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culties were enlarged by the increased
numbers of those engaged in the brewing
trade. It was the commonest practice
in the world, when a cask of beer was
rejected at a free house, for that cask to
be immediately taken to a tied house
connected with the particular brewery.
That was a clearly understood thing in
the trade. [M=x. HossrLe: Nonsense!]
What had been described was of daily
occurrence. [Mw. Burr: Tt never
occurred in Perth.] It was claimed
that all the virtues in the world were
exercised in Perth, and no doubt their
influence had even reached the brewers.
In some cases Drewing profite were
85 per cent., which doubtless would
all be regarded as the result of the
excellent quality of the beer and the large
trade done. Tt was the public, and not
the brewer or the licensece, who had to he
congidered. The faet of there being a
liconse showed that the sale of intoxicat-
ing drink was regarded as a dangerous
business. If the contract between the
producer and the refailer had a tendency
to depreciate the purity of the drink
sold, that was a matter which clearly
came within the scope of this Bill
The object of legislation should be
to decrease the consumption of drink,
first by the indivilual who fook too
mucb, and then Dby the State as a
whole. Men should be allowed to take
Liquor if they so desired; bul the State
should reduce the temptations to excess
and secure the purity of the liquor sold.
There was no desire to interfere with ex-
isting contracts, although the tendency of
these contracts was to compel a licensee
to take what was handed to him. If the
traders on both sides were ahsolutely
honest, no difficulty might arise. But
were there no tricks of trade on the part
of the brewer or wine merchant? The
object of the Bill was to prevent the
adulteration of liguor, and the object of
the amendment was to free the retailer
in his choice of liquors. The brewer
or wine merchant should be willing to
assist a publican in return for ordinary
trade, without enforving o contract. A
publican would not desire to go to another
firm for his goods, if the goods and prices
of the firm who had assisted him were
the same as could be found in open
market. When a publican was bound to
take inferior liquor at a higher price, the
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real sufferers were the public; and it was
the interest of the public the committee
ought to consider.

Amendment (Mr. James’s) to the new
clause, limiting its application to future
agreements, put and passed.

New clause, as amended, put and
division taken, with the following result:-—

Ayes ... s .7
Noes . e .o 12
Majority against 5
AvEs, Nozes.
Mr, Conolly Mr. Burt
Mr. Gregory Mr, Doherty
Mr, James Rir John Forrest
Mr. Keuny Mr. A. Forrest
Mr, Leake Mr. Highom
Mr. Phillips "Mr. Heole
Mr. Illingworth Mr, Hubble
{Teller). Mr. Lefroy
Mir. Quinlan
Mr. Rnson
Mr. Venn
Mr. Hall (Teller).

New clause thus negatived.

On the motion of Mr. Burt (in charge
of the Bill), progress was reported and
leave given to sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10'55 p.m.
until the next day.

Kegislative Jssembly,
Thureday, 11th November, 1897

Popers Prosented—Reporting of Debates, ond  cotvac:
tions by Members—Motion: Leava of Abhsence—
Aborigines Bill:  second rending ; in committee—
Local Inscribed Stock Bill: second reading—
Municipnl Ingtitutions Act Amendment Bill: gecond
reading—Hawkers and Pedlars Act Amendweut
Bill: second reading; in committee—Width of
Tires Act Amendment Bill: seconrd reading—Sale
of Liquors Act Amendment Bill: in committee
(new clouses)—Adjournment.

Tre SPEAKER took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.



Reporting of Debates.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: Statement show-
ing Receipts and Disbursements
‘Western Australia for quarter and year
ended September 30th, 1897. Iuterim
Report of Commission of Engineers
appointed to inquire into Coolgardie
Water Scheme. By-laws of eighteen
municipalities.

By the Minister of Epuvcation:
Report of the Postmaster General (1896).
Ordered to lie on the table.

REFORTING OF DEBATES, AND COR-
RECTIONS BY MEMBERS.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : Sir,—I wish
to ask for your ruling on a question
relating to the Hansard reports of Parlia-
mentary debates. I have been given to
understand that some hon. members take
the liberty of, to some extent, re-writing
their speeches, after the official report has
been printed in the weekly edition issued to
members, and that o considerable amount
of alteration 1s caused to the reporting
and the printing staffs. Of course I
would not object to have the same liberty,
myself, of revising and improving what I
might have said or intended to say; and
it would, perbaps, be more agreeable for
us, ag members, to put down calmly, in
writing, all we intended to have said on a
particular oceasion, rather than to have
an exact official record made of what we
really did say. But I understand that the
official report of our debates is intended
to be n correct record of what the mem-
bers actually do say, and thal we are not
expected to re-cast the report by altering
it to what we may bave intended to say.
I should like to Ikmow from you, Mr.
Speaker, to what extent this liberty is
available to members for correcting the
official report of their speeches.

Tue SPEAKER: In reply to the hon.
member, I must say I have had several
complaints from the principal reporter of
exteusive alterations having been made in
the reports of speeches by some members,
who wished to have their speeches
corrected, and to have additions made
which had not been spoken. There can
be no doubt that this is quite irregular,
and cannot be permitted in an official
report of the debates. The object of having
an official report is that it shall be a
correet record of what was actually said,
s0 as to be reliable for reference; and,
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! therefore, hon. members, in revising the
; printed report issued to them cach week
tor the purpose of making necessary cor-
rections, ought not to make additions to
their speeches, nor materially alter what
has leen actually said. I hope hon.
members, for the future, will confine their
alterations to such corrections as may he
necessary and reasonable, and particularly
that members will not make additions
which were not spoken at the time.

MOTION—LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On the motion of the MiNisTER opF
EbpucaTion, leave of absence for one fort.-
night was graited to the member for
Plantagenet (Mr. Hassell).

ABORIGINES BILL.
SECOND READING.

Tae PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest), in moving the second reading,
said: I need lardly say that it gives me
great pleasure to move the second reading
of this Bill. The object of the Bill, as
hon. members will at once see, is to
abolish what is known as the Aborigines
Protection Board in this colony, and to
place the management of the aborigines
under the control of the Parlinment of
the country. The Constitution Act of
1889, which gave us self-government,
had provision in it, as I think everyone
will be aware, thai the control of the
aborigines in this colony should be
vested in a board to be appointed hy
the Governor of the colony, and that
the board should be independent of the
Government and the Legislatwre. Pro-
vision was made at the same time that
the Governor, in directing and arranging
with the board, should act independently
of his constitutional advisers. This latter
provision was not in the Act of 1889;
but another statute was passed at the
same time authorising the Governor of
the colony, in regard to matters affecting
the Abeorigines Protection Board and the
control of the aborigines, to act without
the advice of the Executive Council. This
provision, which was an extraordinary
one, was assented to—though not very
willingly—Decause hon. members were
informed it was necessary in order to
vbtain self-government. RBut there had
not been self-government for more than
six months before I moved the Adminis-
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trator of the day to ask the Secretary of
State for the Colonies to abolish that part
of the Constitution Act which provided
that a board independent of the local
Government should conirol the aborigines.
My objection was not Dbased on any
great complaints as to the action of the
board. Trom their appointment to the
present time there have been more acts of
omission to complain of than acts of
commission. The board has carried out its
duties quietly, and has never, or rarely,
asserted itself. If the Board had effi-
ciently carried out the duties entrusted to
it, no great complaint would have Deen
made. It was admitted, however, that a
board of four or five members, resident
in Perth, and for a long time without any
executive whatever outside Perth except
one secretary, was altogether incapable of
exercising any control over, or of knowing
what was going on in conuection with, the
aborigines scattered over this large terri-
tory. One of the reasons I urged at the
time why this board was not able to
carry out its duties and should be super-
seded was that the work was actually
thrown onh the Government, who received
none of the funds devoted to the abori-
gines.  The board received the money,
and was able to spend it in a way
which the Government thought, perhaps,
was not the wisest. The board was so
independent of the Government that o
request I made that the accounts should
be audited was refused, and the refusal
was upheld by the Secretary of State.
The Government were absoluiely in the
hands of the board in regard to the ex-
penditure. There was also a consti-
tutional objection to the board. The
‘Western Australian Government found an
exception had been made in their case
in the matter of the control of abori-
gines. In no other Australian Constitu-
tion Act has provision for such a board
been ingisted on. The provision in the
West Australian Constitution Act was
regarded as a sort of reflection on the
people of the colony. The Government
were considered able to make laws and
control the white inhabitants of the
colony, and do everything necessary for
the protection of life and property; but
vet were not considered sufficiently worthy
to make laws for the control of the poor
aborigines. That position was resented.
It was_not consonant with our free
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institutions that there should be in
the counfry a hoard altogether inde-
pendent of the local Legislature. There
is another point which has only recently
become important, In the Constitution
Act of 1889 provision was made for
£5,000 a year for the useof this board,
and one per cent. of the revenue of the
colony when the revenue exceeded
£500,000. The revenue of the colony
increased from £500,000 to £1,000,000,
from £1,000,000 to £2,000,000, and last
year to nearly £3,000,000. The board,
instead of having £5,000 a year at their
disposal, had thus nearly £30,000 a year.
It is monstrons that the Legislature
should hand over to a few persons to
spend as they like, without any audit by
the Auditor General, & sum of nearly
430,000 a year. The controversy con-
tinved from 1891 wuntil nearly the
middle of this year, when T went to
London. The imperial Govermmnent at
one time wavered a little, but were not
disposed to give up altogether the position
they had assumed. It was pointed out
to me by the imperial authorities that
the (Government of this colony had made
a contract by which we were bound. I
acknowledged that there was a contract,
but, urged that it was a confract made
under pressure, and that the system
had utterly failed and must continue to
fail. I pointed out that the magistrates
and police throughout the colony had to
do all the work in connection with the
aborigines; that the board had only
two inspectors, one -in the North and
one on the goldfields, and had no
means of finding out when cruelty
or crime was commitied against the
natives. In fact, I added, the whole
of the administration was in the hands
of the Government, and the reports re-
ceived by the bonrd were almost invari-
ably communicated through the Govern-
ment. I was not, however, able to con-
vince the imperial authorities. I regret
to say, the imperial authorities were
generally supported by the Governor or
Administrator of this colony for the time
being, who generally acted in a way not
altogether in accord with the wishes of
the local Government. At last the matter
got out of the hands of the Government
and was before Parliament for two or
three years. Last session there was a
spectacle in this House which I hope we



Aborigines Bill :

shall never witness again, but which, I
think, brought the dispute to a conclusion.
There was the spectacle of the leader of
the House and all the members criticising
the acts of the representative of Her
Majesty in this colony—treating him as
a departmental head or the administrator
of an important department.
regret that we were forced into the
position of criticising the Governor and
finding fault with hlm—not personally,
but as an administrator of & department.
It must have been brought home to
everyons how utterly absurd and un-
constitutional it is for the Governor of
a self-governing country to have al.:{t.hing
to do with the administration of a depart-
ment within the State. That was the
position of affairs when I went to
England this year, prepared to urge
personally on the Secrefary of State the
advisability of terminating the dispute. I
am glad to say I had very little trouble.
The Secretary of State knew I was coming
to see him and the object of my visit,
and I do not think J was with him half-
an-hour before he decided that the colony
should have complete control over the
aborigines as we had over other sections
of the community. The thanks of this
Government and Parliament are due to
Mr. Chamberlain, the Secretary of State,
for the way in which he dealt with this
matter. From the beginning I do not
think he had any sympathy with the
position taken up by the imperial antho-
rities ; buta Minister in England, entrusted
with the control of a department, finds a
difficulty in receding from the position
takren up by his predecessors.  Mr. Cham-
berlain’s difficulty was how best to set
about meeting the wishes of the West
Australian Government; but he found a
very simple way, after all. He published
a blue book containing the whole of
the correspondence, despatches, reports,
and memorials from this Parliament, and
so on from the year 1890 to the present
time; and laid the book on the table of
the House of Commons, to await any
action that wmight be taken by that body.
I do not know what the right houn. gentle-
man anticipated as a result, but I think
he anticipated the result which followed.
No one took the slightest heed or notice
of the hlue book on the table of the
House of Commons. No one seemed
willing to espouse the cause of the
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! imperial Government in opposition to
. the wishes of the colonial Legislature.
After waiting a month or six weeks, dur-
ing which no notice whatever was taken
1 the House of Commons of the matter,
the Secretary of State felt himself in a
position to say that the House of Com-
mons was 1ot averse to this colony having
| its wishes complied with. He informed
| me he had decided to recommend Her
j Majesty to assent to the Bill abelishing
| the 70th section of the Constitution Act,

