Chinese Petition :

M=z. THOMAS: As would be seen in
Hansard, the member for Mount Mar-
garet, on the previous occasion, objected
to charges for hire of two aborigines
appearing amongst items of flour and
kerosene, as this showed that aborigines
weve treated as merchundise. He (Mr,
Thomas) had produced bills in which the
time of white men was charged for
together with lead and cotton-waste, thus
showing the absurdity of the hon. mem-
ber’s contention.

Mr. Tariow rose to continue the dis-
cussion.

On motion by the COLONIAL SECRETARY,
progress reported and leave given to sit
again.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 11-20 o'clock,
until the next day.

Legislatibe Council,
Thursday, 4th December, 1902.
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Tae PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PravERrs.

PETITION—CHINESE AND FACTORIES
BILL.

Hown. A. G. JENKINS presented a
petition from Chinese merchants and
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Questions.

residents agninst Clause 74 of the
Factories and Shops Bill.

Petition received, read, and ordered to
be considered in connection with the Bill
when in Jommittee.

QUESTION—KIMBERLEY RESERVE,
REMOTUNTS.

How. W. MALEY asked the Minister
for Lands: 1, Have the Government
decided to offer for pastoral lease Tem-
porary Reserve 8215, Kimberley (at
present reserved for breeding remounts).
2, In view of the large area and magnifi-
cent position of the reserve, do the
(Government propose advertising the land
before receiving applications. 3, How
many remounts have been bred on the
one million acres in the reserve, 4, Do
the Government propose breeding re-
mounts in any other portion of the State.
5, Has any other land been set apart for
the purpose.

Turg MINISTER FOR LANDS
replied: 1, Yes. 2, Yes. 3, None. g4,
No. 5, No.

QUESTION—ESPERANCE HARBOUR,
REPORT.

How. A, G. JENKINS asked the
Minister for Lands: Will the Govern-
ment consider the advisability of obtain-
ing an independent expert report on the
suitability of the port of Esperance as a
harbour ?

Tre MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: It is not customary to call for
independent expert opinion until the
usual advisers on the question have first
reported.

QUESTION—PARKER'S RANGE DAM.

Hor. T. F. O. BRIMAGE asked the
Minister for Lands: 1, Is it the intention
of the Government to repair the Parker’s
Range dam. 2, Are the Government
aware that the dam was full this winter.
3, Are they aware that the dam leaks, and
that all the water is lost. 4, Do they
intend to take action and make the dam
watertight. 5, What would be the cost
of asphalting the dam. &, Has anyone
reported on the dam since its construction.

Tgr MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, The tank does not need repairs,
it never having been lined, and the ques-
tion of rendering it watertight Ly means
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of some description of lining hag been
considered more than once, but owing to
the fact that the population in the vicinity
is too small to justify the comparatively
large expenditure that would be necessary,
it was decided to defer the work. z, Yes.
3, The tank is not in natural holding
ground, and, in the absence of lining, the
water rapidly ieaks away. 4, See answer
to No. 1. 5, £4,400 for the excavated
portion, containing two and a half million
gollons, as it i3 necessary, owing to the
isolated nature of the place, not only to
provide aspbalt, but also other works in
order to insure success; but if a certain
amount of risk is taken of possible
damage, sufficient work could be done to
make certain of retaining one million
gallons for the sum of £2,000. 6, Yes;
reports bave been received from time to
time, and the condition of the tank is
known,

MOTION—ESPERANCE RAILWAY, TO
CONSTRUCT.

How. J. D. CONNOLLY (North-East)
had given notice of the following
motion :(—

That, in the opinion of this House, the
immediate conatruction of a railway comnect-
ing Esperance Bay with the Eastern Goldfields
would be of great benefit to the State.

Tae PresipEsT: Does the hon. mem-
ber intend to go on with the motion ?

Hox. J. D. ConnoLLy: Yes.

Tue Prgsipent: I think it my duty
to inform the hon. member that the
motion will stop in this Houze.

How. J. D. CoxNoLLy: But can it
not be transmitted ?

Tre PrEsrnENT: Another place has
already dealt with the question.

Hown. J. D. CoxrorLy: We have not
received any notification.

Tue Presipent: No; but if it were
sent from here, I think the hon. member
would find the motion would be ruled out
of order.

Hox. J. D. CONNOLLY: In moving
the motion standing in my name, I do so
with considerable diffidence, as a member
rather young in this House and inex-
perienced in handling a question of this
kind. I will give reasons that induced
me to bring this motion forward at the
present time. As members are well
aware, the Eastern Goldfields are placed
at a verv big disadvantage, inasmuch as
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they are caused to come 170 wiles farther
to a port than they should be. They are
obliged by the present railway system of
this State to come to Fremantle, that
being the only port available—a distance
of 300 or 400 miles. The natural harbour
for the Eastern Goldfields, as every mem-
ber of the House is aware, is Esperance,
which is situated only some 220 miles
from the Eastern Goldfields. T also pro-
pose to show that a railway from Esper-
ance will tend to cheapen the cost of
living on the Eastern Goldfields, and by
cheapening the cost of living it will be a
very great gain to the State as a whole,
because every mine that is opened wup,
and every miner employed means a fresh
market for our agricultural produce in this
State. Thereforeevery development which
takes placein the mining industry is to the
interest of the whole State. A sum of
about £30,000 is being sent away every
month through the post office. Why is
that sum being sent away ? Because the
cost of living on the Eastern Goldfields
is 80 high that miners cannot afford to
keep their families there. If we cheapen
the cost of living and so enable the
miners to maintamn their families here,
that sum of £30,000 which we now lose
monthly through the post office alone—
the total loss from this canse must be
much greater—will be retained here to
the great benefit of the State. Ancther
reason why the construction of the line
is urgently needed is found in the necessity
for supplying the mines with timber and
firewood. The mines on the Hannans
Belt are now in great need of fresh
sources of supply. A few days ago
permits which had been granted private
people for the construction of new lines
of tramway on the BEastern Goldfields
were laid on the table. The money from
that enterprise will go into the pockets
of private people, whereas the cost of
the Esperance line might be largely met
by haulage of timber over it. In this
connection I must point out that the line
will pass through about 140 miles of the
best timber country on the Eastern Gold-
fields. Hon. members know that a few
weeks back a petition, which now lies on
the table, was addressed to this House by
no less than 35 public bodies on the
Eastern Goldfields. That fact in itself
affords a sufficient argument for the
immediate construction of the line. A
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question which naturally presents itself
to the minds of businuss people is, will
the line pay? I say, undoubtedly it will.
The total length of railway would be
something like 220 miles, the estimated
cost of which, including rolling steck,
at the rate of £3,000 per wmile is
£660,000, I know I shall be met
with the argument that there is also
u harbour to be made at Esperance.
If wembers will refer to the map pub-
lished by the British Admiralty they
will see, however, that Esperance Bay
affords an excellent harbounr, which is
naturally almost lavd-locked and has a
fine depth of water. At smsll cost
Esperance could be provided with a
thoroughly safe harbour—quite as safe
as the Fremantle harbour, on which so
very much money has been spent.
The cost of the harbour improvements
required at Esperance is estimated at
£50,000, but I shal! allow half as much
egain and set it down at £75,000. The
total cost of railway and harbour would
thus amount to £735,000, interest on
which at 3} per cent. would amount to
roughly £26,000 a year. From last
month’s railway returns it appeurs that
working expenses amount to about 75
per cent. of gross earnings: thus 25 per
cent. of gross earnings remain over and
above working expenses to meet interest
and einking fund. As I have already
said, a vast belt of timber exists along
the route of the proposed line, and from
the haulage of that timber alone the
Qovernment might derive a large revenue,
even while the line is in course of con.
struction. At present, the mines on the
Hannans bslt consume about 1,500 tons
of firewood per day. Taking the lowest
rate, namely #d. per ton per mile, and
allowing that the wood will be conveyed
on an average balf the total distance of
140 miles over which the belt extends,
that is to say 70 miles, 1,500 tons of
wood per day would mean a revenue of
£225 per day, or an annual revenue of
£68,000. I may remark here that 70
miles’ haulage is not out of the question
for firewood, since at the present time
fuel is being hauled as much as 80 miles.
The returns from firewood alone, there-
fore, will amount to more than half the
total earniogs needed to make the line
pay. To tumn now to another aspect of
the question—what effect will the con-
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struction of the Esperance line have on the
Bastern Goldfields railway? Ishall allow
that the former will take from the latter
one-fourthof its present traffic. According
to last year's returns the gross earnings of
the Bastern Goldfields railway amounted
to £657,000. Allowing that a fourth of
the traffic, equal to £160,000, would be
diverted to the Esperance railway, the
proposed line according to the returns
would show an annual profit of £40,000.

How. M. I.. Moss: But how about the
loss of traific to the Eastern Goldfields
line, which is capable of carrying all the
traffic ?

Hen. J. D. CONNOLLY: I shall come
to that presently, but I may tell the hon.
member for his information that when
the lines now under consideration to
Leonora and Mount Malcolm have passed
from the control of the Construction
Branch to that of the Hailway Depart-
ment, the Eastern Goldfields line will not
be capable of coping with the traffic.
The methods of the Construction Branch
are unbusinesslike and expensive, and
consignments are naturolly being held
back to be carried by the Railway Depart-
ment. Moreover, when the railway reaches
Mount Morgans and Laverton, the present
line, even with the Esperance line in
existence, will have all the traffic which
it can possibly cope with. Indeed, it can-
not cope with present traffic requirements.
No end of trouble and delay are caused
through the permanent block on the line.
With another 200 miles of railway opened
into new districts, the trafic would go
shead by leaps and bounds. Mine owners,
knowing that they are bound to have a
railway i the near future, are not likely
to pay heavy rates for cartage wheun there
is & prospect of getting their goods con-
veyed at 75 per cent, lest cost by rail. I
am quite safe in saying, therefore, that
the Eastern Goldfields line will not be able
to copa with the goldfields trafic when
the additional mileage has been opened.
Indeed, the traffic on the enstern line has
nothing to fear, because at the end of the
period required for the construction of
the Esperance line the Mount Morgans
railway and other railways will have been
built, and the general advance of the fields
will have been such that the HEsperance
railway will merely be carrying a part of
the increage which will accrue to the
eastern line. The question is likely to
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be asked, what about vested interests ?
Vested interests, of course, must be
considered ; but they must be equally
considered everywhere. What about the
vested interests of Esperance? Were
not the BEsperance people led by Sir John
Forrest to believe that the line would be
built?

