that is plausibly strong arguments,
for the purpose of advocating the reten-
tion of those three small electorates which
I think have been wisely eliminated. Thle
Government having done that, I shll he
inclined to support them. and to express
my thanks for having dlone it, mnore
especially when I bear in mind that those
three electorates at present return mewm-
1wr3 pledged to the present Government;
a~nd there can be no doubt whatever that
if those electorates were continued, they
would still send memnbers pledged tom Sup-
port the present Admninistration.

MR. A. FonLIST: And whyv should
they not ?

Ma. JAMNES : T do not wish to express
any reason why thv should not. I only
want to point out that, although we are
raising these inure or less technical oh~j c-
tions to a Bill of this sort, which are
alwayvs raised in connection with such
Bills, we should not overlook the fact
tha~t thle patty' responlsible for iiilro'tuc ing''

the Bill have at all events realised how
severe, how great, these disparities in
representation are, and have applied the
pruning kntife not altogether for their own
benefit as a party machine. To that
extent, I think this House owes its thanks
to the Government for having introduced
a measure on these lines. I am also in-
clined to agree with the Government to
this extent: in this colony in the past,
we have had representation based, not
upon population, hut in a large degree
upon area-upon electorates rather than
electors ; and during the course of the
last five years, owing to the sudden large
increase of population, thle time has
arrived when this principle hals to be
departed from. It was to a certain ex-
tent departed from when the last Re-
distribution of Seats Bill was introduced;
it is to a larger extent departed from in
the present Bill; but I think we should
lie wrong if we took uip the position of
insisting upon the Govern ment intro-
ducing a Bill wvhich would be theoreti-
cally correct. We have to bear in mind
that we in this colony are dealing WVith
two conflicting conditions: the old con-
dition, to which I have referred, and the
new, under which we. are constantly dis-
covering electorates which have sod-
denly been filled up -with an ever-
increasing number of people. In a mat-
ter such ats this, it is essential1 that the
Government and the House, in dealing
with this measure, should show a spirit
of compromise. No member of this
Hlouse baa so far contended for a6 strict,
bhoret ically proportionate representa-

tion. Nobod y asks for that; and I think
we nil realise that, not only should we
consider the number of people in an
electorate, but also the value of its
industries, and pewrhaps of its proprietary
rights. On the other hand, we have to
consider that most undesirable contin-
gency that thtose who introduced the Bill)
igh-t hive avoided their difficulties hr

saving: "We shall keep all thle existing9
nenihers, and add new memnbers to those

districts in which the population hag
increased." A Bill of this nature intro-
duced on that principle would reflect
little credit indeed upon the Govern-
ment; hut. the Government have not
adopted that principle: they have taken
upon their shoulders the responsibility, if
not of imtnitutig to us a Bill giving

Redistribution, etc.[ASSEMBLY.]
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representation on a population basis, at
all events a Bill which adopts that prin-
ciple to a large extent, cutting away the
representation given for some years past
to some of the older electorates of this
colony. I do not think it advisable
to approach the consideration of a Bill
like this with too much carping eriti-
cisin: we ought, on the contrary, to
recognise that the Government have
made a very great advance in intro-
ducing a Bill which, on the face of
it, so far as we can see, tends to
deprive the Ministry of loyal supporters.
Whilst we do not desire to increase the
number of members too largely, nor to
make great changes, we have at the same
time to give as many new members to as
many new electorates as will satisfy
reasonable wants and requirements. I
agree with the member for Albany (Mr.
Leake), that even if this Bill be passed on
the assumption that the tin-miners and
the coal-miners will be a large population,
and representatives are given where they
are asked for on the goldfields, before the
end of the new Parliament there would
be a clamour for a redistribution of seats.
If this colony is to move and grow at all,
we ought to look for and pray for an
agitation for redistribution of seats,
because that agitation would be a sign of
that vitality and. increasing population
we all desire to see. We would be
entirely wrong if, in approaching the
consideraition of the Bill, we soothed or
misled ourselves with the idea that by
this legislation we could remove all diffi-
culties, even for a period of two Parlia-
ments; because I feel confident that
whatever wve do now, there will be a
clamiour for redistribution within two
years. I fervently hope so, and the
larger die clamour and outcry, the
gladder I shall be, and I believe the
gladder every hon. member will be. At
the same time I should have been glad if
the Government bad seen their w"ay to
give increased representation to the
Eastern goldfields. The electorate of
Hannans, proposed in the Bill, seems
unduly large, if we bear in mind, as the
member for North-East Coolgardie (Mr.
Vosper) has pointed out, that the Boulder
and Kalgoorlie are only small elector-
ates.

THE PREMIER: As proposed in the
Bill, they are not so small.

MR. JAMES: So far as one can see
at present, the Harnnans district is comn-
p~aratively large, and wvith the information
I have at present, I think the member for
North-East Coolgardie could make out a
very strong case indeed for increased re-
presentation for the district he now repre-

Isents. Doubtless in connection wvith this
question there are details which cannot
be dealt with until the Bill is in Commit-
tee; but I hope before the Committee
stage is arrived at, we shall have more
information as to population within the
boundaries of the various proposed elec-

I torates. If the member for North Cool-
I gardie (Mr. Gregory) could give us some

infoi-matiou as to the number of residents
on the goldflelds, that information might
seriously influence hon. members in deal-
ing with the question. With the object
the Government have in view, they will
no doubt get the fullest and most accurate
information to enable hon. members to
judge as to the population on the gold-
fields, and in the proposed electorates. I

Ido not think we need fear the existence
Iof a goldfields party, which would. not,
in my opinion, be felt any more than is
the agricultural party, the pastoral party,
or the metropolitan party, in the House.
No doubt if questions cropped up con-
cerning the goldfields closely, the miem-
bers of the goldfields party would be
found voting in the same way, to protect

1the interests they represent; buat beyond
that, I feel absolutely certain that any
goldfields members in the future would
ac;t exactly as goldfields members have
acted in the past and act now. When a
question arose which did not vitally con-
cern the goldfields, they would occupy an
independent position, and vote in the
same free and independent way as other
members do. It is my desire that we
should realise this, becabuse there is a
strong tendency among those on the gold-
fields and ourselves on the coast, to
emiphasise the difficulties which arise
between us. No doubt there are duffi.