under which money is provided for the
use of this Aborigines Board. 1 at once
cabled to the colony informing my
colleagues of the decision of the Secre-
tary of State. Some uction would
have been taken immediately, but for an
oversight in connection with the Bill
which™ had then bLeen passed by this
Parliament. It appears thaf, under our
Constitution Act—at any rate, under the
law—a Bill which is reserved for Her
Majesty’s assent and is not assented to
within two years, lapses. That was the
fate of the amending Bill to abolish
clause 70 of the Constitution Act. The
Bill lay so long in the hands of the
Colonial Oftice before Deing dealt with,
that when they decided to ask for Her
Majesty’s assent, it was found that over
two years had lapsed. The Secretary of
State wrote to the Government here
expressing his regret that this fact had
not been known, and the hope that
the Western Australian Legislature would
now pass a Bill carrying out what
had been agreed upon; and he promised
to lose no time n presenting the measure
for Her Majesty's assent. The result is
that this Bill has been prepared, and is
now submitted to the consideration of the
House. All the trouble or annoyaunce
that I, or anyone else, may have felt in
regard to this matter is now over, and
I think we may altogether forget what
has passed. 1 have said some things in
regard to the board during the last six
or seven years that were not very com-
plimentary ; but that was because of the
position ther oceupied. My remarks
were ot intended to be personal to the
gentlemen occupying places on the hoard,
who were all good citizens and old
colouists; but what used to annoy me very
much was that, while we were all trying
our best Lo gain the rights which we con-
sidered the colony was entitled to enjoy,
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these gentlemen seemed to be quite con-
tent to carry on their duties, and did not
think they were in any way occupying a
position that was casiing a slur, as we
thought, on the colony generally. I wish
now to say nothing more of an unkind
nature in regard to the board, nor to say
anything which will give them pain, or me
any cause to regret.  8till, I do not think
they have done much good during the
time they have held office, although T am
bound to eay they have not done any con-
siderable harm. I do not know that this
is very complimentary; hut they were
not in & position which enabled them to
properly carry out the grave duties en-
trusted to them. They were dispensers
of charity, looking after the sick, and
giving here a little clothing and there a
few blankets, which latter I regret to say
very frequently arrived late, when the
winter was over, and sometimes were not
of good quality. T donot think the board
exercised very great infiuence. One of
their own inspectors admitted that, at a
certain pastoral station at Bast Kimberley,
the board had not even been heard of.

Mg. Cownonr: Itshowstheintelligence
of East Ximberley.

Tur PREMIER: Yes; that is the
hon. member’s district. So faras looking
after the welfare of the aborigines is con-
cerned, by trying to place them on a
better footing than they were in 1890,
or doing any one thing that will be
remembered 1n their favour, we shall have
to admit that the board have been really
a useless body. There is no doubt about
that. The board have endeavoured to
defend themselves from abtacks made
upon them ; but I do not think it is worth
while saying anything in regard to their
defence, or saying anything more about
them.

De mortnis nil nisi bonum,
That is the best thing we can do in regard
to this Aborigines Board. When we
pass this Bill, as I have no doubt we
will, this matter will be altogether at an
end, and the control of the aborigines will
be under the Legislature of the colony.
We will have to be careful that the re-
proach which we hurled so often at the
Aborigines Protection Board shall not
rest upon us, and that some different
machinery shall he devised for dealing
with the natives. We will have the
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knowledge of what is going on through-
out the length and breadth of the land,
which they certainly had not. Out of
this controversy, which has gone on for
seven vears, and which has now con-
cluded in n manner that will be gratifying
to the people of the colony, some good
will result. It has given us the oppor-
tunity of placing our views before the
Imperial Government. We have shown
the administrators of Downing Street that
we had right and justice on our side, and
that the provisions of the Constitu-

tion Aet, dealing with this subject,
were albogether wunecessary. Besides

that, we have won a constitutional vie-
tory. It was not one which we
ought to have had to fight, because
the provisions as regards aborigines
ought never to have found a place in
our Constitution Act. Still, they did find
a place there, and we have had for seven
years to contend against those provisions,
with the result already described. I do
not think I need say more. I rejoice
that we have attained our object, and
that we have done it in a way that leaves
no sting behind it as regards the relations
of our colonial Government with the
Imperial Government. Having been now
granted what we have long desired, I feel
gure that, although the question has been
carried on with perhaps a little fervour on
our side, we will think none the less of the
imperial authorities for not giving up too
quickly; and they will think none the
less of us because we have stuck to
our point, and have never swerved from
the path of what we considered our
duty. Although many offers were made
to us—very favourable ones, some-
times—and it may have been thought
that we were somewhat unreasonable in
not accepting them; we nevertheless
stuclt to owr point, and contended that
nothing ‘less than the removal of the
clauses complained of from the Constitu-
tion Act would meetour views. We now
have the satisfaction of knowing that the
Imperial Govermmnent are altogether in
accord with us in the desire I have so
long and so coutinuously expressed. I
now beg to move the second reading.
Tiur SPEAKER: There is not an
absolute majority of hon. members pre-
sent, whicl: is necessary when dealing
with an amendment of the Counstitution.

advantage over the board in having a | (Majority obtained, after a pause.) The
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guestion is that the Bill be read a second
time.

Mr. LEAKE (Albany): It is not my
intention to oppose the Bill. I am glad
that the imperial authorities have thought
fit, at length, to repose sufficient con-
fidence in us to allow us to administer
our affairs in this particular direction.
The right hon. gentleman opposite has
not said much about the Bill itself. He
has not told us what effect its clauses will
produce, nor has he explained it in any
way. He satisfied himself with inform-
ing the House of what had led up to the
present position. I de not want to be un-
necessarily critical, but I confess I think
it would have been better if the right
hon. gentleman had not made an attack
upon the hoard now about to go out of
office. I kmow the right hon. gentleman
has very strong feelings upon this particu-
lar subject ; and the minutes he has
written, which are on the records of this
House, contain attacks made by him on
the members of the hoard. Most of the
gentlemen who constituted that board are
well known to hon. members, and I
think that nothing can be said against
their characters. They undoubtedly have
had a difficult position to fill. They had
a thankless task before them, knowing
full well, as they did, that the feeling of
the whole of the celony was against their
method of administration. They were
unpopular from the start, and it is a pity
now that we could not have sent them off
with a compliment instead of u censurc.
I shall certainly support the Bill, and I
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should not have risen in my place had i6 .
not been for the observations of the right :

hon. gentleman.
iving a silent vote on the subject,

I do not wish, by

that it should e thought I assented to °
the remarks which the Premier made in
© knowledge of the natives in this country,

regard to the constitution of the Abori-
gines Protection Board. I do not wish
to force a debate on the subject in the
House, but merely to say, as far as I am
personally concerned, T give iny thanks to

those gentleten who have constituted the -
. chison) : Before the second reading debate

bhoard in the past.
Bill.

Mr. CONNOR (East Kimberley):
cannot allow this occasion to pass without

I shall support the
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regard to this matter, is not able to be
here to-nighl. I think he is deserving of
@ great deal of thanks for the manner in
which he has worked on "this subject, as
well as the Premier. As a reason why
this Bill is necessary, and that an altera-
ticn should be made from the old state of
affairs, I think we have only to read the
report placed before us by the gentleman
who was sent to Kimberley as an inspector
or a protector of the aborigines there. I
was present when the pentleman was at
Kimmberley, and it seemed such a farce to
send u young fellow who was just out
from Home, who had no idea of the bush
or of the life in Australia, except to en-
joy himself, which he did to the fullest
extent, to reporton the aborigines. There
is a matter which is not referred to in the
Bill, and I wish the Government had seen
fit to introduce it into the measure. I
refer to the trouble which has taken

place up to the present as to_the natives. .
© 1n the far North.] It does not seem that,

under this Bill, any relief is given to
sefitlers from the depredations and dangers
under which they suffer from the nafives.
Some time ago it was suggested that re-
serves—there are reserves mentioned in
this Bill, but they are not what I refer to—
should be set apart to place the natives on.
It was suggested thatwe should take one of
the islands on the coast, where the climate
would suit natives, and transport them
there, and supply them with all they
require. I hope, when the Bill is in
committee, some hon. member will move
to insert a elause to effect this object.

Mr. Icnixeworre : You can only
transport one tribe to one island.

Mg. CONNOR : Then, we could trans-
port to several islands. The suggestion
has not come from me, but it has come
from a person who has a great deal of

and who says that this is the only way
to deal with them. I congratulate the
Government on the Bill being placed
before the House, and I shall support it.

Me. ILLINGWORTH (Central Mur-

closes I, as one who has spoken preity
strongly on this question whenever it has

" been brought up by the hou. member for

congratulating the Government on intro-

ducing this Bill. T am sorry my friend
the hon. member for Greraldton (M.
Simpson), who bhas fought so hard in

Geraldton, wm bound to eXpress my very
great satisfaction that at last we are
Likely to have this stigma—T think that

. is the word the hon. member used, and it

e



398 Aborigines Bill:

is a very good one—taken away from our
constitution. I would have preferred that
the Bill simply dealt with the repeal of
Section 70, and that a separate Bill had
been brought in to deal with the creation
of an Aborigines Board. That would
have been within the province of the
House.

Tue PREMIER: We promised this.

Me. ILLINGWORTH: It seems to
me thatit is a somewhat humiliating
position to have to submit this to the
Imperial Parliament. Surely we have
the power in this Parliament to create an
Aborigines Board without consulting the
Imperial authorities. [TEE PREMIER:
Not yet.] I am perfectly aware of that,
but, if we had had a Bill for the repeal of
Section 70, and that section had been re-
pealed, this House would then have been
empowered to create an Aborigines Board,
and to pass a Bill for its amendment. This
is placing us, I think, in a somewhat
humiliating position; but I understand
there is reason for the course that is now
taken being carried out, because the
Premier made some promise.

Tur PrEMIEr: We did last session.

Mz. ILLINGWORTH: WhatI am
objecting to, and I think the Premier
will see the point, is that it would have
been better if we had had a Bill dealing
with Section 70, which is an amendment
of the constitution, and then we could
have dealt separately with the provision
for the aborigines. We are met with a
suggestion Dby the hon. member for East
EKimberley (Mr. Conner), and it becomes
a question whether the introduction of an
amendment in this Bill would not place us
in a difficult position, when the Bill went
home for the sanction of Her Majesty.
I still think the form in which this Bill is
placed before us is not the most desir-
able. If there is a necessity for it in
this form, the Premier, who introduced
the Bill, should have placed the House in
possession of the reasons for the necessity.
T think the Bill should have been divided
into two parts. There should have been
two Bills: one dealing with the repeal of
Section 70, and amnother—which could
have been placed before this House and
dealt with in the usual way—dealing with
the creation of an Aborigines Board. I
am glad, however, that by either one or
two Bills we are to get rid of the present
Aborigines Board. I think I have not,
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as far as I remember, said anything
against the board itself, and I do not
think any member of the House has any
feelings against the board, or has com-
plaived about the way in which they have
conducted the business. They did the
best they could in the position in which
they were placed, and they did what they
honestly could. It was impossible for a
board, existing in the way that this
board existed, to carry out the work
successfully ; and, consequently, while we
thank these gentlemen for their labours,
and while we admit that in the position
in which they were placed they did their
duty, and did it well, it is a matter of
rejoicing to the country that at last these
gentlemen are relieved from their onerous
duties, and that the Government of the
country has laken upon itself to carry
out the duties in n more effective manner.
I would not like to cast any reflection on
the board itself. T do not think that is
intended by anyone. If the board did
not succeed, it was not its particular
fault. That it could not succeed, we
are perfectly satisfied. It is a matter for
congratulation that the board has come
to an end, and that the Government of
the day will take the management of the
aborigines. There is one point alone
which stands as an absurdity, and that
is that one per cent. of the increasing
revenue of this country should be
expended on a decreasing population.
That is a fatal blunder. Some amount
should have been fixed per capita.
With the possibilities of a country
like this, which may have a revenue of
ten million pounds before long, and this
revenue constantly increasing while the
aborigines are constantly decreasing, and
are a vanishing quantity and will soon be
an absent quantity, it seems ridiculous to
say that one per cent. of the revenue
should e given for the support of the
aborigines. I congratulate the Govern-
ment on introducing the Bill to get rid of
this Section 70, but I regret the form in
which the Bill is placed before the House.
I should have preferred its being in two
arts.