Hov. J. W. HacreTT:
Forrest has never said that.

How, M. L. Moss: A line was merely
to have been started from the north.

Hon. A. G. Jenkmvs: B8ir John
Forrest, according to Mr. Hassell, made
the promise in 1896.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY : I did not
for a moment expect that any member
would deny that Sir John Forrest bas
pledged himself to the line; otherwise, I
sbould have brought abundant proof of
the fact.

MemBez: Sir John Forvest at no time
favoured running the line through. He
has explained that.

How. J. D. CONNOLLY : Members
know very well that Sir Fohn Forrest in
%roposing the construction of a line from

oolgardie or Kalgoorlie to Norseman
was proposing the construction of the
first section of the Esperance railway.
[Severar Memsers: No] Are hon.
members aware that there was st one
time a population of nearly 2,000 people
in Esperance ? Have those 2,000 people
no rights ?

Hox. R. G. Buraes: They have all left.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY : Perth and
Fremantle have vested rights, but other
places also have vested rights.

How. M. L. Moss: What is the popu-
lation of Esperance now ?

How. J. D. CONNOLLY : The hon.
member cught to be ashamed to ask the
question. Any member for a Fremantle
constituency should be ashamed to reflect
that Esperance had at one time 2,000
people, whom the Government by erecting
public buildings of stone, constructing
jetties, and so forth induced to believe
that the line would be builf.

How. A. (. Jewgins: Askthe Minister
what the population of Fremantle will
be when the harbour works stop and the
railway workshops are removed !

Hown, J. . CONNOLLY: I have to
mention another industry which will be
benefited by the conatruction of the Es-
perance railway.
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Hown. M. L. Moss:
industry ?

Hoxw, J. D. CONNQLLY: The con-
struction of the line will develop a new
industry, of which I have no expert
knowledge, and as to the possibilities of
which I therefore express no opinion.
Undoubiedly, however, the construction
of the Esperance railway will create a
salt industry.

How. J. W, Hacererr: At what dis-
tance from the port is the salt ?

Hor. J. D. CONNOLLY : The salt is
close to the port, at Pink Lake; an in-
exhaustible supply exists there.

How. J. W. Hacgerr: Yes; I have
geen it. The salt is splendid, and it is
close to the port.

How. J. D. CONNOLLY : The Govern-
mernment Analyst’s report on samples of
the salt submitted to kim is as follows : —

These samples ‘contain only from ‘10 to 12
per cent, of mineral impurity, and are, there-
fore, equal to the very best brands of salt made
in Europe.

Therefore, no doubt can exist as to the
quality of the salt. Another argument
in favour of the line is that the excellent
field of Norseman is languishing—it has
almost died—owing to the very heavy
cartage rates which have to be paid on
machinery, and also owing to the heavy
cost of labour, which in turn is due to
the high cost of living. Not only in my
opinien, but in that of men known as
highly qualified mining engineers, Norse-
man would flourish if the cost of mining
eonld be reduced even slightly. The
field has now attained almost a paying
basis, and a slight reduction in tbe cost
of mining will mean dividends to the
invester. Auncther phase of the question,
which has not been congidered by Mr.
Burges, who is so very fond of interject-
ing, is that between Norseman and
Esperance a large area of pood agri-
cultural land and hundreds of thousands
of acres of good pastoral land are found.
The country is blessed with a good rain-
fall, quite as good as that of the Eastern
and other highly launded agricultural
districte. The rainfall for 1900 was as
follows: Norseman 12-53 inches, Grass
Patch 19-12 inches, Swan Lagoon 20-03
inches, 30-mile 2018 inches, Esperance
29-30 inches, Park Farm 2667 inches,
Fanny's Cove 28 inches; average, 24 inches
of rain. T think that is a good rainfall,

Is that the salt
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The average, excepting Norseman, which
was not matked at that time, for the last
17 years was 24 inches. [ will read an
extract from a report of Mr. White, Chief
Rabbit Inspector. He was asked by the
(Government to give a report, and he did
50 on the 17th of last March. In that
report he speaks highly of the land, and
recommends that 10,000 acres be thrown
open for selection in the Grass Patch and
Salmon Gumnms districts alone.

which 800 acres are under cultivation.
Wheat and hay have been grown for five
successive years without a failure, the
average being 20 cwt. to the acre. T think
members will admit it is well up to the
average of the erops throughout Western
Australia. Mr, White states: * There is
sufficient agricultural land in this area,
and adjoining, not only to grow all the
whaeat for lour and all the hay required
at Norseman; but also to supply the
goldfields further North.”  The aver-
age crop of hay for the whole of the
agricultural districts of Western Aus-
tralia has been as follows: — 1897,
73 tons per acre; 1898, ‘93 tons
per acre; 1899, -98 tons per acre; 1900,
‘89 tons per acre; 1901, 1 ton per acre;
1902, ‘98 tons per acre; so you will see
that the average crop at Grass Patch is
better than the average for the country.
I think the mere fact of 800 acres being
under cultivation speaks volumes. Tt
shows that people recognise what very
excellent land there is there,

Hor. J. W. Hackerr: Does it say
under crop, or merely under cultivation ?

Hox. J. D. CONNOLLY : Eight hun-
dred acres under cultivation.

Hox. J. W. Hacxerr: Not crop?

Hown. J. D. CONNQLLY: I do not
know the difference between being under
crop and under cultivation. The report
wag handed in by Mr. White on the 17th
March. I simply quote that because he
is an unbiassed person who had to give a
report.

IMEMBER: He bas some land there to
sell.

How. J. D. CONNOLLY : It is easy
for members to make those assertions.
I do not wish to go into the thing exhaus-
tively and tire members, That the line
will pay there is not & shadow of doubt.
I have put forward as good a case, and
probably a better case than is generally
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Patch there are 3,583 acres taken up, of
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put forward for the building of any new
line. If you are going to putdown anew
line, how can you say what will be on
that line ? Another phase of the question
is this. I think every port ought to have
that trade which its geographical position
entitles it to. To my mind, it is a great
tistake to suppose that you can have one
port and make it anything better than
you would have if you left the trade in
its natural way. I will just read a few
words of what the Treasurer, the man
who gnards the finance of this State, says
on this particular question :—

It is possible to carry the policy of cen-
tralisation to the breaking point.

Hon. M. L. Moss: When was that?

How. J. D. CONNOLLY: Thal was
said by Mr. Gardiner, the member for
Albany, when speaking in the Legislative
Assembly last year. He is the man who
looks after the finances, and I think you
can trust the words he utters :—
Therefore especially in this country ought we
to give to every port its geographical trade as
far as possible, and assist it to benefit by
carrying on that geographical trade. We must
not lose sight of the fact that we have prac-
tically one-third of the continent, and every
natural mouth should be open to enable us to
feed the various portions of it, instead of pur-
suing the policy which has hitherto been pur-
sued of trying to feed through one mouth.
That is the Treasurer's opinion about it.
I do pot think there was much thought
about vested interests when they diverted
the line so as to take it from Geraldton
to Fremantle, or when they took the mail
steamers from Albany and almost ruined
the place, and brought thewm to Fre-
mantle. Vested interests were not con-
sidered much then. As far as the policy
of centralisation is concerned, X vefer
now more particularly to the Geraldton
district and the way they have extended
these lines North to Menzies, forcing all
the trade to come from Fremantle,
instead of running a line from Mullewn
—TI think that is the name of the place—
down to Enst Murchison. As a matter
of fact, East Murchison is about 160
mileg from Geraldton, People from that
particular place are forced to travel some-
thing like 700 miles. This centralisation
policy is not pursned to the same extent
as it is in Western Australia in any other
country I know of. Take the case of
South Africe. They do not divert all
their lines to onme port. Take a case
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nearer home. Take the State of Queens-
land, where I lived for a good many
years. They have, I think, four or five
distinet lines of railway. There is the
Woestern Railway, that runs to Brisbane.
Then you go farther North and get to
Rockbhampton. You bave a big line
extending about 700 miles, with spur
lines, which brings the whole of that
central trade to Rockhampton.

How. M. I.. Moss: There is a good
distance to open up.

How. J. D. CONNOLLY : Then you
go farther North to Camberwell. Tt is
the same thing there. There is po con-
nection with the capital. Cooktown, the
same thing. Then you go to Normanton
and to Croydon. Looking at the centres
of these different places, I notice this,
that the population of Perth and Fre-
mantle—I am putting the two towns
together—us compared with that of the
State as a whole is about 30 per cent.
The population of Brisbane—and I am
simply giving the city —1s a little
over 29 per cent. of the total popu-
lation of Queensland. That shows, to
my wmind, that there is nothing in
the centralisation policy as regards the
capital. Tt also shows that, if the line is
built, it will not have the effect upon
Perth and Fremantle which a lot of
members think. What effect have the
five different lines on Brisbane? Not a
bit. Brisbane has almost the same popu-
lation, compared with the whole of the
State, as Fremantle and Pertk have, as
compared with the whole population in
Western Australia. I would ask mem.
bers to think of this question in a
reasonable frame of mind. I know they
ave rather inclined to laugh at the thing
and scoff at it. Have members ever
given the matter serious consideration ?
It 1s fashionable here, and in Fremantle,
to laugh at things, the same as it is
fushionable to bring in certain legislation,

and those men who bring it in probably -

do not know what it is, Have members
ever thought of this gquestion in a calm
way ¥ I would only ask members Lo give
the thing fair consideration, and ask them
if they can honestly say that those people
who want a line built from Esperance to
the Eastern Goldfields are not entitled
to do their business by the nearest
channel. I think nine-tenths of the
prosperity of Perth and Fremantle and

[COUNCIL.]

to Construct.

of Western Australia is due to the gold-
fields interest. Surely, after doing all
that for the country, the people on the
Eastern Goldfields ought, at least in a
natter of getting a railway line, to have
common justice. I also appeal to the
members from thoge provinces around
Albany and Geraldton to remember their
own case; and we are in exactly the same
position. Have they been dealt with
fairly ? It is a question of the decen.
tralisation principle against centralisation,
On that ground alone the subject is well
worthy of consideration. I beg to move
the motion standing in my name.