I culties at present, and we should do
I all we can to lessen them. If we were to

attempt to adopt proportional representa-
tion, it would injui-e and I think retard
the advent of that time, which we hope
is very close now, when mimeinhers fr-om
whatever part of the colony they come, or
whatever part of the colony they repre-
sent, will realise they are members for
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Western Australia, and, when they enter
the House, must do their best to serve
the interests of the whole colony. If we
adopted proportional representation, com-
paratively small and scattered electorates
would f~el themselves seriously injured,
because a great number of such electorates
would be destroyed, and we would be
creating that ill-feeling which we desire
to allay. Whiile dealing with the ques-
tion of redistribution, the Government
should have taken some steps for the
purpose of getting increased representa-
tion in the Legislative Council. I1 do
not like to see the number of members
in Either House unduly increased, but
there has been a large increase of popula-
tion in the metropolitan districts and on
the goldfields, and on that ground there
ought to be increased representation in
the Council.

THE PREmLER: The number of memn-
hers in the Council is half the number of
jnemblers in the Assembly.

MR. JAMES: Is that provided by the
Act ?

THE PREMI1ER: No; but the members
in the Legislative Council will be 24, as
against 48 members in the Assembly:
that is the same proportion as is provided
under the Commonwealth Bill.

MR. JAMES: But we axe not Bating
on that proportion now. Take the Eas-
tern Province for example: that is a very
large province, almost entirely controlled
by Perth suburban voters, and that is not
desirable.

THx PREMIER: That is not so in the
Bill.

MR. JAMES: Then you are altering
the boundaries.

THE PREMIEn: No doubt the Metro-
politan Province is vei-y large.

MRB. JAMES: Undoubtedly; and al-
though) on the basis of population it would
be entitled to increased representation, I
do not urge increased representation
seriously, because, broadly speaking, the
interests of Perth are not, perhaps, the
interests of that province. But the gold-
fields are entitled to a larger representa-
tion in the Legislative Council, and if the
Government could see their way to intro-
duce a clause creating a. nemv province,
largely if not entirely controlled by the
goldfields, I should be very glad to give
it my hearty support. I do not follow
the suggestion of the member for North-

East Coolgardie (Mr. Vesper), that there
ought to be a member for the new mining
districts of Greenbushes, Collie, and
Donnybrook. We ought not too hastily
Jump at the conclusion that we are going
to have a large permanent population in
those districts during the next two or
three years: that would be counting our
chickens before they are batched. We
are already providing for several changes;
and as regards the danger of the present
members being rejected by the new elec-
tors in those electorates, they no doubt
would be able to find seats as representa-
tives for somec other part of the colony.
I should be sorry to think the members
of the House wvho appreciate those gentle-
men so much would, uider the circum-
stances indicated, fail to show that appre-
ciation and not give them an opportunity
of seeking re-election. The member for
Albany (Mr. teake) referred to one point
to which I would like to draw the atten-
tion of the Premier, and it is a point for
consideration in Committee. By the Elec-
toral Act we provide that if any voter is
on an existing roll, when the new Act
comes into force his name can be trans-
ferred to the new roll, and then he has a
right to vote, although his name has not
been on the new roll for six months. In
the Constitution Bill, which I suppose
overrides the ElectoralBill, Clause S0says:

Every person of the ago of 21 years being a
natural born or naturalised subject of Her
Majesty, and not subject to mny legal in-
capacity, who shall have resided in Western
Australia for six months shall, subject to the
provisions of this Act, if qualified a in this
section is provided, be entitled to be registered
as an elector, and when registered for six
months, to vote for a member.
The Constitution Bill, therefore, says that
the voter must be on the register for six
months before he is entitled to vote.

THE PREMIER: Clause 72 provides for
existing voters.

MR. JAMES: But if you turn to Clause
72, you will see the effect is that names
are taken off the existing rolls and put
on the new roll; but it does not say that
those persons shall have the right to vote
although they have not been there six
months. It simply puts their names on
the roll. Then Clause 30 conies into
operation, and says the names must have
been on the roll six months. At any rate,
that is the construction of the two pro-
visions which suggested itself to me.
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THE PREMIER: Having the name on
the roll gives, the right to vote.

MR. JAM1ES: But only after the name
has been there six months.

Tux PREMLER: That refers to future
voters, not existing voters.

MR. JAMES:- But it even applies, I
should think, to existing voters, because
it makes no exception. Can an Electoral
Act to that extent modify a Constitution
ActP I may be wrong in my idea, and
the Attorney General can look into the
matter.

Ma. InrsoGwowRn: It requires looking
into.

THE PREMIER : If a man is on the roll
he is entitled to vote.