Me. KENNY (North Murchison): I
have much pleasure in supporting the
second reading of this Bill, and T cannot
helpthinking that the right hon. gentleman
dealt very leniently with the board in his
remarks. I have had a little experience
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of the way in which the board has
administered its duties, and I must say
this much, that the Premier could
not have dealt with the mismanagement
by that body in milder terms. I have
met, inspectors 800 or 900 miles away in |
the country, and beyond amusing them-
gelves to the bestof their advantage when
they arrived at o station or a settlement,
I have not seen anything particular for
the benefit of the natives carried out by
the inspectors. I certainly congratulate
the Government and the colony at large
that this Bill is now before the House.
I am certain that, before it passes its
third reading, those members who have
had any experience of the requirements
of the native races will be able to insert
such amendments that will at least pluce
the natives of this colony in the future in
a more comfortable position, and treat
them in a more humane manner than has
hitherto been attempted.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1 to 4, inclusive—agreed to.

Clause 5-—Establishment of the Abori-
gines Department :

Tee PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest): In the despateh to the Secre-
tary of State, the proposal of the Govern-
ment was to create a sub-department of
State for the purpose of caring for and
controlling the aborigines of the colony,
and to appropriate £5,000 ayeardefinitely,
together with any sum which Parliament
might vote annually for this purpose.
If the clause had said that any wunex-
pended portion of the £5,000 per annum
should go back to the Treasury of the
colony, such a mode of settlement might
not look well in the eyes of others. But
if the time should arrive when less than
£5,000 a year could be remsonably ex-
pended for this purpose, any balance
remaining in the hands of the sub-
department could easily be reappropriated
by passing an Act through Parliament
authorising the re-appropriation for any
other purpose.

Me. ILnNeworTH -
sary to send all this Home in a Bill for
Her Majesty’s assent? The Bill was
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But was it neces- |

mixing up two different things.
Tae PREMIER.: The amendments to |
the Constitution Act must be sent to the |
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Becretary of State for the royal assent;
and although this was not necessary in
the case of the other clanses of the Bill,
yet Parliament could not pass this Bill
in its present shape, and get the royal
assent to it, untill the cancellation of
Bection 70 of the Counstitution Act had
been effected. The hon. member said
we were mixing up two different things
in this Bill. He (the Premuier) could see
no force in that observation, as the com-
mittee were simply carrying out, in the
Bill, the promise which had been given
last session. It might not be necessary
to have this proposal legalised, but it
seemed to him befter to put it in the
Bill, in order to show that the Govern-
ment had no intention of neglecting. the
aborigines.

Mz. InLingworTH: Still, the clause
made conditions that were not in the
Coustitution Act.

Tz PREMIER: Those conditions
were made by Parlimuent, and not by
anyone else. When Parliament had
abolished the Aborigines Board, we
could deal with the matter in any manner
that might be deemed expedient. There
was nothing in the Bill to which exception
could be taken. Some parts of it, such
a8 Clause 4, certainly required the Bill to
be referred for the signification of Her
Majesty’s pleasure. The clause repealing
Section 70 of the Constitution Act alse
required the royal assent ; but these were
the only clauses that really did require it.
There was no reason why such a Bill as
this, a portion of which required Her
Majesty's assent, should not be made a
complete and workable Bill, so that action
could be taken immediately on the aboli-
tion of the Aborigines Board. The pur-
port of the Bill was no more than this,
that the Board was to be abolished ; that
any funds in its possession should go to
the Glovernment; and that Parliament
should permanently appropriate a sum of
£5,000 a vear for the use of a sub-de-
partinent to be created for the purpose of
looking after the welfare of the aboriginal
race of the colony.

My KENNY: A small addition might
be made to this clause with great advan-
tage to the unfortunate natives. Large
quantities of blankets were served out
annually to the aborigines, hui with very
little benefit to them, especially in the
vicinity of small country townships, where
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unscrupulous white men often secured
them by a present of a small quantity of
drink, or o few shillings. The blankets
might be marked to distinguish them
from others. Throughout North Mur-
chison complaints were frequently made
that natives had been deprived of their
clothes and blankets in this manner. Tn
addition to branding the Dlaukets, it
wonld be advisable to insert a clause to
punish all who procured clothing or
blankets from the aborigines of the
colony.

Put and passed.

Clause 6—8Sum to be placed at the dis-
posal of the Aborigines Department :

Mr. ILLINGWORTH, to test the
question, moved that Clause 6 be struck
out. He had intended to apply this
to Clause 5, but that was gone. By
passing this and the remaining clauses,
Parliament would be putting itself in the
same position, practically, as was occu-
pied before Responsible Government was
conceded, by entering into a covenant to
do certain things. The Secretary of State
would surely accept the assurance of the
Government that they intended to create
the sub-department contemplated in this
Bill. While it was necessary to secure
the royal assent for the purpoese of dealing
with the financial portion of the Bill
and for the abolition of the Aborigines
Board, it was altogether unreasonable
that we should have to send home to
Downing Street provisions like these,
defining how, where, and in what form the
new sub-department should be created.
Such a procedure was simply giving away
the powers of the House. The Home
Government had said, in effect: “We
will give you a constitution empowering
you to govern the white people of the
colony, but we want to secure the proper
protection of the aborigines before we give
you that constitution.” In other words,
they said : “ We will give you the right to
govern the black population of Western
Australia; but before we give you thatright
we must have an Aborigines Board.”
The House had power, under the con-
stitution, to do this work, and did not
require to send Home this portion of
the Bill, which ought not to have leen
included in the measure, as the first part
was sufficient for all purposes. Supposing
this Bill were dealt with by the House of
Commons, every member of that House
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would have the right to take exception to
these clauses.

Tee Premier: The House of Com.
mons would have nothing to do with it.
Of course the Bill would be laid on the
table there for a certain prescribed time.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: While mis-
taken on that point, he must say that
this Parliament ought to have a consti-
tution free from all conditions; and,
though the proposed condition was not a
very serious one, still thera was a principle
underlying it, that we were not to have
& free constitution for Western Australia
except upon certain conditions which were
not 1n foree in the other colonies.

Mr. BURT (late Attorney General):
The member for Central Murchison took
a wrong view of the matter. The Bill
cousisted of two portions, Part of it
certainly required Her Majesty’s assent,
under the constitution: the rest of it,
like any other Bill, might, at the dis-
cretion of the Government, be sent Home
for Her Majesty’s assent. The olject
here was to gain time, by including in
the Bill not only the clauses which must
be reserved for the royal assent under
the Constitution Act, but also those which
it was only necessary to reserve if the
Governor thought fit so to do. If only
the first four clauses were sent, it would
be impossible to pass the rest of the Bill
this session, because the House would
have no power to do it until the section
of the Constitution Act mentioned in the
schedule had been repealed ; and therefore
we could not possibly pass the rest of the
clauses, or create a sub-department, until
next year. The procedure suggested by the
hon. member would mean that the board
would be abolished as soon as the neces-
sary assent wag given to this Bill, and there
would then be a gap, as nobody would be
authorised to look after the natives at all.
Even if an Act came into operation next
year, there would he a gap of several
months without any provision being made
for looking after the aborigines. It
might happen, too—and, in his opinion,
it would happen-—-that when we passed
the rest of these clauses, His Excellency
the Governor would be advised by the
Attomey General to reserve Her Majesty’s
assent; because anything in regard to the
aborigines had to be treated with very
great care, and the Governor would most
probably say, when he got the first four
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clauses of the Bill, *“ Where is the promise

of the Legiclature to provide a sub-
department ?”  Inasmuch as this Bill
related to o subject about which there
was a sort of dual contract between this
House and the Imperial Government, the
Governor would have to send the Bill
Home for approval. It was not unlikely
that the Secretary of State would be
unable to redeem his promise this year;
and probably until he got the two Bills,
Her Majesty's assent would be reserved.
The hon. memher would, therefore, see
that if we adopted the means suggesied,
somne considerable time must elapse before
the bringing the Act into operation;
whereas by adopting the means proposed
in the Bill, no interval would occur.

M. ILLINGWORTH asked leave to
withdraw his amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 7 to 30, inclusive--agreed to.

Schedule::

Tae PREMIER said the word  Act”
should be inserted after the word “ Con-
stitution,” and he moved an amend-
ment accordingly.

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

Title—agreed to.

Bil! reported, without amendment, and
repert adopted.

LOCAL INSCRIBED STOCK BILL.
SECOND READING.

Tre PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) : This Bill, which hon. members
will notice is not a very simple one to
understand, 1s a very important one. It
has for its object the inscribing of loans
locally. Hon. members are no doubt
aware that in this colony there are no
means provided by the Government for
the investment of money by persons
desiring to invest in Government securi-
ties,and especially, Lthink, is the want felt
in regard to persons having trust funds
to invest. If anyone at the present time
has money in trust, I believe he can leave
it on fixed deposit in a bank, which can-
not be said to be an undeniably safe
investment for trust funds. Stll we
have power in this colony—T do not think
it exists in many places—to invest trust
funds in a joint-stock company. Then we
have a right to invest trust funds in free-
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hold estate. That gives a good deal of

. trouble to trustees, who have to seethat the

property is looked after, and that it is in-
sured; they have, bemdes to run the risk
of detenoratmn, and there are many other
things which give a good deal of trouble
to trustees under these circumstances.
This Bill will provide o means for persons
having money in trust or otherwise to oh-
tain Government security, and not for a
short time only but for a considerahle
tine. A measure of this kind finds a
place in the legislation of all the Eastern
colonies of Australia, as also in New
Zealand. It is looked upon with favourin
all the colonies ; and the faet may be stated
that, at the present time, the Governments
of the various colonies can obtain money
for their locally incribed stock at a better
rate than, or at any rate at as good a
rate as, they can obtain for it in England.
As we all know, the only means provided
in this colony for investment for the
general public in Government securities is
the Post Office Savings Bank. It is com-
petent, of course, for the Government
to igsue Treasury hills, if they desire to do
so, locally, and on one or two occasions the
Government have done so; but this is not
a very convenient way, for the Government
Treasury bills mature very quickly. The
Post Office Savings Bank—favourite
place for investment, in the present con-
dition of the colony—has reached the
stage when it is not available for all
demands made upon it. The deposits in
the Savings Bank are increasing at a very
rapid rate. Seven years ago the deposits
were a few thousand pounds, while to-
day the deposits are nearly a million.
This money is at call, or, at any rate,
three months’ notice is the most the
Government can ask for the re-payment
of the money invested in the Post Office
Savings Bank. Under the circumstances,
this money may be regarded as practically
deposited at call. Tt is not convenient
for a bank, a Government, or an individual
to be liable to pay such an amount at call.
People can only invest in the Savings
Bank to the limited extent of £150 n a
year; apnd if, by this Bill, there can be
provided a permanent investment under
Glovernment security, a good work will
be done. If there are people in a colony
like this who require a permanent invest-
ment in Government securities, such
securities ought to be available, I do
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not. know that banking institutions in
the HEastern colonies have raised any
objection to the Governments there pro-
viding similar investment for the people,
although it might be wrged that the
provision of Grovernment security in this
way would not be to the bhenefit
of the banks. In the interest of the
general public it is far better for the
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" measures have found favour in all the

" eastern colonies and in

Government to provide investment for

the people. The money is not hoarded

up, but, when received, 1s devoted to soine

public work authorised by Parliament.
The money invested in this way gets into
cireulation as soon as it reaches the hands
of the Government.

The Bill is per-

missible, aid, if no money is vequired, .

the Government may close the lists:
then, if we want money, we can
re-open the lists and again sell in-

seribed stock. One object that will be
obtained by-and-by, though not now, is
a large local inscription of stock. which
in itself will be a good thing. If a
pnblic work requires construction, the
Treasurer will be empowered to raise
sufficient money locally for that work
mmstead of going te London for a loan.
The Post Office Savings Bauk, as & means
of investment, has been of great advantage
to the country. The Waterworks of
Perth were purchased with £350,000
deposited with the Post Office Savings
Bank, which amount the Government
would otherwise have bad to mise m
Bngland. The interest on the £350,000
is paid in the colony, instead of goin

to people in other parts of the world.
The drain of inierest on our public debt
to England is a serious matter. The
national debt of England does not seemn
to be feit very much, and the reason, in
my opinion, 18 that it is recognised as a
permanent investment for the people, and
the aceruing interest is circulated amongst
the very people who have invested in the
funds, It would be a very different
thing, however, if the interest on the
national debt of England were payable
outside that country. Theu the drain
would bLe felt on the resources of the
old country, as the drain is felt in the
colonies. Millions of money have to be
sent every vear from the colonies to
London to pay interest on the public debt,

thus taking up all our exports or a great

Bill 15 no new-

portion of them. This
Similar

fangled notion of my own.