Box. J. T. GLOWREY (South): I
rise with a great deal of pleasure to
second the motion proposed by Mr.
Connolly. In doing so I do nmot propose
to take up the time of the House very
long. In the first place, I should like to
say I differ somewhat from my friend
Mr. Cormnolly. I do not anticipate that
hostility which he sald he expected
when he was introducing this motion.
I feel sure that the wembers of this
House are prepared to deal with the
question in a broad and libernl manmner,
a8 they have done when it has been pre-
viously before them. The movement for
the Esperance railway is by no means a
new one. It has engaged the attention
of various Parliaments for some years
past. The question has cropped up, in-
deed, in every sussion of Parliament, and
I believe that some four years ago a Bill
was introduced in another place for the
construction of a portion of this railway,
and that it was defeated by n majority of
one. It was very evident then that there
way necessity for this railway, and if,
four or five years ago, there was necessity
for the construction of the line, surely
the necessity is more apparent to-day,
because our goldmining industry has
gince improved. The last month’s record
of gold from the Norseman goldfield
was the highest there has been. Mem-
bers should bear this fact in mind,
and seriously consider ib. I repeat
that the necessity for the line was
recognised four years ago, and if it was
necessary then, it is far more so to-day,
because the stability of our wmining
industey is mow proved beyond doubt.
Not only is the permanence of Norseman
assured, but also that of Kalgoorlie and
other goldfields. [Memser: What about
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Coolgardie ?] It is true that Coolgardie
is not doing much just now. Duriog
lagt year the value of gold produnced by
this one State was seven and a half
millions sterling. A great portion of a
railway from the Eastern Goldfields to
Esperance Bay would pass throogh highly
auriferous country. The Norseman field,
notwithstanding the many disadvantages
it has to contend with, has maintained
its gold production: last month’s return
gshowed the second highest yield on
record.

Hown. M, L. Moss: The annval Norse-
man yield has never excesded 40,0000zs.

Hox. J. T. GLOWREY: Hon. mem-
bers must bear in mind it is the duty
of all of us to do what we can to encour-
age the mining industry. Tndoubtedly,
every 100 men engaged in the mining
industry means the employment of 500
or 600 men in other occupations, That
ratio holds throughout the fields: for
every 100 gold miners one finds 500 or
600 men of other occupations. There-
fore the duty of the House and of the
Government is to assist the mining
indusiry in every possible way. If that
industry goes down, the agricultural
industry must go down also. What was
the agricultural industry before mining
flourished? 1In the days before gold-
mining we had nothing like the present
guantity of produce grown and nothing
like the present number of stock raised.
The total cost of constructing the
Esperance railway is estimated at some-
thing between half a million and three-
quarters of a million sterling—I sup-
pose I had better allow a good margin.
Presumably, the man sent out by the
British Admiralty to exammine Esperance
harbour waa the best expert obtainable,
and that wan pronounced the harbour an
excellent ope.  Opponents of the line have
said that a large sum of money will be
required to make the harbour available
for large ships, but we have no evidence
to bear out that contention. On the con-
trary, the best evidence obtainable states
that the harbour is a good one, and in
every respect equal to the chief harbour
of this State, Fremantle. I am sure we
all adwire the efforts of the Minister for
Lands to settle the peopleon the soil. If
the hon. gentleman will but encourage
settlement on the goldfields, he will have
no trouble with land settlement, since the
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one clasa of settlement is a natural and
inevitable consequence of the other,
Again, the greater the facilities afforded
for travelling, the more people will travel.
A line from Esperance Bay to the gold-
fields would undoubtedly increase the
population of these metropolitan districts.
The principle is long established and well
recognised : the better the facilities for
travelling, the greater number of travel.
lers attracted. The question of timber
supplies has been referred to by Mr.
Connolly, and I need not dwell on it.
The mines are now burning wood hauled
over a distance of 80 miles, and there is
no question that the Esperance railway
will pass through some of the best timber
country to befound in the neighbourhood
of the Eastern goldfields. I can person-
ally vouch for the correctness of that
statement ; baving travelled through the
district, T am in a position to say that on
the whole of the Eastern Goldfields there
i8 no better belt of timber than that which
the Esperance railway will tap. If another
reason were needed in support of the

. construction of the railway, it is to be

fonnd in the fact that private companies
are willing to build the line on the
best possible terms and hand it over
o the QGovernment free of charge
in 12 or 15 years. I know positively
that a responsible offer to that effect
was made some time ago, and the
fact seems to me comclusive argument
in favour of the construction of the line.
T have no desire to enter into the figures
which have been repeatedly adduced in
conuection with this subject; moreover,
Mr. Connolly has dealt fully with the
financial aspect. I feel sure that mem-
bers of this House will regard the ques-
tion broadly and liberally, and by no
means from a parochial standpoint. I
believe this House will consider the
question of the construction of the Esper-
ance line solely on its merits, and I feel
convinced that the matter will receive fair
consideration. As various other mem-
bers intend to speak to the motion, I shall
not detain the House longer.

On motion by Hown. A. (. JerkINs,
debate adjourned until the next Wednes-
day.

LAND ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
Read a third time, and returned to the
ApsemDbly with amendments,
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BROOME TRAMWAY BILL.
THIRD READING,

Howx. M. L. MOSS moved that the Bill
e now read a third time. Having
inquired of the Minister for Works and
Railways, he was in a position to state
that the Broome Tramway Bill, the Derby
Tramway Bill, and the Ashburton Tram-
way Bill were were ratifying measures,
the lines having been constructed many
years ago. Under the Railways Act of
1878, lmes over which the Government
carried goods and passengers must be
authorised by special Acts, and must be
certified by the Commissioner of Rail-
ways as fit for traffic. In view of these
facts, the present Bills had been intro-
duced to supply deficiencies which had
apparently been overlooked for years. No
new expenditure was involved.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time, and passed.

LEONORA TRAMWAY BILL.
Read a third time, and passed.

DROVING BILL.
ABSEMBLY'S FARTHER AMENDMENT.

Resumed from the previous day, in
Committee.

Sig BE. H. WrrreNoom asked the
Chairman to explain the position in which
the guestion now stood.

THE CHAIRMAN : So far as his memory
went, & motion was made last night that
the Assembly’s amendment be not agreed
to; the mntion was put and carried. The
minutes, however, did not show the
motion as having been put to the Com-
mittee. On the motion of Mr. Moss,
progress was then reported and leave
given to sit again,

Hox. J. W, HacgsrT:
position of the matter?

TrE CaatrMAN : The minutes did not
record the motion as having been put to
the Committee; but, so far as his memory
served him, the fact wasotherwise. Accord-
ing to the minutes, the position was that
the motion was put, and progress was
reported without any decision being come
to; therefore any member could now
make a wmotion with regard to the
Assembly’s message. Mr. Moss had
moved that progress be reported.

‘Was that the

[COUNCIL)

Assembly's Amendmen.

How. J. W. Hackerr: Whose duty
was it to sign the minutes and vouch that
they were correct ?

TaE CHatemav said be was informed
that the President and the Clerk signed
the minutes.

How. J. W. Hackerr: Then the
proper course was to ask the President
whether, to the best of his belief, that
minute was correct.

Tre PrEsipENT said he did not hear
that the amendment was put. He knew
there was a great deal of confusion, and
he understood that progress was reperted
to get over the difficulty.

Hon. W. T. Lorow: The Chairman
had stated he was under the impression
that the motion, thas the Committee dis-
agree to the amendment of the Legisla.
tive Council, was passed. Whoever was
responsible for the correctness of the
minutes had wade an error on this
00CasIon.

Tae Cearrmax said he was the servant
of the Committee, and was willing to
receive any advice in the matter, if there
was & mistake. He thought it his duty
to adhere to the minutes as the permanent
record.

Tue PresipENT: Standing Order 356
showed that if an erTor was made, it could
be rectified immediately the President
wag in the Chair and progress was
reported.

Hox. M. L. Moss said he was in a
muddle as to the exact position of affairs.
We were all in a great hurry to get
away, but he thought that, in the absence
of a motion directing attention to the
fact that the minute was inaccurate, we
should stick to the miuutes signed by
the President,

Hown. J. W. Hackerr: It was not fair
to the common sense and memories of
members to have it stated that, owing to
there being confusion, the Clerk had not
kept a proper minute of these invaluable
proceedings, the proceedings of Parlia-
ment, and had apparently presented an
incorrect set of minutes to the President.
The question was put that the amendment
of the Legislative Assembly be disagreed
to, and that was carried. Then debate
ensued, and Mr. Moss, in order to give
time for a committee to be appointed to
draw up reasons for disagreeing, moved
that progress be reported. Hiz memeory
was absolutely distinet on the matter, and
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he challenged any member of the House
to say that his memory ran to the con-
trary. He now moved that the matter be
reported to the President, and the Presi-
dent be asked to give aruling whether the
winute was correct or not; and, if nob
correct, whether the House should be
given an opportunity of setbing it right.

Motion passed.

Tae CHAIRMARN reported to the
President that, in the opinion of several
members and his own, there was an error
in the minutes, and the Committee wished
the President to give his opinion.

Tur PRESIDENT: Evidently, from
the debate which bad taken place, there
had DLeen an error in the minutes; but
there was a good deal of confusion last
night as to the way in which the question
was put. He must own that he did not
know the exact position, and he thought it
was difficult for anybody to understand.
In his opinion, if Mr. Hackett now
moved that the minutes be corrected, that
would meet the case. There was a similar
case some time before, and that was the
way in which the difficulty was sur-
mounted.

Hor. J. W, HACKETT moved that the
minutes be corrected.

Motion passed, and the minutes cor-
rected.

Tae PRESIDENT : If there were any
farther amendments desired, the difficulty
could bhe got over by means of Standing
Order 356.

Tre CuateMaN subsequently reported
that the Committee had disagreed to the
amendment made by the Legislative
Assembly.