MR. JAMES: However, we need not
argue that matter now. r should be glad.
if, ina dealing with an important question
like this, the House and the Government
could see their way to give increased
representation to Hannans and Kanowna.
That increased representation might be
given by adding Greenough to Gerald-
ton, and giving an additional member
to the goldfields districts I have men-
tioned. Greenough represents no in-
terest, and in 1898 it had 185 electors as
against 178 in 1899; so that instead of
increasing in number, like all the other
electorates, Greenough has actually de-
creased.

THE PREMIER:- But when the fran-
chise is extended to women, what will be
the effect ?

MRf. JAMES: But the fact remains
that there has been this decrease in the
number of electors in the one year.

Tau PREMITER: There is a population
of 1,000 there.

Mn. JAMS:- But will there be vot-
ing power of 1,000 ?

THE PiRMIER: Not quite.
Mis. JAMES: We cannot remove all

d isparities and inequalities, but we should
remove all we can, without doing any in-
justice by too sudden a chiange. That is
why I say some small electorates should
be eliminated, unless they are required
for the purpose of protecting some in-
dustry. If the redistribution of seats
can be carried out in that way, I shall
have pleasure in supporting the Bill.
The Government deserve our thanks for
itroducing this. measure. They have
done what few Governments would have
the pluck or courage to do:- they have

introduced a Bill which strikes out small
electorates, the members for which have
supported the Government in the past,
and would no doubt support them in the
future,

Mn.t CONNOR (East Kimberley) - Al-
though I was not prepared to speak to-
night, yet as it is desired we should go
on I may as well give bon. members my
views. Notwithstanding what the mnem-
her for Albany (Mr. Leake) suggested.
that I might be the member to come
back to represent Kimberley, still I want
to enter my protest against the amalga-
mation of East and West Kim berley;
and in doing so I may seem to be intro-
ducing into the subject a. local matter.
I want to enter my protest against the
suggestion that this Bill should interfer
with the representation of one of the
districts in the colony which I consider is,
next to the Great Boulder district, one
of the great mining centres; I refer to
the district I have the hionour to repre-
sent. I hold that the district of East
Kitberley, and I may couple with it the
district of West Kimberley, are at the
present time the backbone of the colony,
as they contain the entire pastoral indus-
try of the colony. In East and West
Kimberley we have nearly 200,000 head
of cattle.

MR. VosrER : Have they got -votes ?
Mn. CONNOR: No; but we have

some animals there with long ears who
will try to get votes, and they are not
connected with the Press, either.

MR. Vospsn: Very few of them are.
MR. CONNOR: Not only have we the

pastoral industry, which will bear a great
deal of talking about, but we hiave the
original goldfield of Western Australia.
East Kiinberley is the parent of the gold-
mining industry, which has been the means
of bringing population to this country.
Th Kimberley there exist at the present
time deposits of gold, not perhaps as
rich as those in the Eastern goldfields
districts,. but we have rich gold mines
there which will be worked in days to
come, and which will probably be in ex-
istence and producing gold when some of
the immense and very rich deposits
which are now attracting notice will
have been forgotten. The ores in the
Kimberley mines are not of the same
richness as those on the Eastern gold-
fields, hut the lodes are more defined,

cowtitillion Bill.
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the reefs are more defined, and I gire it
as mky opinion that we have a great many
mines there which will be worked by and
by.

MR. VesPE.R: You have more stone
there.

Mft. CONNOR: But nut so much
"brass " as in another place. The Hint-

herley golddields are worthy of the con-
sideration of the House, although now
they are in a depressed state, which is
due entirely to the cost of living, and to
the fact tfAt the richer goidfields have
drawn the population away;i but in the
future there will be in Kimiberley a great
goldfield which will require representa-
tion in this House, and which when the
time comes this House will be bound to
give. There is a very large coastline
round East and West Kiinberley, and I
intended giving some figures in connection
with this, hut I did not think the debate
on the second reading would be finished
to-night, therefore I am not prepared
with the figures. On that coastline are
some of the finest harhours in Australia,
anid at the back of those harbours
there is some of the finest pastoral
country in Austiralia. At Wyndhamu,
the harbo-ur runs 60 miles inland, anid
there is a harbour 60 miles long, which
could accomimodate the whole of the
British fleet anchored safely, almost
within a stonle's throw of the shore.
Right up to the shore, where the ships
can come alongside, there is en'pllrrnt
country, not sour country, but good pas-
toral country. We have another important
industry connected with Kimuberley: I
refer to the great pearling industry, which
is worthy of some considferation. 'Surely
this indutstryv should not be wiped out, as
far as representation is concernied. in this
House. These three industries, the pearl-
ing industry, the gold-mininig industry,
and thle pastoral industry-the pick of the
pastoral industry in the colony-shlould
have some consideration, although the
population in the North is not such as we
could wish. The pearling industry has
been die means, of helping this colony' be-
fore thle great goldfields were discovered;
then gold was discovered in Kimberley,
which was, the means of the gold being
discovered in other parts of the colony
afterwards. The pastoral industry, which
embraces nearly a qpuarter of Western
Australia, should not he forgotten. I do