" Acts at the present time.

New Zealand.
The prices at which the stock under this
Bill shall be issued will mean the price
at which, for the time being. the Gover-
nor has notified ; and anyone who likes to
buy stock at that price may put his money
into the hands of the Treasurer and get
his bonds. Clause 3 gives the Governor
power to create stock, and this clause 1s
copied from the 58th Viet., 31 of Queens-
land. According to Clause 4 of the Bill,
the Governor may notity from time to
time that stock will be 1ssued, and may
recall that notice at any time he likes,
Subsequent. clauses provide that stock
shall be issned for £10, or any multiple
of £10, and the interest shall rank with
loans already issued in London since 1891,
Both capital and interest are a charge
an the coneolidated revenne of the colony.
Clanse 7 provides that a person having
money in the Post Office Savings Bank,
and desiring to convert, that money into
inscribed stock, may do so. This is a
provision I have no doubt will be often
availed of. A person having .£600 in the
Post Office Savings Bank, and bhaving got
to the limit of his deposit in that institn-
tion, may wish to save more, and. under
this Bill, he may convert his Post Office
deposit into inscribed stock. Then again,
a person with £150 in the Savings Bank
may, with a desire for better interest or for
some other reagon, require a permanent
mvestment, and may transfer his money
into inscribed stock; this being done
under the Bill by a simple process. The
intention of this Bill is not to get invest-
ments for short periods, but for periods
of something like twenty years. I donot
suppose stock will be issued for shorter
periods than twenty years. Treasury
bills would be much more convenient
than inscribed stock for short currencies.
Clause 6 provides the mode for pay-
ment of interest and principal of stock.
The Treasurer, with the approval of the
Governor, will, every half year, provide
interest and appropriate it out of the
revenue and assets of the colony; and,
after four years from the date of issue of
the stock, shall further appropriate a sum
for the forination of a sinking fund, egual
to one-and-a-half per centum on the total
nonunal amount of the stock. That is the
same provision as is found in the Loan
Clause 9 pro-
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vides for the investment of the sinking

fund and income thereof. If the sinking
fund is found to be insufficient, then that
fund may be made good from the consoli-
dated revenne. Clause 11 is a very im-
portant clause, providing how the money

coming into the hands of the Govern-

ment is to be expended. The money can
ounly be applied iu the redemption of any

public securities, whether due or becoming -

due, or for any purposes for which a lean
may be raised under the authority of
any Act of Parliament. For instance,
Parliament may authorise the expenditure
of £2 500,000 on the Coolgardie Water
Scheme.
for this scheme, we could apply the moneys
we received under this Bill.  Or, instead
of raising the whole £2,500,000 in Eng-
land, we could raise £2,000,000 there and
£500,000 i the colou_y, or any proportion
we liked, but we could not raise any more
than the amount anthorised in the Loan
Bill. If it came tv pass that all the loan
powers were exhatsted, and some money
was in hand under this Bill, there would
be no power to expend that, unkess Parliz-
ment had approved of the construction of
some public work out of loan.

Meg. ILLiNewoORTH : You could redeem

securities.
Tue PREMIER: We could redeem
securities. We could apply the money to

purchasing a loan or buying funds in the
market with money received nuder this
Bill. That would be very convenient, and
might be the means of our making a lot
of money. If it ever happened that the
Government had a lot of money in hand
under this Bill, and the colony’s bouds
fell in price in Londen, that would be a
good opportunity for the Government to
purchase those bonds. Such a pur-
chase would have the effect of keeping
up the price of the bonds, and save
money to the colony, because the bonds
would be redeemed ata price much less
than would have to be given when they
came to actual maturity. Clause 14
provides that the stock created shall he a
security in which cash, under the control
of the Supreme Court, may be vested
within the meaning of any Act or rule or
order of court dealing with such invest-
ment. This 15 an important clause. I
know of an instance in which, some vears
ago, £40,000 came into the hands of the
Supreme Court for investment under a

If we wanted toraise £100.000 .
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will: it was money in trust, and some-
how was under the control of the court.
If a Bill of this character had been in
existence, the Supreme Court would have
asked us to take this amount. [A
Meseer: Not for 20 vears.] That all
depends: I do not suppose we should
care to take it for a short time. I at
once say it is not my intention—and if
the Bill is not explicit enough we can
amend it—to take investments of money
for a short time. This Bill is to provide
for real and permanent investment, in
the same wayv as inseribed stock in
London. The longer the term of invest-
ment, the better the price we shall get:
that is so. A ten-years loan will not bring
nearly as good a price in the London mar-
ket as a 20, 30, or 50-vears loan will bring.
This Bill will provide for a long and certain
investment, especially where the funds
are not needed. The Governor is em-
powered by Clanse 15 to malke regulations
defining and preseribing the authority
under which the Treasurer is to act, and
defining the duties of officers in relation
to stock; prescribing the mode of invest-
ment in stock, and of the issue and re-
issue, and the inscription and re-inserip.
tion of stock; providing for the cancel-
lation of stock certificates; prescribing
the time and pluwe of payment of the
capital and interest. and generally for
all such purposes as may he necessary
for the carryving into effect of the Bill
The other clauses are in regard te
penalties, as to forging and counter-
feiting. Pevsons doing these are guilty
of felony. and are liable to penal
servitude for life, or for any term
not less than three years. Clause 17
states that “ Nothing in this Act con-
“tained shall be construed in any way to
* prejudice the rights of the holders of any
“ Western Australian Government deben-
“ tures, Treasury bills, or inscribed stock
" issued under the authority of any Loan
“Act.” Those are the provisions of the
Bill, and I think the measure will do
good. T think it is necessary even now,
when we find such a large amount of
money in the SBavings Bank. The money
in the Savings Bank is increasing, and it
15 at call; and I think some other mode
should be provided for giving more per-
manent security, and longer terms for
those requiring investment than exist at
the present time. RBills of this descrip-



404 Tngcribed Stock Bill :

tion find favour in the other colonies, and
I think there is no real ohjection to such
a measure here. I hope hon. members,
when they come to the consideration of
it, will think the cireumstances of the
colony justify us in moving in this direc-
tion, in which all the other colonies have
moved.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : I very much
regret that the Premier should introduce
this Bill during this session of Parlia-
ment. The Bill hus much to recommend
it on its face, but I think it is an nnfor-
tunate ¢circumstance that the Government
should bring in a Bill of this kind just
now. Qur position is well known, as far
as our borrowed money is concerned.
This Parliament has aunthorised the
Government to borrow threc millions on
Treasory bonds at four per cent. at par,
and all the industries of this country arve
requiring assistance. There is not suffi-
cient money in the country for the pur.
pose of carrying on the great works
reguired to be carried on, apart from the
Government works ; and the operation of
this Bill is simply a bid by the Govern-
ment for the money now in the country,
invested in certain quarters at four per
cent.

Tur PrEMIER: It is nothing of the
sort.

Me. ILLINGWORTH : That is what
the Bill says—at 4 per cent.

Tur PreEmier: Not exceeding 4 per
cent., it says.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH : Weare giving
authority to the Govermnent in this Bill
to borrow money locally at 4 per cent.

THr PrEmIER: We borrow it now at
3 per cent. from the Post-office Suvings
Bank.

Mz, ILLINGWORTH :
rowing at 4 per cent. also.

Tuae PrEMIER: Very little.

Mrz. ILLINGWORTH : We are bor-
rowing wmoney at par,

Tue Premier: We are uot paying
any movre for it.

My, ILLINGWORTH : You
issuing bonds at 10 per cent, pur.

Tue Premier: You do not know any.
thing about it.

Mr., ILLINGWORTH: I wm very
glad if I do not know; but that is the
fecling which is at present n tmy mind,
and more minds than mine.  This Bill,
which is taken from the colonial Acts,

We are bor-

alre
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, 18 o good Bill in itself, but I regret it has
' been brought forward, because I look on
this as a very bad time to introduace o
measure of this kind. It is bound to
interfere with the balance at our bankers;
it is bound to interfere with the
operations of the Government in their
lonn policy ; and it is calenlated to lead
to misrepresentation. Tt may be said
that the Grovernment cannot get money in
London, and they are trying to get it
locally. That is not the state of affairs,
Dut it is linble to be stated in that way.
For these reasons I very much regret that
the Government have seen fit to bring in
this Bill at this stuge. Tt would be much
better for the Government to withdraw
the Bill now, and let us deal with it in the
next session. There need be no haste and
no hurry.  As far as the finances of the
country are concerned, and private finance
is concerned, the Bill will do some injury.
Without saying nore on these hnes, I
would strongly urge upon the Govern-
ment to withdraw the Bill and re-intro-
duce it next session.

Mr. JAMES (Bast Perth): If I cor-
rectly understand the intention and effect
of this Bill, it 1s to enable the Govern-
ment to issue inscribed stock that can be
applied for by local individuals who have
money to lend at a certain rate of interest,
and on the hest possible security, the
security of the country. At present, local
individuals who have money to lend are
unable to obtain this stock unless they
go to London. Any Bill that has
the effect of ubnlishing that absurdity,
has my warmest and whole-heurted
support. I am glad the Government huve
introduced the Bill, and I regret that it
was not introduced some years ago. It
is absurd that the people living in the
colony, who waut to invest money on the
security of the coumtry in which they
live, ure unable to do so.  As soon as this
anomaly bas been removed, it will be
i much better for the country. I welcome
| the Bill most heartily. I have lhistened

to what the hon. member for Central
Murchison has said, and I failed to hear
one word to cause me to regret thut the
Bill has been introduced at the present
time.

' Mgr. KENNY (North Murchison): Tn
gupporting the second reading of this
Bill, to my mind il is ancther step in the
right direction-—in the direction of ¢n-
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ubling people locally to iuvest their
money at the same rate, and on the same
conditions, as we give to the people of
London. TLocal people, who bave money
to invest, will be enabled to invest
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Murchison that the Government have no
intention to get money by the Bill. We
have better means than this Bill provides
for obtaining mwoney, under statutory

© authoriby.

it here. 1t will mean money being kept in |

the colony, which would otherwise go to
London in interest. The Bill commends
itself to the country at large, and I have
much pleasure in supporting the second
reading.

Tue PREMIER (in charge of the
Billy: Before the sceond reading is
passed, I would like to make a few re-
wmarks as Lo what has been said by the
member for Central Murchison. In in-
troducing this Bill, Tam not doing it in
any way to add to our financial position.
Our finuncial position is quite satisfactory
at the present time, ns the hon. member
knows. 'We have power to raise Treasury
hills, and we have power to raise a loan;
and, therefore, we have ull the statutory
authority we require in order to obtain
money. This Bill will not help us in the
slightest degree to obtain money if we
wantit, Wehave power at this moment
to issue Treasury bills up to £3,000,000.
This Bill has not been brought in with
the object of gathering money into
the coffers of the State, because we
have those means already. As time
goes on, if we should require money
for public works—we do not need it now
—we shall bave the means of raising it.
This Bill, as the hon. member for East
Purth has pointed out, will enable persons
who wish to invest their moneys—
especially trust funds—on the security of
the consolidated revenue of the country,
to do so locally. It secems an extra-
ordinary thing that if a person has £100 or
£1,000 of trust funds, he canneot get Gov-
crnment security for them in this colony.

—

—_

Quly the other day a person came to the

Under-Treasurer and asked him for a
Treasury bill of £1,000 for some trust
money. The Under-Treasurer said he
could not give it to him, as there was no
local issue. That seems to me to be a
thing that should not exist,
colonies, unless they are overflowing with

Tu the other |

money, a person can go and obtain the

security of the country for a certain
amount, but we cannot do that here. It
seems to me this Bill will supply a want.
My only intention in rising now was to
asswre the hon. member for

Central

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

MUNICIPAL INSTITUTIONS
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Tar PREMIER (Right Hon. 8ir T,
Forrest): I beg to move the second
reading of this bill.  Its objechisto alter
the Municipal Institutions Act of 1895
in respect of the width of rights-of-way
by changing the words “20ft.” to “1G3t1."
I am informed that many rights-of-way,
have been made 20ft. in width under
this Act; but 161ft., being 25 links or a
quarter of a chain, is considered suflicient
for the purpose, and much more suitable
thap 20ft. These lanes are not intended
to be thoroughfares for traflic, but are
merely for scavenging purposes: and it
is undesirable to have them too wide, for
in that case they will ultimately hecome
streets. 1t is thought that 163ft., ora
quarter of o chain, 15 a reasonable width
tor such Janes.