Siz E. H. WITTENOOM moved that
the report be adopted.

Question put and passed.

A committee, consisting of Sir E. H.
Wittenoom, Hon. R. G. Burges, and Hon.
W. T. Loton, drew up reasons for dis-
agreeing with the Assembly’s amendment,
as follow :—

That if & distance less than forty miles
were specified, the necessity for branding
the stock and providing waybills would
cause unnecessary inconvenience to per-
gons forwarding small consighments of
fat sheep or lambs to market.

Reasons adopted, and a message ac-
cordingly returned to the Assembly,

(4 DecEMBER, 1902.]
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STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION.

Hox. M. L. MOSS (Minigter) moved
that the Standing Orders be suspended to
allow of the Derby Tramway Bill and the
Ashburton Tramway Bill being passed
through the remaiming stages to-day.
This motion was moved in view of the
lateness of the session.

Question passed, and the Standing
Ordere suspended.

TRAMWAY BILLS {2}.

On motions by the Hon. M. L. Moss,
the Derby Tramway Bill and the Ash-
burton Tramway Bill passed the remaining
stages without debate.

DIVIDEND DUTIES BILL.
BECOND READING (MOVEB).

Tas MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
A. Jameson} said: In moving the second
reading of this Bill, I would like to point
out that the measure ia brought forward
to supersede the Companies Duty Act of
1899. That Act naturally comes to an
end on the 3lst December, 1902, and it
is proposed that this Bill shall take the
place of that Act. Thereis no very great
difference between thiz Bill and the Act
now on the statute book, farther than
tbat mining companies are to be taxed
upon their dividends, instead of upon
their profits. This is supposed to bea
concession to the mining companies in
this State, and in some measure it is so,
although =0 large have been the allow-
ances made by the Government in the
way of costs of development and so on
to the mining companies in the past that
their profits bave not appeared very large.
But it really will mean a loss to the
revenue of perhaps 20 or 30 per cent.
Then there is also an alteration in so far
as the inaurance companies are to be
taxed upon their gross, in place of their
net, premiums. This will mean an in-
crease of cost to those companies, but not
guch a loss as one would suppose. I
shall give a few figures presently when I
come to that point. Members will find
from the interpretation clause that *“com-
pany ” includes every incorporated com-
pany or association, and that excluded
from it are the friendly societies, the life
assurance companies, and any brewery or
other company paying duties of excise.
“ Dividend” includes every dividend,
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profit, advantage, or gain intended to be
paid or credited to or distributed among
any members of any company. With
regard to ‘'life assurance company,” I
propose to make a slight awendment
there, when this Bill is in Comumittee, by
striking out the words “but divides or
pays no dividend nor any part of its
profits to share or stock-holders,” with a
view of making it so that there will be no
duty payable by companies which are pro-
prietary companies. It seems an unreason-
able thing that a proprietary company
which perhaps is more careful of the
interests of the public even than a mutual
company should be made to pay upon
their dividends when a mutual company
is not, and by striking out these words
there will be no duty levied upon any fire
or marine insurance companies. Clauses
3 and 4 are new clauses in the Bill, pro-
viding for greater secrecy, and un-
doubtedly they are very desirable indeed.
In Clauses 6, 7, and B, there are three
distinet principles. Clause 6 provides
that within seven daya from the time any
dividend is declared by a company carry-
ing on business in Western Australia,
and not elsewhere, such company shall
forward to the Minister a return in the
prescribed form containing the pre-
seribed particulars, verified by a statutory
declaration, and such company will pay
one shilling for every 20 shillings of the
amount of the value of such dividend.
That is 2 most important clause, I think,
in this measure. Tt is clearly and dis-
tinctly provided that companies, par-
ticularly mining companies, are to pay
upon their dividends when they are
trading purely and entirely in this State.
Clause 6 provides that. They pay upon
their dividend when carrying on business
in Western Australis and not elsewhere.
I think it right in dealing with these
clauses that I should point out to mem.
bers how this is similarly dealt with in
the Eastern States. In Queensland there
is a very great concession allowed to
mining companies, in this respect, that
all working expenses, the actual expense
of developing the mine, and three-fourths
of the cost of the machinery for that
development, are first charged to divi-
dends before any duty can be levied upon
those dividends. Supposing it should
cost, we will say, £100,000 to develop
the mines, to make the shaft, and say

[COUNCIL.]
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another £100,000for machinery, £175,000
would then have to be found in the divi-
dend of that particular mine before any
charge would be made upon that divi-
dend. That is the law, as it is in Queens-
land, and, to my mind, it seems a very
reasonable one indeed. Alse in Vie-
toria and New BSouth Wales this
revenue is raised by means of an income
tax. It is entirely an income tax which
covers the whole of this revenue at
the present time. In New Zealand a
compromise has been come to, namely,
that the duty is paid not upon the whole
of the dividend, but half the dividend,
and then that enables the other half of
the dividend to be put to very much the
same purpose a8 in Queensland. It is
quite reasonable there should be such
concession given, for, after all, one has
to remewber that the life of a mine
cannot go on for ever. It is not like
another industry, where you have vour
stock and capital. The life of a mine is
limited. Therefore, it shonld be provided
that when a dividend duty is charged
upon it, there should, at all events, be
some provision that the shareholders are
to see thoy are going to get their capital
back.

Hon. J. W. Hackerr: Surely you
should ettend that to other companies.
Why make an exception ?

T MINISTER FOR LANDS: Ido
not think perhaps there is the same
reason for extending it to other com-
panies. Imall other industrial companies
there iz perpetual capital. One is not
exhausting it.

Hown. J. W. Haceerr: That is not the
case at all. The machinery is nsed up.

Tae MINISTER FOR LANDS:
That is merely a matter of maintenance.
So much is struck off every year, and
that is always allowed before the dividend
is struck. So much iz set aside in all
companies for the purpose of meeting the
loss and repair of machinery. For my
part, I see a very great difference between
mining companies and ordinary indus-
trial concerns. Members will find Clause
7 contains the words, ““on or before the
1st day of April, One thousand nine
hundred and three, every company carry-
ing on businessin Western Australia and
elsewhere.” That is an imporiant word
there, Clause 6 relates to companies
carrying on business in Western Austra-
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lia, and not elsewhere, and Clause 7 to
companies carrying on business in Western
Australia, and elsewhere. It is proposed
that those companies carrying on business
in Western Australia and elsewhere shall
pay upon their profits, and not pay upon
their dividends. The reason of that
js at once clear if you look into it,
for it would not be right or reasonable
that we should charge a duty upon a
dividend which arises from the success of
such business in some other country.
That would be unreasomable. It would
also be unreasonable that we should lose
our duty upon a dividend that disappears
owing to a loss in another country. Itie
very clear why one should charge upon
profits in the case of a company trading
elsewhere than in Western Australia. I
hope membera are following me in that,
because it seems to me an important point.
It would be an unjust and unreasonable
thing that this State should lose its duty
through no dividend being declared owing
to a loss in another country, when there
was & larpe profit here. On the other
hand, it would be unreasonable that we
should receive a duty at all if there has
been a large profit in another country, and
a loss in this one; and, therefore, there is
no other course than to draw upon profits
in the case of a company carrying on
business in Western Australia and else-
where.

Hon. J. W. Haceerr : Are you inclined
to make the same concessions to those
companies ¥

TeE MINISTERFORLANDS: Which
ones ?

Hon. J. W. Hackerr: Those you were
speaking about,

Tag MINISTER FOR LANDS: How
conld one do so? Those are all different
industries. I do not see how one counld
pive any concessions of that kind to such
companies. It does not seem to be prac-
ticable. However, I shall be prepared to
discuss that matter with the hon. member
when the question gets inte Cowmmittee.
These are two of the principles I have
pointed out. In the first place, we are
going to tax on the dividends of cowpanies
trading in this State only, and we are
going to charge on the profits of companies
trading outside Western Australia, and
the duty to be charged is put at five per
cent. in both cases. Clause 8 contains a
provision with regard to returns by

[4 Deceasek, 1902.]
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insurance companies, and duty payable.
It is providec{m:lha.t a charge alila'a.ll be
made upon the gross preminms in place
of the net premiums in the case of fire
and marine insurance companies. The
tax in these cases is to be a sum equal to
20 shillings for every £100; that is to
say, a one per cent. tax; and Ihave some
figures here showing exactly how that
will apply, und bow it will affect these
companies. I understand the question
has been raised that it acts harshly
upon these companies to deal with them
in this way—that is to say, the insurance
companies.

How. W. T. Loron: Why is the taxa-
tion on the gross premiums, instead of on
the net premioms ?  All expenses have to
come out.

Tee MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
propose to explain the reason, if the hon.
member will allow me. The reason is
simply this. We have found that
several companies have been charging
their losses against the premiums. Then,
when you take the net premiums, and put
against them all the losses which that
company has sustained, the premiums ave,
in some cases, 8o very small that practi-
cally you cannot collect anything on them
at all. It is not right that the losses
should be charged against the premiums
in such a case. The only way to get at
it is by getting the gross premiums.
How would it affect the companies? T
will state exactly how it will affect them
in this State. The proportion of cost to
the actual amount earned on these gross
premiums is from 26 to 33 per cent.
The difference between taxing on the
grose and on the net comes in one yearin
this State to about £270. The way in
which it will actnally affect companies
here is this: One large company in this
Btate will have to pay £95 approximately,
another £45 a year,and 35 other companies
which exist here will have to pay £2 10s. a
year. Hon. members will see, therefore,
thatat present the tax will not be heavy,
although in time, as population increases
and business expands, it may become
heavier. I draw attention to the circum-
stance to show how small is the return to
the Government. During the currency of
the last three years the Government have
spent in the maintenance of fire brigades
a sum of £7,000. Actually, during the
same three years the State has received in
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duty only £2,115, to set against an ex-
penditure of £7,000 on fire brigades.
I hold, therefore, that the duty is
thoroughly reasonable, and do not think
there should be any outery against it.
Certainly, the duty should be levied until
the time arrives for the imposition of an
income tax. I bhave now stated the three
main pricciples of the Bill, The remain-
ing clauses are mere machinery clauses.
By Clause 17 the Minister is given the
right to inspect books. Farther, various
penalties are imposed by Clauses 18, 19,
and 20. The only other clause of import-
ance is the last, Clause 81, by which the
operation. of the Companies Duty Act,
1899, is continued until the 31st Decem.
ber, 1908. The reason is clearly ex-
plaived in the subelanses, which provide
“for the recovery of duties accrued due
thereunder at the commencement of this
Act; and in relation to dividends declared
before the commencement of this Aect,
and for the recovery of the duties thereon;
and for the recovery of penalties in con-
nection therewith.” The object is merely
to insure that the conditions of the Act
which bhas existed for the last three
years shall bLe fully carried out, and
that all companies shall be treated
alike, and that time may be allowed for
the investigation of proceedings which
have taken place under this Act. All
companies ought to be on exactly the
same footing, and all ought to pay on
their dividends or profits up to the tiie
‘stated ; and therefore Clause 31 provides
they shall remain under the operation of
the Act and pay duty as heretofore. I
commend the Bill to hon. members as a
reasonable measure designed to provide
revenue which the State absolutely needs.
The probabilities are that in time to come
an ineoine tax will take the place of these
duties, and then this weasure will, of
course, be repealed. In the mean time,
the Bill will prove useful, and I have
much pleasure in moving its second read-

ing.