not think the representation which East
and West Kimnberley now have should be
changed. It may seem that I am speak
ing of a personal matter, but I do not
suppose mny opinion would be taken fox
much were I not representing one of the
Kimberley districts myself; but being
the representative of East Kimuberley, and
as I have had the honour and pleasure
of being the first representative of the
gold-miuing industry in this House, I
think I am entitled to say some-
thing on this matter. I claim the sym-
pathy and support of every member
representing the gold-iniing industry
who sits in this House, because I repre-
sent the parent of that industry which
brought the population here; and I claimi
that the representation of the district
Should not be wiped out. In commnittee,
I hope I 'can claim the support of niem-
hers when I1 miove an amendment that
these two constituencies be not amnalga-
mated, I might draw bon, members'
attention to the fact that it would be anl
unhappy state of affairs if we were bound
to live entirely on the gold-inuing in-
dustry, and if we had no other industry
which we could develop, or which deserved
developing. Is there no other industry
which deserves consideration than thle
gold-mining industry ? I have been a
consistent supporter of the gold-mining
industry since I have been in the House,
but I hold we are not wholly dependent
on the gold-mining industry; and if we
place in the hands of the gold-miners the
control of the country, we shall not be
doing what we were sent here to do:
we shall not he carrying out our duty.
In the North of this colony there are
millions and millions of acres suitable for
pastoral and agricultural purposes, or nt
least suitable for pastor-al purposes, for
growing tropical products; and if we give
no representation to that part of the
country, and take away the representa-
tion it has at present, it will he as mnuch
as to say "1We do not require that." How
are the people on the goldfields to be
supplied, if we do not foster the Northern
part of our colony ? Are we to do what
we have been doing before, take the
wealth from this colony and send it to
Victoria, New South Wales, and South
Australia, instead of fostering our own
places and industries? If we do that, it
will be a sad state of affairs.

[ASSEMBLY.] Rediefribution, etc.
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MR. MORGANqS: That is what federa-
tion will do for you.

Ma. CONNOR: We are not talking of
federation now. I do not mean to oppose
the second reading of the Bill, but I
intend to move an amendment in refer-
ence to the two districts of which I have
particularly spoken. It was a very un-
graceful act on the part of the Premier,
who I believe was responsible for this
Bill, to take the representation away from
three of the districts which have been not
only supporting him and his Govern-
inent, but comprise people who have
helped to develop the industries of the
colony, and, have work-ed hard for it.
I will not talk about myself, further
than to ask, what man has done more
for the benefit of this country than the
member who at present represents the
Ashiburton (HEon. S. Hurt)?~ I do not
know of one. There is ani industry which
has been talked about a. good deal lately,
namely, the coal industry, and we are
doing the right thing in tryinug to develop
it. When the time comes for the subject
to be brought before the House, I shall
support direct representation for Green-
bushes and the Collie coalfields. Speak-
ing about that reminds me that at
Wyndhain, where there is one of the
finest hiarbours of Australia, there is
Shale which is an almost certain indlica-
tion of coal; and if this industry' can he
established, especially with the possibili-
ties of supply' ing the Eastern islands and
countries, and getting a large shipping
trade at Wyndhiam, we shall require
another redistribution of seats. Shale is
there, and I believe it is a greasy shale;
and, if we keep the member, we will
develop the country all the better for it.
To do away with a member is not the way
to get development, for any district has at
better chance of development when it has
a member in Parliament. Let the mnem-
ber stay in, and wve will have a better
chance of developing the coal at Wynd-
ham.

MR. ILLItJGWORTH: Why have you not
done it ?

MR. COINNOR{: There is a lot Ihad to
say in connection with this subject, but as
it seems to be the wish of members that
the Bill should go through without much
discussion, and I have not had the
pleasure of being present to bear the
ideas of other members, I will not discuss

the question ait any length. I will only
say the right to increase the num-
ber of representatives of the colony
is not disputed; but I would like to
impress upon members that it does;
not follow there is a right to take away
representation already existing, which
representation was not created without
a sufficient and just reason. There is no
retrograde movement in the North of the
colony, so far as the productions of it are
concerned, which justifies taking away
the right to elect a member, which was
created seven years ago. If there were a
retrograde movement it would be a dif-
ferent matter, but development is incr-eas-
ing every day. Look at the export that
takes place from Derby. I am not quite
certain about the expo)rts there, but this
year the exports from Wyndhanm will
represent £80,000, and next year perhaps
£100,000. The amnount goes on increas-
ing.

MR. A. FORREST: £800,000.
ME. OONNOR: I am talking purely

from the pastoralist's point of view, from
the property point of view if you like,
and thre view is one we have no right to
ignore. I credit myself with being as
democratic as most members, and I am
not afraid to get up and express my
opinions. I say we must not ignore the
fact that if we do not develop these out-
lying countries with capital, we will not
get the population. The first thing is to
develop these countries withY capital, and,
if von wish to kill the monopolies to a
certain extent, get people there, and you
will soon bring those monopolies down.
What we want in this colony is more
population. I wish to enter may protest
against the decrease in the representation
for the North of this coliny, and par-
ticularly against the amalgamation of the
two Kimberleys into one district. When
the time comes I stall move in Committee
that this be altered. I beg to support
the second reading of the Bill, with that
idea.

MR. WALLACE (Yalgoo) : I desire,
in common with other members, to ex-
press my appreciation, and to thank the
leader of the Government for bringing
down the measure to the House so
promptly. It is with regret I reflect on
the remark made by the Prenmier the
other evening, that owing to some form
which the niew Electoral Bill has to go
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through, we will be unable to go to the
country on this Redistribution of Seats
Bill so soon as we had hoped. 1, for one,
am prepared to go to thle country on this
Redistribution Bill under the old Act.