Mr. ILLIiNewoORTH :
gether.

Tae PREMIER : Undesirable results
have arisen in other colonies from their
being made too wide. In Melbourne, for
instance, Little Colling Street and Little
Bourke Streot, which were originally

ACT

Too wide alto-

mtended for mere scavenging lanes,
were made too wide for lunes, and
just wide enough for traffic, and

are now used for traflic, thus showing
that if you make a lune too wide, it may
in tine become a thoroughtaure. For
scavenging purposes, you co not wanta
lane too wide. I believe there are some
amendments proposed to be ioserted in
this Bill; but whether we can conveniently
include themn in a Bill of this nature, T do
not kwow.  We can consider them when
we sec the proposals on the Notice Paper,
in comuitice.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH (Centrat Mur-
c¢hison) : If T remember rightly, the prin-
cipal Act provides that no huilding shall
be erccted facing a street of less than
20ft. in width. TIf these lanes are intended
only for rights-of-way, IGML. is al-
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together tov great a width. 'L'bere are in

thig city a number of rights-of-way ouly

121ft. wide, and even they cannot be kept
clean, and they give a great deal of
trouble. The existing Act permits o
huilding to be erected to a street or lane
20ft. wide.

Tue PrEmiek: Not being u curringe
road; but a carriage road must be not
less than 20ft. wide.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : According to
the existing Act, a building can be erected
to a streot 20ft. wide; and I sav that if,
by this Bill, the width of a lane be reduced
to 164ft., the effect will be to permit
buildings to be evected there.

Ter Premier: The present Act says
there must be two frontuges.

Mer. ILLINGWORTH : There is at
the present time a right-of-way at the
rear of blocks 1 and 2 in Barrack street
165ft. wide, and persons might build
dwelling-houses facing that street, which
would be u menace to the health of the
city. ‘There is no necessity for a right-of-
way to be so wide as 164ft. The great
difficulty in the operation of this clause,
and one which the Bill does not
meet, is that suppesing there 15 a
block of land running from Hay street
to Murray street, Perth, und in the centre
of that block the owner of the land cuts
a street 33ft. in width, and also provides
a 9ft. right-of-way. from Murray street to
reach the 33ft. street, then, accovding to
this Bill, he may build houses for habi.
tation in the 33ft. street. Yet the City
Council have decided that they will
not permit a building which has not
a frontageto a wain street ; and a difficulty
has arisen, becanse they compel the
entrance to that particular street to he
at least 33ft. wide. 'I'he effect of the
Bill will be to cowpel a man who cuts up
a piece of land to leave 164ft. of waste
land for a right-of-way, which is wholly
unnecessary, thereby reducing the depth
of the land very materially, especially
within the city, and creating a nuisance
at the rear. The clause, as it stands in
the Bill, would permit a habitable
building to be erected on u 164ft.
street.

Tar Premier: Not unless there is
another frontage as well. If u land-
aowner has a frontage of 20ft., he can
have a 164ft. vight-of-way at the rear,
but not otherwise. It seeins to me that

Huwkers and Pedlars Bill.

if there is an alley 20ft. wide and a back
lane 164ft. wide, then according to this
Bill vou can have a building fronting on
both.

Mr. LEAKE : There are two kinds of
roadways provided for—a carriage way
and a footway. According to the Bill,
the carringe way must be 30t wide
and the footway must Lo 20ft. wide.
The latter is unnecessarily wide for a
mere footpath, and T think it ought to
be reduced. The object of the clause,
put shortly, is to provide that houses can
only be built abutting upon the carriage
way. You must not build fronting the
fuotway. If vou allow a house to ahut
upon the footway, it will prebably in-
terfere with the carts and carviages.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

HAWKERS AND PEDLARS ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) : The object of this Bill is tu
prevent. the soliciting of orders, and
the carrying on  of the business of
hawkers, by subtertuge. Some years ago
the Hawkers Act was rescinded. Under
the law of the colony, hawkers are noi
allowed to sell goods, except vegetables,
fish, fruit, &c. Thereis a clasz of people
in the colony who travel all over it, going
long distances, and really carrying on the
business of hawkers. They go to houses
and, under the subtertuge of soliciting
orders, really break the law. The Go-
vernment have been udvised that the law
was not sufficiently clear to enable con-
victions to be obtained, and we, therefore,
propose to introduce the words into the
tirst section of the Act, “their soliciting
orders for.” This would have the desired
effect of preventing the carrying on of
the business of hawking contrary to the
law. T beg to move the second reading.

Mz. SOLOMON (South Fremantle) : 1
am glad this amendment has been brought
forward. We see pedlars of all nations
~—Chinese, Asiatics, and all sorts of races
—evading the law every day, and it is
high time such an ameéndment as this
was passed.

Mz. KENNY (North Murchison}:
While supporting the Bill, T would like
to know if it applies 1o persony in the
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city sending out their men to solicit
orders? [A Meumser: No.)
Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE,
Clauses 1 and 2—ugreed to.
Title—agreed to.
Bill reported without amendinent.
Report adopted.

WIDTH OF TIRES ACI' AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING.

Mr.QUINLAN (Toodyuy) : In moving
the second reading of this Bill, I desire
to say that an almost similar measure
was introduced into this House last year
and carried, I believe, ununimously. It
- was thrown out in another place. This
Bill is sumewhat modified from the
one previously introduced, inasimuch as it
mukes provision for exemption in certain
places. It will be observed that the
metropolitan district cmbraces ““ the area
comprised within the boundaries of the
municipalities of Perth, Victoria Park,
Leederville, Subiaco, Fremantle, North
Fremantle, and East Fremantle, Guild-
ford, and the Perth, South Perth, Clare.
mont, Cottesloe, Peppermint Grove, Can-
ning, and Fremantle Roads Boards, or
such municipalities or roads boards as
may be hereafter proclaimed within such
area.”” There is a feeling shown through-
out the agricultural districts that it would
e a hardship to those who had their
dravs and waggons made just prior to
the Act coming into effect, to be com.
pelled to discard their wheels so early as
January, 1899, as was originally pro-
vided. The Bill hefore the House pro-
poses to extend that period io districts
other than those referred to as metro-
politan districts. I feel I have the sym-
pathy of the agricultural districts, and
probably of all the country districts,
in moving this amendment.
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It will, T .

think. weet the ubjection raised on a |

former occasion. It may be argued that
there should be uno difference made
hetween metropolitan districts and the
country districts in this matter, and that
those persons dwelling in the metropolitan
area may be rather hardly dealt with by
heing compelled to discard their wheels
by the date named. But with all due
deference to the opinions of hon. members,

I beg to assert that the cireumnstances |
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are totally different, the wear and cost of
materials in the one being much greater
thzu} in the other, uud such as to warrant
me in asking hon. members to give their
support to the second reading of this
Bill.

Question put and passed.

Bill read & second time.

SALE OF LIQUORS ACI' AMENDMENT
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

Consideration in committee resumed.

New Clause—Barmaid not he employed
more than eight hours each day:

Me. KENNY moved that the follow-
ing be added as a new clause :—

. Any licensee who shall allow any varmaid to
work at her occupation as barwaid in his
licensed premises for more than eight hours in
each day shall be liable to a penalty not exceed-
ing ten pounds.

He intended to follow this with another
new clause :—

Any licensee failing to provide for any
female servant employed upon his licensed
premises sufficient and healthy accommodation
shall be liable to a penalty not exceeding ten
pounds,

In moving the first of these new clauses.
he said he did not wish to cast reflec-
tion on the numerous hotel-keepers who
conducted their hotels in u business-
like manner, 2ud treated their employés
in u humane way. There were, however.
many hotels in the colony where barmaids
were emploved long hours and received
small recompense. Few, perhaps, could
speak  with greater experience than
himsedf on this subject. For the last
seven or eight years he had been a
constant boarder in  hotels, and so
far as his observation went, the treat-
of barmaids called for some
consideration.  Young women who filled
the position of clerk or typist worked
six hours a day, with half a day
holiday on Saturday; the shop-girl
worked eight or nine hours a day, with a
balf-holiday in the week; the school-
teacher also was employed about six hours
a day, with a balt-day boliday in the
week,  These employments were con-
sidered to lx somewhat unbealthy, and
that was the reason the bours were short.
The same claim of unhealthiness of oceu.-
pation ¢ould be sebup with greaterstrength
and truth for women emploved as bar-
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maids, some of whom were kept at work
twelve and even fifteen hours a day.
There were girls who entered a bar at nine
o’clock in the morning, and were kept
there until twelve or one o'clock the
next morning, and who were, in many
instances, physically unfit to withstand
such a strain on the constitution. A
young lady from another colony, who
failed to obtain employment in her own
oceupation as school mistress, accepted
an appeintment as barmaid in a leading
hotel in Western Australia. She was
told her hours would be not more than
ten hours a day, but she frequently
found herself behind the bar for twelve
or fifteen hours. The result was that
great inronds were made on her health,
and she had to be sent to the hospital.
Subsequeantly her fellow workers paid her
passage home to Scuth Australia, where
she died a few weeks after her arrival.
That was only one of many instances in
which the bealth of girls of delicate con-
stitution had been ruined.  Young
women earning their living as barmaids
were a3 much entitled to consideration
from their employers as were wonlen em-
ployed as shop-girls and in various other
light occupations. The health of the
people as a whole had to be considered.
It a strong, vigorous, and healthy
people were desired, care must be taken
of those who, sooner or later, would be
mothers in this colony. The working of
the Factories Act in other colonies
showed the great advantages of the
eight hours system. Not long ago he
lived for three months at the Grand
Hotel in Melbourne, where over 100 girls
were employed, and where the hours of
work were limited to eight hours. He
was forcibly struck with the management
of that hotel, the manager of which had
not only feund the eight hours system an
advantage to the hotel, but n means of
saving trouble in the general management.
A more happy, contented set of servants
could not he found than in the Grand
Hotel at Melbourne. This prosposal
would not interfere with the general
working of hotels, the proprietors of
which treated their fenale employees with
proper consideration. There was another
set of employers, however, who quite
forgot they owed a duty to those who
were working for them, beyond paying

[ASSEMBILY.]

e comanitiee,

the object of the amendment was the
protection of the unprotected and the
defence of the defenceless.

Mz. WALTER JAMES: The new
clause would work no hardship on hotel-
keepers. Eight hours a day was quite
long enough for a woman to work, especi-
ally in the close, stufiy atmosphere of a
bhar. As a rule, there was not much
demand for barmaids until towards the
afternoon, from which, of course, the
cight hours would be counted. It wasa
good general principle to protect women,
whatever their occupation.

Mz. A. FORREST : Those inany way
acquainted with the liquor trafic would
note that barmaids, if they were kept late
in the evening, did not come down to
their work until noon, or perhaps two or
three o'clock in the aftermoon. If the
new clause were intended to apply only -
to Perth and large towns, it might he
supported, but other parts of the colony
had also to be considered. In places like
Bunbury or Geraldton it would be rather
a hardship on the proprietor of a hotel
if he were fined for an infraction of
the eight hours law, when his barmaid,
who had had no visitors in the morning,
served two or three guests in the evening.
Legislation was going too far altogether,
Hon. members were trying to introduce
fads into Acts of Parliament, which would
be found to be unworkable. Hehoped the
committee would not allow this new clause
to be inserted. The next move some hon.
member would make would be to apply
the eight hours principle to servants in
any house, who might be kept up late
sometimes. [Mr. Jamms: A good rule
too.] Perhaps it was, but he did not
kunow who would be able to afford it.
Barmaids were not working hard all day
in the country distriets. In some places
it might be found they were not working
for four hours out of the eight. Akt race-
meeting times and show times, bar girls
night be required to work twelve hours,
and then the landlord would be liable to
be fined ten pounds. He (Mr. Forrest)
hoped that in the 19th century we would
not allow these fads to be introduced into
legislation.