%ON. A, G, JENKINS (North-East) :
I move the adjournment of the debate.
My reason for doing so is that certain
amendments have been submitted to the
(Government and are now receiving con-
sideration. It iz advisable that until
Ministers have given an expression of
opinion on those amendments the House
should refrain from discussing the Bill.

{COUNCIL.)

- Becond reading.

Tae MinisTEr ¥or Lawps: I should
much prefer that the second reading be
proceeded with now. If we continue to
glut. matters off we shall have a congested

otice Paper next week.

Howx. J. W. Hackerr: There is
nothing on the Notice Paper for next
Tuesday.

How. A. G. JENKINS: I know that
the attitude of several mewbers towards
the Bill will depend on the attitude of
the Government towards the amendments
proposed.

Sin E. H. WITTENOOM (North):
1 have pleasure in supporting Mr.
Jenking’s motion because——

Ter Presipent: We cannot have
speeches on a motion for the adjournment
of the debate.

How., J. W. HACKETT (South-
West): In order to allow Sir Edward
Wittenoom an opportunity of speaking,
I move ag an amendment to Mr. Jenkins's
wmotion :

That the Bill be read a second time this day

three months.
The only point I make at this juncture is
that the Minister, in foreshadowing cer-
tain amendments and expressing his
willingness to accept them, has offerad an
invitation for the making of those amend-
ments. I consider that the Minister
ought to have stated ezactly what differ-
ence the adoption of the amendments
would make in the Treasurer's estimate
of revenue under the Bill. My view is
that the whole Bill has becomne an abortion
by reason of the Minister’s indication of &
readiness to accept amendments,

MemBER: What revenue will the Bill
produce if your motion is carried ?

Howx. J. W. HACKETT : Just about
the same as if the Bill is passed : in either
case wa shall probably get nothing what-
ever.

Sz B. HL WITTENOOM : I do not
know that I am prepared to go quite the
length of Dr. Huckett's amendment.

How. J. W. Hacxerr: I moved the
amendment only to give the hon. member
an opportunity of aspeaking. After he
has done, 1 shall ask leave to withdraw
the amendment.

Sir E. H WITTENOOM: Better
withdraw it at once.

Hor. W.T. LOTON (East): I wish
to say a few words on Dr. Hackett’s
motion, which I gather is not to be taken
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quite seriously. An adjournment of the
debate is certainly desirable, in order that
the views of the Government may be
made known before members generally
proceed to deal with the measure. From
what the House has learned to-day, it
appears probable that three-fourths of
the duties will go by the board altogether,
I am not prepared to enter into detailed
calculations on the point, particularly
as the exact views of the Government
are not known. If Ministers propose,
bhowerver, to allow mining companies before
paying duty on dividends to write off to
the extent of £100,000 or £150,000—
those amounts were mentioned by the
Minister—I do not know what probability
exists of the State deriving any revenue
‘under this Bill.

Tae MinisTER FoR Lanps: Those
amounts were given merely by way of
example. An amount of £10 would
answer equally well.

Hon. W. T. LOTON: Mining com-
panies, apparently, may write off for an
unknown period and to an unlimited
extent. At present, mining companies
pay duty on profits, an unjust form of
taxation of which they ought to be
relieved; but when I learn that they
may write down dividends interminably
I recognise that the State will never
derive any duty at all. I cannot proceed
to deal with the subject because the
Minister has not made himself sufficiently
clear. Mr. Jenkins's motion cught to be
carried to allow of the amendments
which the Government propose to make
being placed on the Notice Paper.

Tre MINISTER FOR TANDS (in
explanation): Mr. Loton has misunder-
stood me somewhat. In introducing a
Bill of this kind [ make it a practice—
as hon. members may have observed—
to refer to similar legislation existing in
the Eastern States. X have referred to
the practice of Queensland, New South
‘Wales, and Victoria ; also to that of New
Zealand. I have stated also that the
Bill seems reasonable: we support our
own Bill up to the present time. In
introducing the measure, however, I con-
sidered it my duty to inform the House
exaclly of the practics prevailing in the
EBastern States.

Hon. J. W. Hackerr: But you did
not wention that the Bustern States had
other property taxes, besides this,
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Tae MINISTER FOR LANDS : Quite
8o, but it seems to me that my duty
demands that I should explain the opera-
tion of similar measures in the Eastern
States. Uufortunately, the hon. member
at once takes it for granted that I advise
the House to follow the example of the
Eastern States.

Hor. W. T. Loron: I understood you
to express yourself as favouring the
Queensland practice.

Tae MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
have always understood that, not being a
party House, we are prepared to consider
questions broadly, with a view to arriv.
ing at legislation most conducive to the
interests of the State, Therefore during
the whole of the time I have had the
bonour to lead this House I have endea-
voured fto submit as plainly as possible
my construction of similar mensures in
the Eastern States. So long as I have
the honour to hold my present position,
I shall continue to follow that course. I
conceive it to be the intention of the
Chamber to deal broadly with meusures
such as this. After all, we are » revising
Chamber; we deal with the Bill asit
comes before us, and if we know of a
course followed elsewhere which would in
our opinion be more to the advantage of
the country than the course proposed by
the Bill, it is our duty to amend the
measure accordingly. I offer tbis short
explanation to make it perfectly clear
that the Government do not bind them-
selves to adopt the methods of any enstern
State. I have called attention to those
methods, and have stated my view that
gome of them are at all events reason-
able. In making that observation I
intend merely to convey an assurance
that the nethods of the Eastern States, if
proposed by way of amendment, will
receive consideration at the hands of the
Government. I discussed the matter
this morning with the Treasurer, who has
given me the benefit of bis views. I
have little doubt that the opinion of this
Chamber will weigh with Ministers; I
wish members generally to understand
that. T repeat that my object in drawing
attention to methods adopted elsewhere
is to let members know. that if they
pronounce those methods to be the
more advisable, that pronouncement will
receive every consideration at the hands
of the Government,
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Hox. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE (South):
I am fully in accord with the opinions
expressed by the Minister for Lands
relative to mining companies. I wish to
mention only one instance, that of a
Kulgoorlie mine which has expended
£150,000 on machinery worth at the
present time not more than £10,000. I
think we should do well to insert in this
messure a provision to relieve companies
from the payment of dividend duties
until at any rate portion of the capital
put into the mine has been paid back.
Bz E. HL WITTENOOM : I obgerve
that this Bill differentiates between com-
panies carrying on business in Western
Australia exclusively, which companies
are to pay duty on dividends only, and
companies carrying on business in Wes.
tern Australia and elsewhere, which are
to pay duty on profits. The companies
carrying on business in this State alone
are, I think, comparatively small, whilst
those which carry on business here and
elsewbere are large cowpanies. The one
thing Western Australia needs is the
introduction of capital, and the imposi-
tion of a tax on profits will therefore
react most advantageously on the welfare
of the State. Naturally, I am not a
Labour member, but I sympathise with
Labour to the extent of discouraging the
immigration of workers wunless the
country has the capital necessary to pay
their wages. For that reason I counsider
that every facility and encouragement
ought to be offered to people bringing
their capital to the State for investment.
Clause 7 is absurd in many respects.
Under it duty is to be levied on the
profita of large companies doing business
in many different places. Take the case
of a company like Dalgety & Company.
I mention that company, not becaunse I
am conneeted with it, but because it
offers a typical example. Dalgety & Com-
pany frequently make profits through their
agencies in Adelaide, Melbourne, Syduey,
and Brisbane, which enable the company
to make good business deals. Now, how
is the proportion of expense incurred by
sn agency elsewhere to be computed?
Without its agencies the company prob-
ably would fail to make many of the
profits it makes with their aid. To charge
on the gross profits, allowing nothing for
expenses incurred outside the State, would
be most unfair. Take the case of the
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shipping companies. The Bill pro-
vides that the Minister shall assess the
profits made in Western Australisz by
any company trading in this State and
also elsewhere. How iz the Minister to
assess their profits ?

Hox. W. T. LoTon : There is no appeal
from the Minister’s assessment, I sup-
pose P

S B, H WITTENOOM: Shipping
companies make profits in Western Aus-
tralia; but they do not buy their coal
here, nor do they pay their crews here,
These things are donce by head offices in
other States. None of such charges
would show on the books kept in Wes-
tern Australia, and thus the Minister has
the right to treat them as profits and levy
duty on them. )

TrE MiviereEr For Lawps : But Clause
27 gives a right of appeal to the Supreme
Court. :

S E. H. WITTENOOM: We know
all about appeals. The point is that
companies ought not to be harassed.
Western Australia must be open to people
with capital: we do not want those pecple
to be barassed by one tax and another.
Let them pay duty on their dividends
like everyone else: let duty be levied on
any dividend declared. I make these
few observations to show the unfairness
of Clause 7. I look forward with interest
to the farther debate on next Tuesday,
when perbaps I shall have a few additional
remarks to offer. At present the Govern.
ment are understood tu be considering
certain suggested amendments, which no
doubt have a bearing on the matters I
have mentioned. Just now, I am con-
cerned only to point out the unfairness of
the treatient to which companies trading
bere and elsewhere are to be subjected
under the Bill s it stands. How are the
profits of such companies to be assessed ?
Agency charges must be deducted before
profits absolutely made in Western Aus-
tralia can be ascertamed.