A MEmBER: You areipiled out.
MR. WALLACE: I recognise I am

wiped out, and do not regret it, because
I am prepared to sacrifice my position to
satisfy the popular cry for more represen-
tation; but I wish to point out a little
objection I have to the suggestion that
my constituency, which is principally a
nuning one, shall be thrown in with an
agricultural constituency. It cannot be
denied that the great trouble with the
iners has been that they have,- con-

sidered themselves unduly taxed in order
to foster the agricultural industry; and
yet, after the careful consideration of the
Premier and his colleagues, we find that
one hon. gentleman (whom I believe it
would be hard to defeat, no matter under
what conditions we went to the country),
is to be asked to represent anl agricultura
constituency and a mining constituency.
I declare now that it will prove impossible
for that gentleman, or any other, to
represent interests wvhich clash as these
clash; and when we go into Committee I
may suggest some amendment which will
alter that boundary. In doing so I shall
have no desire to complain of having been
obliterated; but in the interests of that
portion of the new district which I
represent, I should like to point out that
the proposal is unjust to the agricul-
turists, to the miners, and to the member
who will be asked to represent them.
" Yalgoo " is a name which has always
been very pleasing to the Premier: it
has caused him to Smile and to laugh
heartily at times, even when the mem ber
for Yalgoo stood up in his place to Speak;
and I have no doubt that no one iii this
House is better satisfied than the Premier
that Yalgoo has been left out of the new
Bill. I will now tell the Premier that,
notwithstanding his desire to obliterate
the name of " Yalgoo," still I have every
confidence that 1, personally, will not be
obliterated. [MR. DOHERTY: Hear, hear.]
It is not with the feeling that I shall be
obliterated that I seek to point out what
I consider will be an injustice to a poi-tion
of the miners in the Yalgoo district, but
it is simply because I sincerely believe
that they cannot be represented by the

same man who will represent an agricul-
tural district. At the same time, I have
no desire to suggest that any districts
should be obliterated or amalgamated;
but I feel sure that the Premier will
refer, if he has not already referred, to
the number of persons on the elec-
toral roll, and that he will find that
there are many places which have con-
siderably fewer names on the roll than
Yalgoo, and many places, too, wvhich have
not the prospects which Yalgoo has; and
notwithstanding, that, we find that the
Preniier has carefully outlined certain
districts, and has given them representa.-
tion in this House, while he has mutilated
Yalgoo to such an extent that the people
will not know where they are, and it will
be difficult in time to come for people
living in the three divisions proposed to be
made in the Yalgoo district to know who
is their representative, or in which district
they live. Regarding the other matters
in connection with plural voting and thle.
term of residence reo uired before men canl
get on the roll, I 8hall be pleased to give
my few little words when in Committee.
I have no desire at present to prolong the
debate on this Bill, because I have heard
a wish expressed by some lion. members
that they would like it finished to-night,
though I think it is impossible to finish
it to-night if we desire to be fair to
members unavoidably absent, and I hope
the Premier will waive his objection, and
will agree to the adjournment of the
debate in order that absent members may
have a chance of speaking: I intend to
support the second reading, and to follow
it with amendments.

MR. GREGORY (North Coolgardie):
I move the adjournment of the debate.
I promised several members to do so.

Tns PREMIER: Who are they?.
Mn. GREGORY: Mr Holmes and

others.
MRt. MORGANS: They all intend to

support the second reading. Why adjourn
the debate?

THE Psnrms: Those members ought
to stay in the House. They go away and
expect all the business to stop for them.

MR. GREGORY: I consider the main
question in the Bill now before us is that
of redistribution, and I hardly think we
can look upon the scheme proposed by
the Government as fair and equitable.
In the first place I am strongly of opinion
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that the Government should provide a
little extra representation in the Legis-
lative Council for the people on the gold-
fields. According to the Premier's own
statement, the goldfields representation is
a little less than one-third. I join issue
with him on these figures.

THE PnaSnniE: They are the Registrar
General's figures.

MR. GREGORY: Taking the popula-
tion as 40,000, we have, only one-eighth.

THE PREMIER: One-eighth of whatP
MR. GREGORY: Only one-eighth in

the Upper House, of which I am speak-
ing. You ought to give us a little more
representation in the Upper House; and
when we get into Committee on this Bill,
I hope the Government will agree to a
greater representation in another place
for the goldfields. But in regard to the
figures the Premier has given this House
to the effect that there is only a popula-
tion of 40,000 on the Coolgardie gold-
fields, I contend that the population is
over 60,000. There are Some 35,000 in
Kalgoorlie.

TUE PREMIER: You only guess at that
number.

MR. GREGORY: I do no more than
you do, because your estimate must be a
guess.

THE PREMIER: NO; I too], the Re-
gistrar General's figures.

MR. GREGORY: Why did you not
take the basis of the names upon the
electoral rolls?

THE PREMIER: Address the Chair, and
not me. Address the Speaker.

Ma. GREGORY: I beg, your pardon.
It is a great pleasure to receive a lesson
mn manners from the Premier. In Cool-
gardie there are, I believe, about 12,000
people ; in the North-East Coolgardie
electorate there are from 7,000 to 8,000;
in North Coolgardie and Mount Margaret
there are some 10,000; bringing up the
total, with the 85,000 in Kalgoorlie which
I previously mentioned, to 64,000.

THE PREMIER: There are are 75,000
in the metropolitan districts.

MR. GREGORY: I do not think there
are. Let us take the rolls as a fair basis.
In the metropolitan district there are
some 14,500 on the rolls, and they return
eight members; in the four Coolgardies
are 14,000 people, returning four mem-
bers, and under the new scheme it is pro-
posed to give those people seven members.