Tug PREMIER : The clause required
more congideration than we were likely
to give it that night. Where the work
in bars was heavy, as in Perth or Fre-

them a small cheque once a month; and | mantle, eight hours was quite long enough
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for a girl to be emploved ; but there were
many cases in which a sweeping law of
this sort might work a bardship. If there
was any thmc' extra on in a place. it was
d.ll\erv well to say, introduce more hands ;

but they could not well introduce new
people mto a business. We all knew
what overtime was.  IE the clause was
passed, supposing they had at Bunbury
a show, and a barmaid was required to
stay up until twelve o’clock, the landlord
would be liable to a fine of £10. Noone
wanted that to ocenr. All we wanted
to do was to prevent the pirls working
unduly long when they were constantly
at work. In country places, for hours a
barmaid did nothing.

Mr. IunineworTH : This bmd_y would
nob-be “ working ¥

Tyz PREMIER: Then the guestion
would arise, what would he “ working ? ™
‘Would sitting down, and not serving, be
working ? While such a clause might
suit very well us a general rule, there
would be some cxccptlons There were
festive occasions when evervone worked
long hours; and it would not do for the
commitiee to pass a clause which was
definite in its expression, and would
gubject a licemsce to a penalty if he
allowed o barmaid to work longer than
eight hours, no matter under what con-
ditions. Perhaps the hon. member for
East Perth, with his ingenuity, could
suggest something that would make the
clause acceptable.  In the shape in which
it wags before the committee, he (the
Premier) could not support it.  While
he was willing and anxious that bar girls
should not be made to work more than
a reasonable time, still to pass o general
clause of that sort would be unworkable
altogether, taking the whole colony in
its scope.

M. ILLINGWORTH: The member
for North Murchison at this stage simply
desired to affirm the principle; and an
opportunity was given to suggest amend-
ments which would take in all the
exceptions. As a principle, he thought
the sooner we affirmed eight hours for
all classes—male and female—the better.
We were fully aware of the fact that
in a good many places barmaids were
overworked ; and the Premier assumed
that in every case of overwork there
would be a conviction. On the contrary,
unless some painful injury was done,
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a case would never come before a
magistrate at all. As to race meetings,
could anyone supposc Lliat becanse o man
bad a public-house and gave a fee toa
barmaid to stay on a fcw hours extra,
a conviction would he obtained in that
case? He thought that if we estab-
lished the principle of the eight
hours for the bar girls, it would be
useful, and the pgirls, when necessity
arose, would be able to maintain their
rights. There must be exceptions. The
hon. member who introduced the clause
might make some amendment as to ex-
cepting certain districts.  As o principle,
it was desirable to place on the statute
book some limitation that should be
recognised as a day’s work fora barmaid.
- Mr. JAMES: The member for North
Murchison, like himself, must recog-
nise that the clause, dvafted as it
was, would not he sufficient. The clause
might be made to apply to the towns of
Perth and Fremantle, but outside it might
work a hardship on people, although he
did not think it would. He thought tha
as a general rule it might apply io all
cases, and that on special occasions the
magisirate should have power to grant
leave to o licensee to enable him to keep
the barmaids working for a longer time.
At present, permission was given to a
licensee to keep his hotel open for a
longer period.  We might, at any rate,
make the clanse apply to Perth and
Fremantle.

A MemsEr: What about Kaulgoorlie
and Coolgardie ?

Mr. JAMES would like te sce all
places brought within the clause.

Mr. A. Fomrest: Any town with
10,000 inhabitants wmight be brought
within the clause.

Mr. JAMES: In small towns, sav
like Bunbury, barmaids were not wanted
in the morning, and if they went to work
at 2 ¢o’clock and worked until 11 o'clock,
they would serve eight hours. On an
occasion when there was u show or u race
meeting, permission could be obtained
from the magistrate, as just stated, to
employ a barmaid for a longer time.

Tue Presiek: There would be a lot
of trouble, rumning about to the police
magistrate.

Mr. JAMES: There was o troubleat

i the present time to go to a polive magis-

trate for an extension of hours. If the
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right hon. gentleman thought that the
clause shonld not apply outside Perth
and Fremantle, it could be made to apply
ounly to these two places.

M=r. A. Forresr: Make it 10,000
people.

Me. JAMES: It would be better,
perhaps, to name the towns in which the
clause should be in force. He moved, as
an amendment, after the word * license ™

[ASSEMBLY.)

in line 1, to insert the words * within .

the licensing district of Perth, Fremantle,
Coolgardie, or Kulgoorlie.”

Me. QUINLAN: It must not he for-
gotten that there were shop girls who
had to work nine hours a day, excluding
meal times.

A Mzuner: They had a half-holiday
in each week.

Mr. QUINLARN : Certainly, they had;
but it would be better if the proposed
amendment were made to read, * who
shall compel any barmaid.”
compel the proprietor to compeunsate any
lady kept working later than the statutory
time. There should also be a provision
for seating accommodation, for few bar-
maids were provided with chaivs. In the
Factoriesand Shops Acts i other colonies,
provision was made tor this, and it was
equally necessary in the case of barmaids.

Mz, DOHERTY : It would be well to
make the clause read, “not more than
forty-eight hours per week ;" so thatif a
lady worked ten or twelve hours in one
day, she would pot have to work so long
on the following day.

Mr. HUBBLE : The majority of bar-
maids in Perth and Fremantle did not
work more than eight hours; in fact
their lot was much easier than that of
any other barmaids in the colony.

Mr. LEAKE: If the words, “ with
the consent of the barnaid,” were iuserted,
the clause would he absclutely wseless.
A barmaid who did not consent would
lose her billet. Unless the committee
insisted on the eight hours principle being
applied to this class of employment, the
clause would be of no use whatever.

Mer. GREGORY would vote against
the amendment, because it Limited each
day’s work to eight hours. He had been

This would |

L commitiee.

with regard to working hours during
the day. On some days a girl only
worked four or five hours, while on others
she might bave to work ten or twelve.
The clause should be altered to so many
hours per week.

Amendment (Mr. James’s) put and
negatived.

Upon other motions by Mr. James,
several verbal amendwents were made in
the new clause, to read as follows:—
“Any licensee who shall employ any bar-
maidat her occupation asbarmaid formore
than forty-eight hours in any week shall
he liable to a penalty not exceeding £10.”

Clause, as amended, again put.:

M. LEAKE: We had, first of
all, to prove that a person so employed
was a barmaid. How were we to do
that ? The licensee might say she was
not employed as a barmaid, but as a
servant. This point only showed how
necessary it was to deal with the question
straight out. If the clause weve uot
made more emphatic, he should certainly
vote agamst it.

Me. JAMES: The member for Albany
(Mr. Leake), who had previously op-
posed the employing of barmaids at all,
was now opposing a clause which would
prevent barmaids from being einployed
for more than 48 hours in one week.

" Clearly, the hon. member was iucon-

sistent in the action he was taking. If
the hon. member thought the section did
not, gu far enoungh, his proper course was

" to assist the committee to put it right.

CoCage.

informed by hotel-kecpers that it was -

quite usual, where two girls were em-
ployed, to allow one girl to get off one
night, and the other girl the next night;
and the same principle was carried oot

Mr. LEAKE denied having been in-
consistent. It was impossible to bave
good legislation in this direction, unless
we laid down hard-and-fast rules. He
had pot said that he was against the
eight hours employment of barmaids:
on the contrary, he would support a
measure preventing their being employed
for o longer period; hut he objected to
the wording of the claunse, as, in his
opinion, it would enable the licensee to
get rid of the difficulty by an evasion.

Tae PREMIER: The cluise, us
amended, would ot altogether meet the
The committee proposed to treal
barmaids in u more exceptional wuy than
any other person working under un en-
gagement. That, at any rate, was how
he understood it. Under the eight hours
gystem, as it was brought into operation
in the other colonies, there was nothing to
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prevent a certaiu cluss of persons from

working uvertime. In the Department of |

Public Works and Railways, overtime was
4 regular und well-understood thing: men
worked longer time und got extra pay for
it,
that business could be carried on.
employers and employed understood that,

when men were required ro work longer

than the usual hours, the men got extra
remuneration. If we puassed this clanse
in the shape proposed, there would be no
provision made for these young women
working longer than 48 hours, though
they might be most anxious to du sv. and
although the employers might be willing
t6 pay them extra for doing se. Some
loophole should be provided whereby extrs,
timie might bé worked for extrn puy:
when both purties agreed.  As the Bill at
present stood, the committee would be
coercing hoth sides-—uot only the em-

plorer but these who were emploved. He -

did not think the committee wished to

go to that length: at any rate, he did -

not. Where there was mutual consent
and extra pay was allowed, the comnitiee
should not prevent an arrangement being
made.

Mr. DOHERTY : In other volunies
overtime was only allowed under certaiu
conditions. Under the Workshops Act,
employees had no right to be in a factory
longer than 48 hours. If the member
for East Perth would excise the words
*at her oconpation as barmaid,” the
objection raised by the member for
Albany would, he thought, be met.

Mu. LEAKE asked the member for
East Perth to postpoune the further con-
sideration of the clause.

Mzr. JAMES said he would withdraw .
the amended new clause, 1f he conld bring |

it up subsequently.
Clause, by leave, withdrawn.
New Clause~—Amendment (proposed)

of principal Act. 1880, Scc. 61 (bond .

fide traveller, penalties) :
Mr. LEAKE said he wished to amend
61 of the principal Act.  That section

provided that no liquor should he soldon

Sunday, Christmas Day, or Good Friday,
except to bond fide lodgers or travellers;
and it fixed the penalty for a first offence
at £350, and for a subsequent offence b
£100, i addition to which, in the latter
case, the section provided for the for-
feiture of ihe license. He wished to
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' draw the aftention of hon. members to
the fact that these were hard and fast
U penaltivs,  We therefore moved that the
+ following new clange be added to the
Billi—

Section Gi of 44 Victoria, No. 4, is hereby
amended by striking out, in the eighth line,
the words *““the sum of fifty pounds,” and
inserting in lieu thereof the words “a sum not
exceeding fifty pounds;” and is further
i amended by striking out, in the ninth line,
' the words **a swin of one hundred pounds.”

and inserting in lien thercof the words “a
. sum not exceeding one hundred pounds.”

The object of the amendment was to

make the penalties optional with the

magistrates—to limit the maximum, but
* not to absolutely fix the penalty. It
often happened that offences were purely

*~techmical.  An oyster-saloon kesper; who

' was in the habit of sending out for beer
. at the request of his customers, might
© inadvertently take from his own store in-
stead of sending out to the public-house;
and although it was proved to the satisfac-
tion of the prosecution that there had been
a merely technical offence, with no inten-
tion to evade the law, the magistrate, in
such a case, had no option but to fine the
 defendant £50. The amendment sought
to give the magistrates discretion in fix-
iug the penalty, particularly for the first
offence. Perhaps the illustration of the
oyster dealer was not a good oue, becanse
the section merely dealt with Sunday
selling except o bond fide travellers or
lodgers. Publicans were very easily tuken
. in by a person who represented himsell
: ug being a boud fide traveller or lodger;
I but the magistrate, on the offence being
I proved, must fine the offender £50,
! although a fine of £5 or £2 wmight be
sufficient. A further amendment would
be proposed to Section 61, to the effect
that, instead of a license being forfeited
+ for a second offence, the forfeiture should
" be optional with the magistrate. Then
again, a turther awendment would be
moved, placing the onus of proof on the
publican that the person served was a bond
‘ fide traveller or lodger. If the penal-
ties were not so stringent as at present,
, it would be more easy to put down
¢ Sunday trading. The trouble now was
that a man charged with an offence
knew that a conviction mesnt a penalty
of £50. Such a sum was worth fighting
for, particularly when u publicun was
aware a secoud offence rendered his
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license liable to forfeiture, whick meant
the taking away of his livelihood. The
penalty at present was so severe that a
man would resort to all sorts of devices,
and perhaps unseruputous behaviour, to
prevent himself being convicted. But if
he knew that, in the event of his making
out a ressonable case and showing he
was humbugged by the party who repre-
sented himself to be u traveller or lodger,
the penalty would not be so severe, then
he might submit himself to the court.
Owing to the absence of discretion in the
penalty, magistrates were very often
placed in a dificult, position, He himself
bhad prosecuted and defended publicans
over and over again, and in a great
number of cases a smaller penalty than
that provided by law would have met the
case, and prevented a great deal of
trouble.

Put and passed.

Mr. LEAKE moved, as a further
amendment of the same section in the
principal Act :—

That all the words after “One hundred
pounds * be struck out, and there be inserted in
lien thereof the words, “ and if such subsequent
conviction shall be within a period of twelve
months from any former conviction, the
justices may order that the license be forfeited :
Provided always that, whenever a licensed
person is charged with any offences as afove-
said, the onus of proving that the sale was to a
bond fide lodger or traveller shall be upon the
person charged.”