How. J. W. HACKETT: I ask leave
to withdraw my amendment,

Amendment by leave withdrawn,

Motion (adjournment) put and passed,
and the debate adjonrned accordingly.

At 630 the PresmpeEnT left the
Chair.

At 7'35, Chair resumed,
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RABBIT PEST BILL.
SECOND READING.

Resumed from the previous day.

How. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE (South):
With reference to this Bill, I am pleased
that such a measure has been introduced,
and I congratnlate the Government on
taking in band any measure that will
prevent the invasion of this pest, we may
call it. In the State from which T came,
South Australia, farmers have been
ruined, and selectors have been eaten out
of house and home. In one portion of
that country, the South-East, near Mt.
Gambier, the measures taken for the
suppression of the pest have heem by
means of poisoned food. I have no doubt
the Minister had all that information laid
in front of him before he introduced this
Bill. There is one clause that strikes me
with regard to the fencing. I noticethat
farmers and selectors have 20 years in
which to pay for wire obtained from the
Government. I certsinly thinlk that time
somewhat long. We know that the lifeof
iron, when exposed to theatmosphere and
the weather, is not of very long duration,
and consequently I thiok that the Com-
mittee, when we get to that stage, could
well reduce the period, if not to 10 years,
say to 12 or 15. T am guite in accord
with measures for assisting farmers, and
I look upon the farming industry as one
of great value to the State; in fact, the
second interest to the mining, Of course,
I shall always believe the mining industry
is paramount in Western Australia. I
have much pleasure in aupporting the
second reading, and in rendering assis-
tance.

Hon. W. MALEY (South-East): We
have had a good many Bills brought be-
fore us this session, and I think this is the
first fighting Bill, as the Minister called
it, which we have had introduced. We
have an army of rabbits approaching
here, and it is our duty to fight them if
weo can. A barrier has been erected, or
is about to be erected, and money bas
been voted and preparations are being
made for it, 1 take it from the
fact that provision bas been introduced
here to deal with settled districts the
Government have no faith in the efficacy
of that barrier to keep back the rabbits.
But still they are going to expend the
money. It is a peculiar position for the
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go and expend public funds in erecting a
barrier, and to bring in a Bill abt the
same time to deal with the pest as has
been done in New South Wales with
regard to settled districts,

MempEr: The Government are earry-
ing out the recommendation of the com-
mission.

Hon, W. MALEY : The Government
are taking the responsibility. Thevs is
no doubt that some day a Bill like this
will be necessary in the settled districts.
We who have studied the guestion have
always contended that the barrier will
not be effectual in keeping back the
rabbits, in the isolated place in which it
is to be put at the present time, I
think, however, that with a barrier
erected where the present one is being
erected, and anotber on the border of the
settled districts, some good would be
done. Uutil the Government themselves
take the matter in hand, and do the
fighting for the country with the revenue
that is derived generally from the State,
and succeed or fail, they have no right to
demand any assistance whatever from
people who have taken up their land, and
are doing their best under great diffi-
culties 40 make homes there. I have
always held that the Government should
induce settlerd to construct fencing and
to erect rabbit-proof fencing, seeing that
the pest is in the State; but, while I am
in favour of inducements being offered, I
am not in favour at the present time of
any compulsory wethod being adopted.
That the Bill is very «rude is evident
from the fact that in onme clause here,
Clause 30, the Government have given
great powers to an inspector, Tha clause
contains the words ““notwithstanding any-
thing in any Act eontained, burn or ignite
any straw, stubble, grass, herbage, scrub,
wood, or other inflammable material on
his land, subject only to conditions to
be impesed by the inspector.” T really
do not know whether an inspector knows
more about the Bush Fires Act than the
Ministry who introduced into this House
a Bill, and then themselves moved that it
be taken off the Notice Paper; it being
practically laughed out of the House. If
an inspector is armed with these powers,
he may go into any district and do more
damage in five minutes than he would be
able to redress in five years, Herz is a

Government to place themselves in; to | clause which at once overrides the Bush
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Fires Act entirely, and places the settler
in & danger much greater than he stands
in with regard to the rabbits., Mr.
Burges has dwelt at some considerable
length with the Bill. I do not propose
to waste any more time in the discussion
of the measure on the second reading;
but I shall have an opportunity of speak-
ing to it in Committee.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1, 2—agreed to.

Claute 3—Interpretation :

Hown. R. G. BURGES: Would the
Government under this definition of
Crown lands keep all Crown lands, includ-
ing waste lands, clear of rabbits in the
smne way as private owners were to be
compelled to do?

Tre MINISTER FOR LANDS: This
clause merely gave a definition of Crown
lands. The Government were undoubtedly
spending & great deal of money to pro-
tect Crown lands.

Hox. R. &G. BURGES: Would the
(overnment evade their duties under this
definition ? If so, the measure was
useless.

Tur MINISTER FOR LLANDS: The
hon. member’s question would be answered
when n clanse dealing with Crown lands
was reached.

Hown. R. G. BURGES: Evidently the
Minister did not wish to see the point of
the question.

Clanse passed.

Clanses 4 to 8, inclusive—agreed to.

Clause 9—The Minister may erect
fences :

Hoxr. R. G. BURGES: Would the
Minister evade the question any longer?
This clause said the Minister “may”
arect fences, but ench a provision was
useless. The Government, it appeared,
were to have an option, whilst all private
land owners were to be under compulsion.
The greater part of this State was Crown
property, and likely to remain so for some
time.

Tae MINISTER FOR LANDS: If
the hon. member desired the striking out
of *may " and the substitution of * shall”
in this clanse, no objection would be
raised by the Government; but such an
awendment would make no difference.
The Minister could do nothing wuntil

[COUNCIL.]
[ ]

in Committee,

moneys had been voted by Parliament;
once voted, of course, such moneyas would
have to be spent in the erection, main-
tenance, and repair of rabbit-proof fences.

Hown. G. RANDELL: Did Mr. Burges
propose to move as an amendment that
“may"” be strack out and < shall”
ingerted in lieu?

How. R. G. Buraes: No.

How. G. RANDELL : The only objec-
tionable words in the clause were “he
may think fit,”" in Yines 2 and 8, and he
moved that these words be struck out
imd “ag may be necessary’ inserted in
ieu.

Hon. W. T. LOTON: Who was to
decide as to the necessity ? This amend-
ment would not improve the clause.

Tee MivisteR ¥or Lanps: Thia was
scarcely an amendment to be referred to
another place,

Awmendment by leave withdrawn,

How. R. G. BURGES: Earlier in the
gession he had submitted a tnotion ia
favour of the appointment of rabbit
boards, and at the request of various
members he had consented to withdraw
thut motion. Hestill held, however, that
boards ought to be appointed, and that
the Minister must not be left to ride
hobbies in connection with this measure.
The Bill ought to be reconstructed, so as
to provide for the appointment of even
paid boards. The Minister should not
be allowed uncontrolled power in connec-
tion with the enormouns expenditure pro-
posed.

Tae MINISTER FOR LANDS: BEx-
perts were consulted in the first instance,
either by a board or by the Minister. If
every statute was to be administered by
a board, our whole system of Government
would have to be remodelled. Boards,
while cumbrous and expensive, were
responsible to no one.

How. R. G. BURGES: A Rabbit
Department under the Minister existed
already. Was not the hon. gentleman
aware that in connection with the Cool-
gardie Water Scheme a board was to be
appointed? Why could not the same
course be adopted in this case? A
nephew of Mr. Dempster had this even-
ing informed him (Mr. Burges)} that the
rabbits were at Esperance Bay, at Fraser's
Range, and in fact all over the neighbour-
ing districts. To attempt to persuade
the Minister was wuseless, since he would
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have his own way, right or wrong, A
strong advisory board was required.

Clause passed.

Clauses 10, 11, 12—agreed to.

Clause 13—Selectors may be required
to contribute ;

Hon. R. G. BURGES: This clause
would work hardship. The fence being
for the advantage of the gemeral publie,
its cost should be borpe by the gemeral
public; and certainly the holder of abut-
ting landa ought uot to be called on to
pay half as his fair share of the cost of a
fence erected for the benefit of the whole
country. It was unreasonable that a man
should have to pay up to half the cost of
the fence when the fence was for the good
of the general public.

Hon. B. M. CLARKE: This rabbit-
proof fence was a national affair. It was
not weant for only two or three indi.
viduals who happened to be alongside the
fence; but for the whale of the State.
If we had been something like seven or
eight years talling about the fence, how
long would it take us to finish it ? There
were certain favoured localities which
game frequented. The very man who
happened to be on the boundary might
be living in a place which nearly all the
rabbits would avoid, whilst a man a few
miles back might be where the rabbits
comgregated, and it would be unjust that
the former should be made to pay and
the latter not. We had no guarantee
that the fence was going to be any good
at all. A few years ago the fence was
to be placed to the eastward of the
present position, and it was an acknow-
ledged fact that there were rabbits on
the west side of that. He moved that
the clause be struck out.

Hox. G. RANDELL: If the clause
bore the meaning which had been abtri-
buted to it, there wus a great deal of
force in the argument that 1t was unjust
to the man whose land happened to come
up to the boundary fence.

Hon. W. MALEY: In the Canning
district there were fences which had cost
£30 or £40 a mile. They were excep-
tions, bui still they cost that amount.
On the average the cost was £18 or £20
s mile. Supposing a fence had been
erected by an owner of land, and the
Government said, * We want a rabbit-
proof fence along there, and you have to
pay half,” would it be fair, if the fence
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were swept away and the Government
fence put in its place, or if the Govern-
ment fence were put alongside it, for the
unfortunate holder of the land to have
to pay half the cost of the rabbit-proof
fence, which would be for the benefit of
all the people around him? The clause
should be struck out.