The district of East Coolgardie, with
5,674 persons on the roll, is to have three
members; and North-East Coolgardie,
with 3,368 on the roll, is to have one
member. When one looks at the number
of electors on the rolls in those various
districts, some of those smaller districts,
,a suggested, could be inerged into one
another, so as not to increase the number
of miembers in the House if we can
possibly avoid it. We might merge one
or two together, giving a few more inem-
bet-s to those goldfields. In this Bill the
Premnier has seen fit to obliterate or
,,wipe cut," as it is called, the district of
Yalgoo, wfiic-h has some 194 persons on
the roll. Then we have Greenough, a
small agricultural district, with 179 on the
the roll; aud we have the Irwin, with 106
on the roll, these two districts adjoining
oue another; and I ami sure these districts
might well have been made into one elec-
torate. The pastoral districts have suffered
to some extent, and the goldfields are sup-
posed to get some slight additional re-
presentation: Ibut when one weighs the
advantages and looks at figures, one finds
that the Government have carefully added
extra members for metropolitan and semi-
metropolitan constituencies, and have still
retainied the same power that they have
had in the past. I do not altogether be-
lieve in giving representation on the basis
of popuilation. That would not be fair,
because we cannot look for as large popu-
lations in the agricultural districts as are
found in the mnetr-opolitan and the gold-
fields districts; and agricultural districts
should, no doubt, have reasonable re-
presentation. In my o ii the con-
stituencies of Irwin and GrenouLgh might
be amalgamated, and there are several
other constituencies of a similar de-
scription. These points, however, can be
dealt with in Committee; and I, for one,
hope the Premier will see his way to give
one extra member to the Kalgoorlie dis-
trict, and another to North-East Cool-
gardie.

MR. MORGANS: What about Coolgar-
dieP

MR. GREGORY : There are only 3,295
electors on the roll for Coolgardie, accord-
ing to the latest reur-ns.

MR. MORGANS: There are many more
now.

MR. GREGORY: I am speaking on the
authority of a return received to-day from
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the Inspector of Rolls, dealing with the
year ending June last. I1 must con-
gratulate the Government on altering the
life of the Parliament from four Years to
three, because that course is only right in
a new country such as this. People on
the goldfields have to take their repre-
sentatives very much on trust, because
they are all comparatively Strangers
to each other; and when a country is
developing at such a rate as this country
is, three years is quite long enough for a
Parliament to exist. I cannot say I like
the qualification for electors as laid down
in Clause 30, sand I hope that in Corn-
miittee some alteration will be Mdade in this
direction . A. person who has been six
months in the colony is entitled to have
his name ref sre but he has to be re-
gistered six months befor-e he gets a vote.
There are numbers of people who have
been seven to ten years in the colony and
have never yet been on the roll, and surely,
having been that length of time in the
colony, they should be allowed to exercise
the vote if they' wish to. I would p~refer
that a person who has been twelve months
in the colony, and has got his name on the
roll, should be allowed to vote straight
away. As the Bill stands now, it would
be utterly impossible for a person who
got his name on the roll to take advantage
of the privilege for the next general
election, and it wvould, in my opinion, be
much better if the Government had pro-
posed a system of electors' rights which,
besides being a great convenience, would
have been a. source of revenue.

TaE PREMIER: Who would pay the
revenue

MR. GREGORY: The people would
pay it. If there was a system of electors'
rights, it would be possible to find out
whose fault it was if any names were not
on the roll. Under the present system I1
have known hundreds of claims sent in to
electoral registrars, and the papers have
simply been thrown into the waste-paper
basket. I know lliatlunder the Electoral
Act a receipt has to be sent by the
registrar, but with a system of electors'
rights, that receipt would be handed to
the applicant ait once, and if his name did
not appear on the roll, it would be easy'
to find out the officer who was to blame.
Under die Bill, members of the West
Australian- Clubi or of the Weld Club
would all be able to get on the roll as

owvners of propei-tv, because the Bill does
not limit die number which can be placed*Ion the roll for any given property. There
might be twventy or- thirty members of a
club, and they would all be entitled to a
vote.

']'HE PREMIER: Memibers of a club are
not owners, but simply trustees for the
owners.

MR. GREGORY: Th Victoria there
was a very similar provision. in the Act,
and the same point arose there; and it
should be distinctly provided that for
any property, no more than three voters
should be placed on the roll. I want to
raise my voice against the system of plural
voting. It has already been pointed out
that the property-owner has his rep-e-
sentation in the Upper House, which pro-
vides him with, as it were, a second vote,
and I do not see why the-e should be
plural voting for the Legislative Assembly.
I hope the system of plural voting will
be abolished; mor-e especially when, under
the provisions of the Bill, a person is
allowed to vote by proxy.

THE PREMIER: Not by proxy.
MR. GREGORY: Well, it is a system

of absentee voting, and a man may sit in
his office on the goldfields and vote for
several districts without any trouble to
himself.

M.S. A. FORREST: It takes some trouble.
MR. GREGORY: There is not much

trouble, because a, property-owner's name
is simply transferred from the municipal
roll to the electoral i-oll ; and such prop-
erty-owners have power to influence elec-
tions all over the colony. I sincerely
hope the House will reject the system,
because now, in no other colony, is there
plural voting.

THE PREMIER: Yes; there is in Vic-
toria.

MR. GREGORY: Victoria has abol-
ished plural voting.

THE PREMIER: Not yet.
MRt. GREGORY: The Victorian Legis-

lative Council have decided to abolish
it.

THE PREMIER: There. is plural voting
in Queensland.