As the law stood at present, there was a
fine of £100, with forfeiture of license
for the second offence. The amcndmnent
already carvied provided that for the
second offence there should be a fine not
exceeding £100. The amendment now
submitted provided that the magistrates
“may,” not “ shall,” order the license to
be forfeited. It was left opfional with
the magistrutes to inflict a fine pot
exceeding £100; and, in addition, it was
left to their discretion whether or not
they forfeited the license. Since this
concession had been made to the publican,
it was only right that on him should be
imposed the responsibility of satisfying
himself and proving to the magistrates in
his defence, that the person he supplied
was a bond fide traveller or lodger. At
present the onus of proof lay with the
prosecution.

Mzr. GREGORY : We might be plac-

ing too greal an onus on the publican ;
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to make him prove who were bond fide
travellers. The existing section was too
gevere. The penalty for serving on
Sunday was too severe. The existing
Act was being cvaded every Sunday, and
magistrates might fine a licensee £50 for
a first offence, and for a sccond offence
up to £100. There was also the power of
forfeiture. Hesupported the amendment.

Mer. ILLINGWORTH: The average
takings of the publicuns in Perth on a
Sunday ranged from £30 in some houses
to £80 in others, It was hard to believe
that pnblicans were selling to such large
amounts as these to bond fide travellers.
The facl was that more business was done
on Sundays at a public-house than on
other days of the week. We should
either take the Sunduy-trading section out
of the statute book altogether, or take
some steps to have the law enforced.
The difficulty was to prove that a man
was not a bond fide traveller and not a
lodger. It was too much to expect the
police to prove that, and he thought the
new clause was distinctly in the right
direction. It was the duty of a publican,
when a man went to his house on a
Sunday, to find out if e was within the
fowr corners of the Act, und so supply
the person as the Act permitted him to
do. He (Mr. Mingworth) agreed with
the hon. member in reducing the fines,
as it might lead to more convictions; hut
unless the onus of proof rested on the
publican, it would be impossible to get o
conviction.  In some places in the far
country districts the clause might work
w hardship, but we were legislating for
the masses. :

Mr. HGBBLE : It was hard to under-
stand whut coustituted a *' traveller” in
thiscolony. InSouth Australiauny person
seeking refreshment at a hotel five iniles
from his dwelling-house was considered
a ftraveller. [A Memser: Tt is three
miles here.] In South Austrulia, if a
man entered a public-house and said he
was a bond fide traveller, that exonerated
the publican; but if the publican neg-
lectedd to ask the question whether the
man was o boud fide traveller, and the
police came in, the publican was fined,
If the customer said he was a bond fide

" traveller, and the police found out that

i
1
|

he was not, the customer was the person
he fined. Such a provision would work
well here.  He agreed with the reduction
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of the fines, hecause he had known cases ' or quarterly mectings of the bench of such

in which a magistrate was placed in an
awkward position, through having to
impose a heavy fine when a small penalty
would have met the case.

Me. LEAKE: A publican had ample
means of protecting himself against
preople who misrepresented themselves s
travellers. He could get the names and
addresses of the persons; he could get
them to sign a book, or preduce their
railway tickets, or he nced not let them
in unless they came with some responsible
person whom he knew. Beyond these
ordinary means, there was a seclion of
the Act which protected him. A person
Ealsely representing himself as a traveller
wasg liable to a penalty of £5.
it the publican was deceived, he had his
remedy; and if the publican received a
summons frem the police, he could take
out a summons against the man who
deceived him, and the probability was
that the publican would get off with
a fine of a shilling, and the man who
deceived him would be fined heavily.
The practice which existed was that the
publican asked, “ Are you a traveller ?”
The answer was ¢ Oh, yes,” and then the
man got his drink.

Mr. HUBBLE : In South Australia,
if a person represented himself as a
traveller, the publican was bound to serve
him, although he might know the person
was not a traveller.

Mr. QUINLAN: Complaints existed
at the present as Lo the Act, in regard to
Sunday selling; ond, as the member for
Albany had pointed out, there was pro-
vision in the existing Act which protected
the publican when a wan falsely repre-
sented himself as a traveller.

Put and passed.

New Clause—Inspectors and their
duties :

Me. RASON moved that the following
new clause be added to the Bill :—

The Governor way from time to time appoint,
and at his discretion remove, one or more
inspectors of licensed premises for every
licensing district under the Act. It shall be
the duty of every such inspector to ascertain,
by personal inspection, the mode in which the
licensed prewmises situated within the licensing
district to which he shall be appointed are
conducted and managed. and the state, condi-
tion, nature, and extent of accommodation of
such prewises, and also to sea that the pro-
visions of this Act and the principal Act are
duly observed ; and also to attend the annual

Thercfore,

district, and to report upon all or any of the
licensed premises situated therein, if he shall
be required by the bench to do so; and such
inspector shall have power, after notice, to
ohject to any application for the granting of
new licenses, or the renewal or transfer of
existing licenses, upon any of the grounds
specified in the Act as objections applicable to
such applications.

He desired to give effect to what was the
desire of most hon. members, that in-
spectors should be appointed; and if
this clwuse were adopted, inspectors
would be appointed who would oot only
have the power to see that no adultera-
tion waus carried on, but would also have
power to inspect and report on the general
management, of all licensed premises.
They would be in a position to report to
the licensing magistrates when dealing
with applications “for transfers or fresh
licenses. They could report as to the
manner in which different houses had
been conducted, and if they had any
complaints to make that everything had
not gone on satisfactorily, or that houses
had been inisconducted, the inspectors
would be able to object to u renewal of
the licenses.

Put and passed.

New Clause—Amendment of license
fee (in principal Act):

Me. ILLINGWORTH moved that the
following new clanse be added to the
Bill :—* Sub-section 1 of Section 15 of
the principal Act, 44 Viet, No. 9, is
hereby amended by st.liLing out, in the
first line, the word fifty’ and inserting
the words ‘one hundred” ; and further,
by striking out, in the sccond line, the
word “forty’ and inserting the word
‘seventy.”” His object was to increase
the license fee, with a view of getting
rid of the ‘shanty” style of house, and
of securing increased accommodation in
hotels, and a better class of publican. A
man conducting a good class of house
could well afford to pay a higher fee.

Mr. GREGORY : The existing license
fees—&£50 in towns and £40 in country
districts—were quite high enough. He
was decidedly opposed to this amend-
ment,

Mr. RASON: While sympathising
with the amendment, he was afraid that,
if adopted, it would have a contrary
effect to that intended by the mover.
Such a high license fee us £100 would
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only resull in a considerable inerease in
the nwinber of slv-grog shops.

Mr. LEAKE: It would facilitute
malters if the hon. member (Mr. Illing-
worth) would consent to withdraw the
second sub-section of his amendment
until the first had heen considered. He
agreed with the proposul to ncrease the
heense fee from £50 to £100. The
existing Act was passed in 1880; and a
license worth £50 then would be worth
£100 now, considering how rents and
prices had pone up sinee that time,

Mgz. Rason : If the rents had gone up,
that was a good reason why the license fee
should be lowered instead of increased.

Me. LEAKE : The proposal to raise
the fees n Perth and Fremantle was a
just one; but he would not support any
inerease outside those places.

Mr. DOHERTY ; Under this amend.
ment there would be an unfair advantage
given to some houses, while others would
be penalised. He could not see why a
hotel on the outskirts of the licensing
district of Perth should pay the same
license fee as one in the centre of the
city. It was most unfair that hotels in
small places like Roebourne, Cossack,
and Hall's Creek should have to pay ex-
actly the same as houses in Geraldton
apd Bunbury, where the population was
much larger.

Mr. MITCHELUL: If there was more
husiness to be done in Perth and Fre-
mantle now than there was in 1880, it
should be remembered there were many
more licensed houses now to do the
business. The publicans were heavily
taxed already, and he could sec no reason
for raising their license fees 100 per cent.

Mr. SOLOMON: The proposed in-
crease was most unfair.  Why should
Perth and Fremantle houses be compelled
to pay a fee of £100, when hotels in
Coolgardie and Kalgnorlie were doing
much more business, and would ounly
have to pay £50°¢

Mz. ILLINGWORTH : In the exist-
ing state of the law, there was a material
difference hetween the conditions which
obtained in Perth and Fremantle and in
the country towns. In Perth and Fre-
mantle there was no such necessity for
inereased uccommodation in hotels as
there was in the goldfields towns. People
had their homes here, and ordinary con-
veniences. In the country it was not so.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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We were now building up cities and en-
couraging, tu some extent, a large number
of public-houses—not for the good of

' the State, but for the personal profit of

i
1

the individuals. The whole basis of var
licensing law was restriction. He wanted
to restrict the numnber of public-houses,
and he wanted to make the houses in the
city contribute some of the profits they
were making out of the public and out of
the State. He did not think it was too
much to ask the licensees to pay £100 &
year for the increased trade they were
getting in Perth and Fremnautle. If
they could not afford to pay, then their
houses onght to be closed in the interests
of the public, for it showed that they
were not wanted.  With regard to Cool-
gardie and Kalgoorlie, it was difficult to
make the Act apply in such o manner as
not to fall harshly on the smaller places
included in those large districts. If the
committee could malke the principle apply
to the centres only, it would be all right ;
but it would be difficult tv do that.  He
hoped the committee would see theirway
clear to puss the motion,

The PREMIER : The difiendty ap-
peared to him to be Lo wch faivly to all
i regard to the amount charged fora
license fee. One might feel inclined o
vote for an increase m the license fee, so
tar as the best Louses in the centre of
the cities were concerned ; but he thought
it would be manifestly unfair to carry it
ont to the outlving and smaller places.
8o we found ourselves in a difliculty.
It always appeared to him that to charge
the same license fee throughout the
colony was npof very equitable, becanse
the business done in some houses was 80
sinall, and the places where some of these
houses were situated were hardly worthy
the pame of towns. They were simply
Grovernment town sites, and it wouid be
unfair, in such cases, to insist on the
payment of a license fee of £40,
and to charge only £50 in Perth,
Fremantle, Coolgardie, or Kalgoorlie.
People in the outlying districts paid
more for what they received than those
having bouses in the mere thickly popu.
lated centres. He did not think that
Perth and Fremantle should he charged a
higher tee than Coolgardie and Kalgoorlie,
but there were hotels and hotels in
Fremantle and Perth.  He did not think
it would he fair to make the smaller
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houses pay a very mich higher fee than
they were paying now. although the
lurger houses might well be able to afford
it. When a tenant went oui of one of
these large hotels, a considerable som of
money was paid for the goodwill by the
incoming tenant. showing that the
business was a very profitable one.
There would not, therefore, he thonght,
be much objection on the part of the
licensees of these larger hotels to pay an
extra fee.  The difficulty was how to act
justly to all.

A Mewmper: In Victoria they charge
Ly valuation.

Tre PREMIER: Something of that
kind inight be done here.  The matter was
worthy of consideration. HMe did not
think we should charge the same fees for
the large as for the small houses. It
might be argued that a great deal of
monev had been spent in making these
large hotels, and that they could well
afford to pay the hicher fee. It must be
remembered that in the more thickly
populated parts of the colony more money
was Lo be made out of the business than
in the smaller parts of the colony. He
did not feel inclined to rush into this
matter. He thought if we intended to
alter the law, it should be done aftera
good deal of consideration to see if some
equitable plan could not be worked
out.

Mr. DOHERTY : Public-houses in
districts having a population of 10.000
should be divided into three classes,
according to their size, and a license fee
of £100, £75, and £40 respectively
should be charged. In smaller districts
the license should be £20. A fee of £40
would be felt severely in some cowntry
places. Hotels there were necessary, not
so much for drinks, as for accommodation.
He suggested that the hon. wember
should bring in a clause to embody the
suggestion he had made.