How. J. A. THOMSON: This was a
work to protect the interests of the
squatters only. He had travelled thou-
sands of miles in New South Wales, in
the settled parts, and had never seen in
those parts a live rabbit. It was only in
the parts that were very sparsely settled,
that was in the large runs, that there was
any danger of rabbits settling, or, if they
did get over, any chance of their
increasing in nuwmbers. The settlers
benefited by this fence should contribute
towards the support of if, and not the
taxpayers as a whole. There was some-
thing in the contention that those who
had lands bordering on the rabbit-proof
feuce should uot be the only persons to
be called upon to contribute towurds the
firat cost and the upkeep. But all those
people who would be benefited should be
called upon to pay. He moved as a
farther amendment that the word *may,”
in line 1, be struck out, and “ shail”
inserted in lieun.

Hon. R. G&. BURGES: Could Mr.
Thomson tell bim (Mr. Burges) whether
between the Ceolgardie line of railway
and the coast there was a holder of land
whose holding was large enough for him
to be called a squatter P

MewsER: No.

Hox. J. A. Tromson: Had the hon.
member seen a live rabbit here ?

Hox. R. G. BURGES: Yes. He saw
live rabbits that were in Coclgardie, and
which had been brought down here and
sent to the Zoo. Plenty of rabbits had
been killed. He denied in fofo that those
interested in squatting were advocating
the fence for themselves. 'Those this
side of that part of the fence from the
Coolgardie railway line down to the coast
were all small holders. The whole of
that country was cut up into small allot.
ments, except one or two small areas, and
it was the people on those holdings that
we wanted to protect againat the rabbits.
The fence was to be put up for the
benefit of the whole of the settled portions
of the State. It was unfair to compel
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the owner of land to pay half the cost of
the fence, and also half the cost of the
upkeep, seeing that the fence was for the
benefit of the general public. This
rabbit-proof fence would cost from £50
to £70 per mile, and the work would
hardly be dome for that. We did not
want people to come here and settle and
{.: be subject to unreasonable and unjust
ws,

Hon. E. McLARTY : The clause ought
to be struck out. 'To require a selector
holding a strip of land a quarter of a
mile in width along the proposed line of
fence to pay half the cost of the Govern-
ment fence, while the holder of an area ten
miles wide abutting on that selector was
called on to pay nothing, would be utterly
vofair, Al owners and holders of land
ingide the line of fencing received benefit
from it. He felt sorry that Mr. Burges
had seen it to attack the advisory board.

Hon. R. G. Buraes: Any vemarks he
had made or the advisory clause were
made in connection with another clause.
Was the hon. member in order in referring
to another clause ?

Tue CuairMan : The House being in
Committes, the hon. member {(Mr.
McLarty) might be permitted to say a
few words.

How. R. G. Buraes said he must ask
for the Chairman’s ruling. Certain
observations made in connection with
Clause 9 were now being replied to.
‘Was the hon. member in order in speaking
to a clanse which had been passed ?

TaE Crareman : To refer to u clanse
which had been passed was out of order.
As & matter of favour, thinking the Com-
mittee would like to hear Mr. McLarty's
remarks, he had refrained from calling
the hon. member to order.

Hon. J. W. WRIGHT: Under the
clanse as it stood, the holder of land
abutting on a boundary could be called
on to pay half the cost of the fence,
whether on this side of the fence or on
the other side of it. Surely fo charge a
man on the eastern side of the fence with
jts cost would be most unjust, since he
would actually be damaged by the fence,
which would bank the rabbits back on
him. Everybody for two hundred 1niles
within the fence ought to be made to pay
towards its cost and upkeep.

How, C. BE. DEMPSTER agreed with
Mr. Wright. The boundary fence, bene-
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fiting the whole State, must be at the
expense of the whole State. Pastovalists
to the east of the fence would have the
rabbits fenced back on thew, and cer-
tainly ought not to be called on to
contribute towards the cost of something
actually to their detritnent.

Tre MINISTER FOR LANDS hoped
that the Cowmittee would support the
retention of the clause, for which there
was precedent in Section 36 of the
Queensland measure of 1896, The sec-
tion read :—

Qwners of runs shall be liable to contribute
to the cost of the erection and maintenance of
every such fence in manner following, that is
to say, one half of the cost of a fence erected
upon the houndaries of a run or group of runs
or area shall be borne.

The New South Wales Act of 1902 con-
tained a provision precisely similar,
except for the circumstance that it was
the rabbit boards which had to provide
half the cost. The fence would be a
Governinent fence, and a selector taking
up land abutting was required to pay not
more than one half of the cost of the fence
in return for the benefit which he derived.
That surely was reasonable. All inter-
ested in fighting the rabbit pest must
recognise that the clanze was mostimpor-
tant. There was u limit to the demapds
which could be made on Purlinment for
purposes of this kind. Tf the private
owner wag to be absolved from all expense
and the Government were to do every-
thing, the attainment of the object in
view would be hindered.

Hor. W. MALEY: The Minister's
quotation from the Queensland Act dealt
with Jarge runs, and not with small selec-
tions. In the case of holders of areas of
say 50,000 acres, or even 1,000 square
males, such as were found in Queensland
and New South Wales, it was reasonable
that, getting the entire benefit of the
Government fence, holders should pay
balf the cost; but the conditions here
were entirely different, rather resembling
those of the closely settled districts of
New South Wales. In that State the
boards dealt with these matters satisfac-
torily, by reason of their knowledge of
local circumstances. The Bill was ill-
considered, and the Minister appeared
unable to discriminute between a large
run and a small holding,
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How. E. M. CLARKE : The Minister
had raised another issue. Clause 15,
apparently, was part and parcel of Clause
13

Tue Mivister rFor Lawps: No.
Clauvse 15 belonged to another part of
the Bill.

How. E. M. CLAREKE: True; but
only a few words intervened between the
two clauses.

How. M. L. Moss : The hon. member’s
contention was quite wrong.

How. E. M. CLAREKE: Clause 15
zll.ppea,red to be a contimuation of Clanse

3

Hon. M. L. Moss: Clause 15 dealt
only with private fences,

Hown. E. M. CLARKE : Reading the
Bill ag a laymun, he thought it was open
to that construction. If the intention
was that the holder should pay for only
g0 much of the fence as he utilised, well
and good ; but to make a holder pay for
a fence about to be erected was wrong.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: The rabbit
advisory board could scarcely bave cou-
sidered this matter. A strip of land
ought to have been reserved all along the
houndary fence. If selection of land
right up to the fence were permitted,
then boundary riders would be useless.
Expenditure on a rabbit-proof feuce
which was to be used also as a cattle
fence would be purposeless.

Amendment (*shail” in lieu of *“may™)
withdrawn,

Question—that the clause proposed to
be struck out stand part of the Bill—put,
and & division taken with the following
result:— :

Ayes - - .. 6
Noes e - . 13
Majority against 7

Noes.
Hon. G. Bellingham
Hon, T. F. O. Brimage
Hon. W. G, Brookman
Hon. E. M, Clarke
Hon, C. E, Dempster
Hon. W. T. Loton
Hon, W, Malsy
Hon. E. McLarty
Hon. B. G, O'Brien
Hou. G. Randell
Hon, J. E. Richardgon
Hou. J. W. Wright
Hon, R. G. Burges

(Teller).

ATES.
Houn. A. Jomeson
Hon, A. . Jenkins
Hon. B, Lourie
Hon, M, L. Moss
Hon, J, A. Thomson
Hon. B. C. Wood (Teller).

Question thus

negatived, and the
lause struck out. .
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Clause 14—Description of rabbit-proof
fenee :

Hox. E. M. CLARKE moved that the
clause be struck out. The other clause
having been struck out, this one also
went.

Hor. R. G. BURGES said be did not
see that there was any necessity to strike
this clause out.

Amendment by leave withdrawn, and
the clause passed.

On motion by Hown. B. C. O'Briexw,
progress reported and leave given to sit

again.

¥YACTORIES AND SHOPS BILL.
IN COMMITTEE,

Tae MiNtsTer ror Laxns in charge.

Clause 1—agreed to.

Clause 2—Interpretation

Hon. & RANDELL moved that all
the words after * building,” in line 1 of
Subclause 1, in the definition of ¢ fae-
tory,” be struck out, with a view of
inserting the following:—“Twenty or
more persons, excluding the oceupier,
who are engaged in the manufacture for
sale of clothing or apparel, or of boots
and shoes, whether such faciory is worked
by steamn or other power, or by maunual
labour only.”

Tre MINISTER FOR TANDS said
he sincerely hoped the Committee wonld
not support the amendment. In the
English Act dealing with tactories we had
no definition of the word * factory " at
all. A facfory was simply any place
where work of such a kind as required
sanitary inspection was done; but in the
Bastern States we had a great deal of
information on this matter, and he would
like to state the course of evolution this
matter had gone through. In South
Australia, in 1894, they commenced by
defining a factory as a place where six or
more persons were employed ; in Queens-
land, they commenced 1o 1896 with four
or more; in New Zealand, in 1901, two
persons; in Victoria, in 1830, six per-
sons, and in 1893 four persons. He had
looksd into this matter, because very
much rested upon the definition of fac-
tory. In South Australin, whereas they
commenced with six in 1894, under the
Act of 1900 a place where one owner
employed any one person was a factory;
in Queensland, two persons, just as here;
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in New Zealand, two persons; and in
Victoria they were about to bring in a
new Bill whereby a place in which two
were engaged would be a factory., It
had been pointed out again and again
that these small factories were the
very places that became most in-
sanitary, and where we had sweating.
They were the very places we wanted to
get at to prevent these injuries, [Mzm-
BER: There was no gweating.] Thera
was sweating; as much to-day perhaps
as there had ever been. With the intense
competition that was arising it was very
difficult to overcome it. [Hoxn. R. G.
Bunaes: Where?] In all the States,
and from his own personal experience he
knew of instances even in this State. It
had always been found that when the
number was put at six or 10—there was
1o putting it at 10 nowadays—but even
putting it at six, the difficulty was this,
that a man would work his factory up to
gix, and would never extend his business,
becanse he did not want to come under
the conditions regarding sanitation and
safety. The result was that he kept his
place in a most insanitary state. That
was i reason why change bad been made
in those States. Those States had had a
great dea) of experience in this matter,
and we could not formulate ideas in our
minds and think we were going to be wiser
than the whole of the Easlern States.
In both Queensland and New Zealand the
number had been reduced. After a long
experience of a limit of six and four 1t
had been found advisable to reduce
the limit to two, because numerous
small, insanitary factories had sprung up,
becoming centres of infection and of the
worst form of sweating. The first object
of a Factories Bill was to prevent disease.