MRt. GREGORY: I think plural voting
has been abolished in Queensland : 1 read
something to that effect in the news-
papers only yesterday. At any rate, the
Victorian Legislative Council have de-
cided to abolish plural voting.
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The PREMIER: There has been plural
voting for about 40 years in Victoria.

MR. GREGORY: I hope there will not
be plural voting so long in this colony,
because it is founded on bad principle.

TuE PREMIER: I do not think so.
MR. GREGORY: The sooner we get

rid of plural voting the better. It is my'
intention to support tie second reading
of the Bill, and I hope, when we get into
Committee, the representation given to
die goldfields will be more in accordance
with the great wealth and value of that
part of the country. The goldfields made
Western Australia what the colony is
to-day. We on the goldfields do not ask
for representation on the basis of popu-
lation, but representation on a fair and
equitable basis.

MR. DOHERTY (North Fremantle):
I think the Bill very fairly treats the
electorates, except the one I have some
interest in (North) ;and I would be
doing that district a, great wrong if I did
not enter my protest. The people in
that district have lived there a great
number of years, tinder adverse circum-
stances, trying to biaild tip this country.
It may appear a small thing, to people not
immnediately associated with the district,
but the northern country gives a daily
supply to the market of this colony of a
very necessary article. Year by year tine
trade is increasing, and we cannot antici-
pate the great possibility before that
pastoral iunstry' . In 'years to come we
shall count our stock by millions, and
not by thousands, as we do to-day. Then
we shall be exporting to England, to
Manilla, and to Africa, and I may tell
bon. nmembers that negotiations are now
going on to supply the South African
miarket with meat. This industry gave
revenue to the country wvhen there was
very little revenue from otter sources ;
still the representation of this district is
to be wiped out,. It is impossible to
amalgamate the East Kimnberley with the
West. The people in the two districts
live and think differently from one
another. The people in East Kimberley
employ nothing but white Labour; they
discard the Chiniuman; I do not think
three Ohinamen could be found in East
Kimberley, and very few blacks are em-
ployed. The whole of the work is given
to white people. In West Kiiberley' the
people associate with the natives, and

while in East Kimnbei-ley we try to edu-
cate the natives up to the white standard,
in West Kiiuberley it is the opposite.
How can at respectable community like
East Kimberley associate with 'West
Kim berley? It it is attempted to con-
nect the two there will be a war. The
stockmen will be going over the ranges
and annexing the stock from the other
side.

MR. A. FORRST: And bringing the
tick over.

ME. DOHERTY: If lion. members
will only give this matter due considera-
tion. they will not allow the Government

Ito simply discard the district for the pur-
pose of satisfying the clamour of the
Public. When the Governiment get nice
things said about them by such members
as the member for East Perth (Mr.
James) -and it was only by a misfortune
that the member for East Perth did not
represent East Kimberley; Ile tried his
utmost, but was not elected -the Govern-
"lent are prepared to give way. The
member for East Perth says nice things
about the Government, and the Govern-
tiet ai-e willing to listen to him. The
Government should not discard the meni-
hers for those constituencies who have
supported them ;and the member for
East Kirnberley-I think 1 know him-
and the member for West Kimberley
have given the Government undivided
support. Because the members for- the
goldfields want tine pastoral industry
wiped out, the Government should not
give in to them. We have goldfields
members. There is the member for
Yilgoo -

MR. WALLACE: Yatlgoo ivoull not
plead to the Government like you are
pleading.

Ma. DOHERTY: 1 do not know what
your particular line is.

THE PREmiFE: No one else, either.
I MR. DOHERTY: There is another

Ilarge industry in this country wvhich may
icome under the head of " mining," but
which is so distinct from gold-mnining
that I am not sure whether it should
come under the Minister for Railways.
At any rate, if the industry is to flourish,
it must come under a Minister separate
f rom that Of the gold-mining industry. I
refer to the Collie coal. We have at
Colliefields one of thme best seams of coal
in the world: the quality of the coal is
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not equal to the quality of other coals,
but for the size of the seanm and the
purity of the coal, the seam is equal to
any in the world. The output of the
mines on the Colliefields in a short time
will over-supply the colony' . The coal-
mining industry has no one to speak for
it iu this House. The Commissioner of
Railways no doubt wants to put all the
profit fromn the coal mines down to the
railways. If there is one particular in-
dustry in this colony which requires
representation, it is the Collie coal.

MR. A. FORST: I think the coal in-
dustry is very well represented.

MR. DOHE RTY: If we give the Collie
coalfields distinct representation we shall
be doing a great deal of good.

ME. GEoaGE: Are not the Collie people
atisfied with the present membher?

MEL. DOHERTY: Who is he?
MR. GEORGE: Mr. Venn.
MR. DOHERTY: That will be seen

when the election comes round. I shall
support the second reading of the Bill,
but in Committee I shall insist-there is
no other way of putting it-that East
and West Kimberley and the Ashburton
districts shall be restored.