Mr. QUINLAN: The new clause
might well be withdrawn. Having had
some experience in the business, he would
he happy te assist the hon. member in
preparing such an amendment as to fees
as would be acceptable to the committee.
There were objections to the present
method of charging fees, and he did not
think the proposed clause would meet the
case fairlv. He admitted that some houses
could afford to pay more than the present
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fee, while others could not afford to pay
s0 much.  He had no hesitation in sayiny
that there was one method of raising
revenue, of which the Government might,
well avail themselves. Houses had been
changing hands for several thousands of
pounds. He knew of one or two cases in
Perth where £9,000 had been paid. In
the case of large hotels that could aftord
large sums like this, a stamp duty
should be charged when the transfer was
effected.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH : No one had
a better knowledge of these points than
He would,
therefore, be pleased to wirthdraw his

. amendment with a vigw to constructing

another with the hon. member’s assist-
ance. He was not working blindly in
this matter. He had strong convictions,
as hon. members knew, but he was not
advocuting these now. The effect of a
low license and waut of supervision in
Bendigo (Victoria) had been that a large
number of hatels, or places so called, had
been erccted, which were merely bars,
and which were not required for the uses
of the public. The basis of all our legis-
lation was that a public-house was »

. necessary evil, and one that had to be

restrained, because it was necessary for
the convenience of the public. But
heyond those houses which were necessary
there were growing up in all our big
cities a number which were not necessary,
and which were a menace to the public.
He wanted, if possible, by charging a
high license fee, to restrict the number of
these hotels. This had had a good
effect elsewhere, and he thought it would
have a good effect here. If a house
could not afford to pay, that house was
not a public necessity, and should he
closed. Once we admitted the public
convenience us a standard by whick to
judge of the necessity for public-bouses,
no further facilities for increasing the
number of public-houses should be given
than the public required. He begged
leave to withdraw the amendment.

New clause, by leave, withdruwn.

New Clause—Liguor in bond :

Mr. DOHERTY moved that the fol.
lowing new clause be added tothe Bill . —

No liquor shall be issued or allowed to pass
out of the Customs hond unless the same hag
been first tested and certified by a public
analyst as being free from adulteration. And
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no whisky, randy, or rum shall be issned from © spirits as was charged on ordinary

or allowed to pass out of the Customs hond
unless the same is at least four years of age.

This new clanse would strike at the root
of the evil of the liguor traflic. TLiquor
10 per cent. overproof was imported into
this colony, and put on the market
at ls, 6d. per gallon. Tt was im-
possible to get whisky, brandy, or rum
at that price, of sufficient quality to he
retailed out to the public; and the object
of the wmendment was to prevent such
liguor being placed on the market.
Unless this clanse were inserted in the
Bill, the inspector or amalyst would be
powerless. The spirit, imported at the
low price mentioned, was pure whisky,
but whisky of such immature quality as
not to be fit to go into human con-
sumption. People in the old country
knew that immature spirit was one of the
most dangerous of drinks. All spirits
should be allowed at least four years in
bond to mature. There would he no
difficnlty in ascevtaining from the Cus.
toms certificates the age of the spirit
imported. If the imported spirit had
only been in bond six months at home, it
would have to remain in bond in this
colony at least 3% years before going into
consumption. The period in bond would
allow an opportunity for the fusel oil
to evaporate and leave the pure spirit.
Tt was not so much doctored spirit
as cheap low-class raw spirit that did the
bharm.  Jameson's ten-year-old whisky
at home cost 11s. -6d. per gallon in hond.
This would show the quality of whisky
which eould be imported to this colony
at a profit, at 1s. 6d. per gallon.

Mr. KENNY : The member fur West
Kimberley deserved the thanks, not only
of Parliament, but the colony at large,
for introducing an amendment which
struck at the root of the evil of the
drink traffic.

Me. ILLINGWORTH : The real evil
of the cheap spirit business wag the impor-
tation of methylated spirits. Under
the plea that certain spirit was required
for manutacturing porposes, this methy-
lated or white spirit was introduced into
the colony in ovder that, with the aid of
“essences,” the spirit might be trans-
formed into whisky, brandy, or any
spirit desired. The only way to remedy
the evil would be to charge the same
duty of 16s. per gallon on methylated

spirits.

M=z. A. ForrEst : The duty of 16s. was
now charged on spirits of wine.

Mg, ILLINGWORTH: The member
for North Fremantle (Mr. Doherty) was
on the right track. But the evil would
not be met by guiting new spirit into
bond and keepiog it there for four years
to mature. The reul evil lay in the manu-
facture of whisky from methylated spirit,
which did not puy duty. The member
for North Fremantle ought to look into
this, and szhape his new clause accord-
ingly.

Mr. HIGHAM : Methylated spirit was
not imported into this colony ; but spirits
of wine and white spirits were. Methy-
lated spirits consisted of spirits of wine
with shellac added, and could not he
used for making whisky.

Tae PREMIER: It seeimed to him that
the new clanse was a very good proposal,
but he did not know whether it could be
easily carried into effect. To analyse
every quantity of liquor that came to the
colony would be rather a big order. He
asked whether it would be necessary to
analyse the whole of the spirits imported
for people’s own use. He did not Imow
how long it would take to amalyse a
sample of liquor, buthe should say it was
not a simple process. They would want
an army of analysts to keep pace with the
business. Perhaps the member for
Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth),
who had for many years taken an interest
in this kind of legislation, could tell
them whether such a provision existed
elsewhere. If s0, no doubt the difficulty
could be surmounted, and there was no
reason why it could not be carried out
here. He was quite in sympathy with
the idea that only good liquor should be
allowed to go into consumption; but he
was doubtful whether the expense and
trouble connected with the analysis would
not be too great.

M=z. DOHERTY wished to add to bis
new clause the words “ spirituous liquors
in bulk.)” He did not mean the clanse to
apply to liguor in cases, hecause the
testing of one bottle would be sufficient.
From cvery hogshead or quarter-cask
a sample was drawn off to test the
strength.

Tue PREMIER:
process.

That was a simple
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Mr. DOHERTY: Any man who im-
ported spirits generally imported about
500 quarter casks at a time, and one
sample should be taken from this
quantity. If the liquor was accompanied
by a warrant from the old country as to
how long the liquor had been in bond
there, it conld be bonded here for a
suflicient time to make up the four years.
In onc shipment there might he 50
hogsheads, and it would be only necessary
to take one sample for analysis from
these. If anyone went into the cellars of
the largest spirit merchants here, he
would find only five or ten casks of
whisky, because thé merchant usually
dealt out of the bond. It would not

take a great dedl of ‘tiihe to analyse one |~

sample out of a shipment. It should not
matter what the expense was: their
object should be to see that good spirit
was sold to the public. It was better to
do that than to have people poisoned.

Mr. LEAKE sympathised with the
hon. member who introduced the proposed
new clanse; but there seemed to be a
practical difficulty in the waly of carrying
out the proposal. To say that no liquor
should pass the Customs bond, unless it
wag first tested by analysis, would mean
thata large staffof analysts would have to
be employed to cope with the work. An
analysis could not he made at 2 moment's
notice, and a consignment of spirits
might be hung up for a very long timne,
He did not know how liguor was imported,
whether in consignments of 100 hogs-
heads or not; but each brand would have
to be analysed separately. Then we
would bave to go further and fix a penalty
for wrongly passing liquor. There was
power now, under the Customs law, to
confiscate liquor not fit for consumption,
and he did not think the new clause gave
much power beyond what already ob-
tained. If the hon. gentleman would
withdraw the clause now, and confer
with the hon. member who had charge
of the Bill, he thought it would be to
their advantage. He did not want to
oppose the principle, as he thought it
was a good one. ‘The same object as that
sought to be obtained by the clause
might be gained if authority was
given to analyse, and confiscate if the
analyst declared the liquor not fit for
consumption. But they had that power
already.
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Me. QUINLAN : There was a provi-
sion already made for testing spints for
strength. If the clause was passed, and
it was decided to analyse every shipment,
the Government would have to employ
an army of analysts to pass all the liquor
that was placed in the Customs-house.
He thought the provision already passed,
as to the adulterated liquor found onm
licensesd premises, would meet the diffi-
culty. The clause should be with-
drawn.

Mz. DOHERTY was surprised to see
the want of knowledge on the part of
Lon. members on this subject. As toan
army of analysts Dbeing employed, that
was entirely wrong. In the city of
Dublin one analyst did all the work, and
in London there was one analyst, who
had a few assistants; so that hon.
members would see there was not so
much labour, after all. He did mnot
want to have an analysis made of the
liquor in every cask, but a sample
should be taken from every shipment.
If the new clause were carried, spirit
merchants would not import any whisky
under four vears of age. Whenr buying
in the market, they would not purchase
this absolute poison. The net cost of
such stuff in Glasgow was 1s.6d. a gallon.
It was a new gpirit, and should not be
allowed to enter this country. <« It will
do well enough for Australia,” was a
common expression in the Glasgow mar-
ket, It would be better to have an army
of analysts than to allow people to be
poisoned by liquid rubbish. Were the
amendment passed, the whole evil would
be remedied by the importer, and one
analyst would be quite sufficient for the
work ; in fact, the one analyst would have
very little to do.

Mr. HIGHAM : Tt was impossible for
one analyst to do the work. If he only
apalysed one package out of a hundred,
of what use would his certificate be?
The other 99 packages might contain
absolute rubbish, which would get into
consumption. The second section, as to
the age of liquor, would have no real or
practical effect. Idiquor which was vile
and poisonous when new would not be
any better at four or five years of
age.

gMn. Douggry: That statement showed
that the hon. member knew wnothing
about it.
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Me. HIGHAM : The importer should
be allowed to mature his liquor in private
bond. .

Mgr. Dougrry: Nobody objected to its
being in his private hond.

Mr. HIGHAM: But the new clause
said the liquor was not to be imported.

Me. DoseErTY : Noj; it said the liquor
was not to issue from the bond nntil
tested.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mgr. HIGHAM: That should apply |

not ouly to bulk, but to sealed liquors,
because must of the vile stuff which got
into the local market came heve sealed
and labelled,

Mr. LEAKE: The mover would

better attain the object by altering the -

clause to read that any liquor might be
detained for analysis. He had po wish
to throw obstacles in the way of hom.
members, for he was as anxious to
i)revent the importation of adulterated
iquors as anyone could be.

Me. DorgRTY: It was not a question
of adulterated Liquors.

Me. LEAKE: Paragraph 1 of the |

clause dealt with adulteration, and para-
graph 2 with the question of the age of
liquors. The hon. member was dealing
now with the adulteration, and wanted
the liquor detained for analysis, aud
destroyed if condemned; but this inten-
tion was not expressed in the wording of
the clause. The hon. member shouid
accept his suggestion, and report pro-
gress at this stage. He (Mr. Leake)
would be glad to assist him to attain the
object.

Mr. DOHERTY said his intention
was to prevent the placing on the market
of cheap whisky or brandy until it had
matured.

Progress reported, and leave given to
sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10'28 p.m.
until the next Monday.

Mullewa-Cue Railway.

Begislative Bssembly,

Monday, 15th November, 1897.

Paper Presented—Question: Mullewa-Cue Raiiway Con-
traet Time, &c.—Cemeteries Bill: third rending—
Aborigines Bill: third rending—Hnwkers and Pedlnrs
Act Amendment Bill: third reading—Induostrinl
Statistics Biil (amendments suggested on report)—
EmploymentBrokers Bill ; further amendments on
report—Local Inseribed Stock Bill: in cominittee
—Widtlh of Tires Act Amendment Bill: in com-
mittee ; Division on motion to leave the Chair—
Sale of Liguors Act Amendment Bill: in com.
mittee (new clauses)—Imwnigration Restriction
Bill : second reanding (moved)—Motion: Leave of
Absence—Visit of Members to Bunbury Show—
Adjonrnment.

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 7-30
o'clock, p.m.

PravErs.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the PrEmier: Report of Fre-
mantle Lunatic Asylum for 1896.
Ordered to Lie on the table.

QUESTION—MULLEWA-CUE RAILWAY
CONTRACT TIME, &c.

Mr. GREGORY, for Mr. Rason, in
accordance with notice, asked the Com-
missioner of Railways—i1. Whether it
was the intention of the Grovernment to
grant any extension of time for taking
over from the contractors the Mullewa-
Cue Railway. z. If so, for what period,
and whether the Government would insist
upon the contractors providing a suitable
and adequate train service, and accom-
modation equal in every respect to that
which would have been provided by the
Government had no such extension been
granted. 3. Whether the Government
would insist that the charges for the
conveyance of passengers and freight,
during the period of such extension,
should not exceed the rates charged upon
existing Grovernment lines.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) replied:
1. Yes. 2. For six months; to 30th
June, 1898. The contractors have agreed
to the running of onme train daily for
conveyance of passengers and goods.
3. Rates for passengers and goods to be
the same as those existing under Govern-
ment teriff classification.