Horx. G. Ranperr: What was the
object of the Health Act ?

Tee MINISTER FOR LANDS:
Having studied the question for years, he
could assure the Committee that the first
object of this legislation was the preven-
tion of disease. He was not putting
imaginary cases, hut was quoting the
actnal experience of the Kastern States.

Sir E. H. WrrtENooM: Western Aus-
tralia was not one of the Eastern Sfates.

Tre MINISTER FOR LANDS: But
conditions here were very much the same
as those of the Eastern States. [Mem-
BERS: No.] In his opinion, members
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would be committing a blunder in carrying
the amendment.

Hoxn. G. RANDELL hoped the Com
mittee would be with him in the amend
ment, which he knew to be drastic. Th
general opinion of the country, outside
cartain circle, was that the Bill was drasti
and premature, and that its tendenc
would be to limit employment by closin,
factories and destroying industries, Th.
Minister for Lands, above all men, ough
to know that the points to which he ha
addressed himeelf were dealt with b
other legislation. Sanitation, for example
formed the subject of a very stringen
Health Act. Under that Act, in
spectors could compel measures to b
tuken for ventilation, provision to be mad
for exit, and every other imaginable pre
cdution to be taken. The conditions o
this State were utterly different fron
those prevailing in what we now recog
mised to be the over-populated, congeste
cities of the Fustern States; and legisla
tion which had answered there would no
necessurily work well here. There was
Lowever, another influence compelling thi
legislation—an influence quite apart fron
considerations of tender care for th
health of factory operatives and the sani
tation of factory buildings. He sincerel,
believed that no industries existing i
this country, with the exception of thos
which he had named, ought to be com
pelled to cowe under a Bill of thi
descriptivn. Even newspaper offices wer:
embraced in the comprebensive definitios
of *“ factory ” given by this Bill. Toshov
members how ill-considered the measur
was, he mentioned that the result woul
be to prevent men engaged at night i
newspaper offices from enjoying a littl
reapite for refreshment, since under th
measure as it stood these men would no
be able ta consume food on the premise
but would have to go out into the street
He would say, honestly and openly, thal
he had proposed the amendment believing
that its adoption would be fatal to the
Bill.

Box. J. W. WRIGHT: Being full
seized of the absurdity of a definitiox
under which a laundress assisted by he:
daughter in the evening became a factory
he would certainly vote for the amend
ment. He had intended to move ar
amendment limiting the application o

_the Bill to establishments employing ter
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persons, but fwenty was better, The
Health Act afforded employees all neces.
sary protection.

How. J. D. CONNOLLY : While not
agreeing with the clavse as it stood, he
thought the amendment proposed by Mr.
Randell weut rather too far, and he would
therefore vote against it. Amendments
of this nature ought to be placed on the
Notice Paper, so that they might be con-
sidered.

Hon. J. A. THOMSON: Like Mr.
Comnolly, he could not agree with the
clavse as it stood, and certainly could not
vote for so drastic an alteration as Mr.
Randell had Froposed. A reasonable
mimimuom would have been six, but to
provide that no place emploving less than
twenty people should be a factory within
the meaning of this measure was utterly
absurd. If the amendment were carried,
the Bill might as well drop. The con-
tention that the measure was not required
could not hold, becanse tbe Legislative
Assembly would not bave devoted so
much time and attention to an unneces-
gary Bill Troe, this was not a party
House, but if we proposed to reject
any democratic legislation touching our
pockets or the pockets of our friends, we
need not be surprised if an agitation for
the abolition of this Chamber sprang
up.
pTHE CHairman : Was the hon. member
speaking to the amendment ?

Hown. J. A. THOMSON said he was
endeavouring to confine himself to the
clause.

Hor. G. RaxpErn: The hon. member,
if he chose, could move that “ten” be
inserted, and not “ twenty.”

Hor. J. A. THOMBON : Entertaining
no hope of converting a majority of bon.
members to his way of thinking, he con-
sidered it useless to speak farther.

How. M. L. MOSS: It was just as
well that members should know what they
were voting on. Mr. Randell, with his
usual candour, had made no secret of the
fact that the carrying of the amendment
meant the destruction of the Bill. Hon.
members must bearin mind, however, that
the Bill would be destroyed not only by
the substitution of “ twenty " for *“two,”
but by the words restricting its applica-
tion to clothing and boot factories, which
were by no means the ooly factories in-
tended to come within the scope of the
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Bill. Members would do well to have
regard to these considerations when the
division bell rang.

Hox. W. T. LOTON : Believing that
factory legislation had not been called for
by the country, and that the Bill was too
early by a long way, he would vete for
the amendment in the hope of killing the
measure. The Goveroment would have
an opportunity of reintroducing the early
closing clauses in another Bill.

Hon. B. C. WOOD: Being greatly
impressed by what My, Moss had said as
to the effect of the amendment, he moved,
with a view to greventing the measure
from being played with, that progress be
reported.

Motion (progress) negatived.

Hox. B. C. WOOD: Anyone propos-
ing such an amendment as that brought
forward by Mr. Randell should certainly
be compelled to put it on the Notice
Paper.

Question—that the words proposed to
be struck out stand part of the Bill—put,
and la division taken with the following
result:—

Ayes .. 8
Noes . 14

Majority against ... 6

AYES. Noes.
Hon, J. D, Connolly Hon, G. Bellingham
Hou. A, Jemeson Hou. T. F. . Brimnge

Hon. A, G, Jenkina

Hon. B. Laurie

Hon. M. 1. Mosg

Hou. B. C. ('Brien

Hon. J. A, Thomson

Hon. B. C. Wood
(Toller),

Hon. R, G, Burges

Hon. K. M, Clarka

Hou. C. E. Dempstor

Hon, J. T. Glowrey

Hon. W. T. Loton

Hon. W, Maley

Hon. E. McLarty

Hon. G, Randell

Hon. Bir George Shenton

Hon Sir E. H. Wittencom

Hon. J. W, Wright

Hon. J, E. Richardson
(Toller),

and the

Question thus
words struck out.

Farther question (to insert words) put
and passed.

Tee MINISTER FOR LANDS moved
that progress be reported and leave
aslred to sit aguin.

Put and negatived.

Hox. W. MALEY wmoved that the
Chairman do leave the Chair.

How. J. D. Conworry: Could that
question be put within a quarter of an
hour ?

TaE CHalRMAN: Yes; it was not by
the same member.

negatived,
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Question—that the Chairman do leave
the Chair—put, and a division taken with
the following result : —

Ayes . .12
Noes . 9
Majority for . 8

ATEs. Noes

Hon, J. D. Connolly

Hon. A. Jameson

Hon. A, 3. Jenkins

Hon. R, Laurie

Houn, M. L. Moss

Hon. J. A. Thomson

Hon, B, C, Wood

Hon. J. W. Wright

Hon, B, C. 0"Brien
{Tellar).

Hon. (3. Bellingham
Hon, R. G. Burges
Hon. C. E, Dampster
Hon. J, T, Glowrey
Hon, W. T. Loton
Hon, W, Maley
Hon. E.McLarty
Hon. G, Randell
Hon, J, E, Richardson
Hon, Sir George Shentou
Hon. Sir E, H, Witte-
5o %, 0.3
on, T. F. O, Brim
(T':zfleor).
Question thus passed,
The Chairman aceordingly left the

Chair, and the Bill lapsed.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 9-10 oclock,
until the next Tuesday.

FLegislntive Assemblp,
Thureday, 4th December, 1902
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Tee DEPUTY SPEAKER took the
Chair at 2-30 o'clock, p.m. '

PrRAYERS.

QUESTION-~LABOUR MARKET AND
TUNEMPLOYED.
M=r. DAGLISH asked the Premier
(without notice) : Whether in view of the
present condition of the labour market,

[ASSEMBLY.]

Esperance Railway.

and the likelihood thut a number of me
employed on the Fremantle Harbou
Works and the Coolgardie Water Suppl
Scheme will shortly be dispensed with, h
will inform the other Australian Govern
ments that Western Australia is at presen
unable to abeserb any surplus labour fron
outside, and ask them to make the fac
known through their respective States.

Tae PREMIER replied : I could uof
on behalf of the Government, undertak
to intimate, as suggested by the question
to the Eustern States the fuet that in thi
State there is no employment for thos
who are seeking it. I do not deny tha
we bave in our midst, bothon the gold
fields and in Perth, a certain number o
unemployed ; but I am glad to think th
great bulk of that body are those mo
keenly anxious to obtain work. On th
other hand, those few who are desirous o
obtaining work deserve the sympathy o
the House and the Goverument. I infi
mated to a deputation some few days ag
that I was entirely opposed to any systet
of relief works; on the other hand, b,
pushing on the works on the Estimates
bona fide works which I believe will com
mend themselves to Parliament in orde
to be constructed, this will relieve th
temporary distress, more particnlar]
amongst those few deserving considera
tion. The Government could not tak
steps to notify to the Bastern States tha
Western Australia has reached the ful
limit of development and that there i
not still room for men able and williny
to work. Althougl we have temporaril
received a larger number of people thai
we can assimilate within the next fes
months, I am glad to see that thi
country is so strong and buoyaunt tha
although we may have a few months o
temporary depression, there is ampl
room still for men to come to the Stat
and find employment.

QUESTION—ESPERANCE RAILWAY
AND SHIPPING COMPANIES.

Mxz. HOPEKINS agked the Premier: 1
If the intercolonial shipping companie
have offered any bonus or subsidy to th
Government of this State at any time a
au inducement to construct the Esperanc
Railway. 2z, Thecost per annum of mai
ser'séices along the Esperance-to-Goldfield
road.