MR. OL4DHAM (North Perth): I did
not in tend to address myself to this ques-
tion until we camne to the Committee
stage, but I am compelled to rise to pro-
test against the argument used Iby the
member for North Fremantle (Mr.
Dolierty). I desire first of all to con-
gratulate the Government upon the
measure they have brought forward. It
is a, fair and liberal Bill, I far better one
than I anticipated; therefore, I desire to
express iy grv atification that this Bill
has been brought in for our, consideration.
The provisions in the Hill with regard to
the electors' claims, and the receipts for
(:1imns are everything that can Uo desired,
and they should receive the commienda-
tion of every liberalminded man in the
community. I consider this provision
extremely, beimficial, and it will prevent
an occurrence of a episode whichi happened

inin vowvii conttec tteLs lc
tion, *or just prviu t ither astrec
300, orsomething over 300 claims sent
out, aud they were lost somehow or oilier
in the registrar's office; the result being
that a constituency which ought to have
numblered about 800 voters, was finally
made up wvithi a number of about 411. I

just want to deal with the argument ad-
vanced by the hon. member for North Fre-
mantle for the retention of members for the
two Kimberleys. I can easily understand
thearguments advancedby the hon. gentle-
men who represent these two districts,
but I am astonished that any member of
this House can get up and advance an
argument which is abhorred in all English-
speaking- countries, and only finds a place
in the most rotten of all countries which
have endeavout-ed to assimilate English
pninciples for their government (I moan
the United States); that is, advocating the
spoils to the victors; and simply because
a constituency is likely to return members
to support one particular Government, the
justice of their case is not to be taken
into consideration. It is not a matter of
representation of interests, or of repre-
sentation on a population basis, but
simply that those constituencies have in
the past sent men who will support one
particular Government, and will continue
to send such men in the future. I
sincerely trust the Government will not
stoop to such a process as that. If there
are any arguments why those two con-
stituencies should retain their representa-
tion, let us have them; but for goodness
sake do not. let us debase the Government
by grunting representation because of the
favours they have received and are likely
to receive.

MRs. CONNORs: Is the hon. member in
order in attributing motives to me per-
sonallyP

THE SPEAKER: Oh, no; be has not
done that. The lion. membhr is quite in
order.

MR. CONNsOR: I merely ask your
opinion.

THE SPEAKER: The lion. member is in
order.

Mu. OLiDHAM: I have no desire
whatever to impute motives to the hon.
member. I tried to make it plain I quite
understood the arguments lie advanced,
and that there might be something in
them.

Mu. CONNOR: You said I would be
returned for the express purpose of assist-
ing this Governmient. .1 understood you
to say 50.

THE SPEAKER: No.
MR. OLD HAM: The hon. member has

quite misunderstood me. I *vas dealing
with the remarks which fell from the mem-
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ber for North Fremantle (Mr. Doherty),
who advocated the retention of these two
constituencies on grounds different f rom
those urged by the members who so ably
represent those districts at the present
time. I oniy rose to protest as strongly
as I can against the principles advocated
by my friend the member for North Fre-
mantle.

MR. GEORGE (Murray) : I indorse
every word uttered by the member for
North Perth (Mr. Oldham), and I think
this House has never beard a meaner
sentiment uttered in it than the senti-
ment that a constituency should be re-
tained because it hats returned members
who have supported the Government, in
return for favours received one way or
other. I do not think the House has
ever heard a more mean sentiment
uttered within its precincts.

THE SPEAKER, before putting the
question, said: The Constitution Act
provides that there must be an absolute
majority to carry either the second or the
third reading of any Bill brought in for
the alteration of the Constitution of the
colony. I have counted the House, and
I find that there are 23 members here,
which number is an absolute majority.
The question is that the Bill be now read
a second time.

Question passed on the voices, without
dissent.

Bill read a second time.
On motion by the PREMIER, the House

resolved into Committee, in order to
embody certain amendments pro fornzd.

IN COMMITTEE.

Onl motions by the PREMTIER, certain
amendments (as printed in the Notice
Paper) were miade in the Bill without
discussion, for the purpose of being
printed.

Bill reported with the amendments
macie pro forind.

MR. GEORGE: I think the inexperi-
enced members of this House are entitled
to a little explanation. Several lion.
members halve informed me-I do not
know whether they have been "pulling
my leg"-that this action which has just
been taken means that the Bill has
passed through Committee absolutely.

THE PREMIER: No, no.
Mu. GEORGE: Will the Speaker

kindly inform me whether this is so?

THE SPEAKER: I will inform the
lion. member, if he will sit down. When
a member in charge of a Bill desires to
make numerous amendments after the
second reading, it is a convenient form
that lie should move that the Hill be com-
mnitted pro jbrnnZ, for the purpose of
having those amnendments printed and
inserted in the Bill before the Committee
deals with the measure. Thefaction which
hasl just been taken does not take away
any right of discussing the Bill in
Committee. When the House goes into
Committee again on the Bill, these
amendments will have been printed and
incorporated with the measure.

Report adopted. Ordered, that the Bill
be reprinted with the amendments.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 11 p.m. until

the next day.

Wednesday, 6th September, 1899.

Question: Agrricultural Bansk, Branch for Gemalaton-
Question: Rnilway Excursion Fares-Qeto

Raiwa Excursion Pans, Perth.Alhany-Queston!
Brekea Islund Light-Mines Regulation Act
A~nendment Bill, first reading-Return: Railiay
and 'relegnph Employees, Particulars-Motion:
Agricultuals Bank, Brnnh for Oemaldtou (with.
drawn)-Motiou:; Leud Ore, Bonuts-Motion for
Papes: vessels delayed at Freanautle-Motion for
Paper: Freinutle WrSupply-Motion: Alluvial
Flats, to Dredge or Sluice; Auueneluints-Motion
for ; Papers: Mail Service, Nortls-Rurn Lands Ina-
rc~n il hr Aeai;Ro and Streets

,osre ill A..denta. epot;reported-
Mufnicipal Institutions Bill -Motion to refer,
negatived-Adjournment.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at

4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

QUESTION-AGRICULTURAL BANK,
BRANCH FOR GERALDTON.

MR. ROBSON asked the Conmmis-
sioner of Crown Lands: 11 Whlether any


