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gula.tions. We might find that the
ecretary of State would only be able to
get that limited power for us from the
Imperial Government, and where should
we be then? We ought to let them

IRWIN COAL RESERVE: CONCESSION
TO MR. ROBYNS.

Mz. GRANT : I wish to ask the Com-

| missioner of Crown Lands whether or

not any concessions of any portion of the

understand exactly, beforehand, what we |Irwin Coal Reserve have been granted
wanted, and what we expected; and he | to Mr. Robyns or any other parties, and
thought the best way of doing so was to . on what -terms; also the reason for mak-
insert thie in the bill ling such concessions ?

Me. SHENTON thought it would be| Tz COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
better to draw the line, as previously ' LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): A mineral
agreed upon, at the tropic of Capricorn. . lease, under the Land Regulations, of 400
He therefore moved, as an amendment, acres, out of the Coal Seam Reserve has
that all the words betweem *Crown® |been promised to Messrs. Robyns and

and 1887" be struck out, and the
following inserted in lien thereof:
“ Southward of the tropic of Capricorn.”

Mzr. A. FORREST said this was a
very important amendment, and he
would move that progress be reported.

Tre COLONTIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) : Is the object of the
amendment to block the bill ?

Mz, MARMION: The object of the
amendment is not to block the bill. The
object of reporting progress, I take it,
is to give the Government an opportunity
of considering the situation, I presume
it will be necessary also to make some
provision for the management of the
lands North of the tropic of Capricorn.

Motion to repori progress agreed to.

The . House adjourned at

a qQuarter
past three o'clock, p.m. '

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,
Friday, 29th March, 1889.

Trwin Coal Reserve: Concessions granted to Mr. RBobyns
—Wire nsed in construction of telegruph line from
Derby to Wyndham—Mail eervice from Willinms
and Wandering to Albany-Beverley Railwoy—Tor
Mesme (Mo 702 Forviine prinies Fapers ro

essage {No, 7}: Foi Tin: pa ro
?zlfssrg.) S r aad En.t(gett‘s lfer.ition— egsnge

0. + Forwarding egraphic correspondence

with Secretary of State ro Gon’;titution Hill—Con-
stitntion Bill: further idered i itk

1 in com
Adjonrnment.

Ter SPEAKER took the Chair at
seven ¢'clock, p.mn.

PpavERs.

| Maley. The conditions under which this
lease has been promised are:—(a.) That
the lease is not to issue till the 1st
January, 1890. () That before that
date a sum of not less than £1,000 is to
be expended in testing the ground, and
if this is not done the lease will not issue
and the fransaction will come to an end.
{¢.) That the usual rent for mineral lands
is 10 be paid from the date of application.
Since this promise of a lease was made,
the whole of the remainder of the Coal
Seam Reserve, comprising 2,160 acres,
has been pranted on lease, under the
Land Regulations, without any special
conditions as to working.

WIRE USED FOR CONSTRUCTION OF
DERBY-WYNDHAM TELEGRAPH
LINE.

Mz. A. FORREST: In accordance
with notice, I beg to ask the Director of
Public Works— .

1. Who {)repa.red the specification for
the materinl used in the construction of
the Telegraph Line from Derby to Wynd-
bam ?

2. Was said specification referred to
the Telegraph Department ?

3. When the telegram was received
from Mr. Todd, were any steps taken to
| carry out the suggestion made by him
“last November by wire, as to having a
| heavier wire P
+ T DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
"WORES (Hon.J. A. Wright) replied : —
| 1. A draft specification was made out
lin the Works Department. )

2. The said specification was referred

to Mr. Preece, F.R.S., Engineer and

| Electrician to the Post Office, London,

tand Consulting Engineer to the Colonies

| for telegraph business, who approved and
saw after the execution of the indents.
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3. The wire and material were in-
dented for in September, 1886, and
shipped in January following, so that Mr.
Todd's suggestion in November, 1888, for
o heavier wire was, under any circum-
stances, too late to make any alteration.

MAIL SERVICES FROM WILLIAMS AND
WANDERING TO CONNECT WITH
GREAT SOUTHERN RAILWAY.

Mz. PATERSON : I have to ask the
Colonial Secretary,—

1. What provision has been made by
the Government for mail service from
Williams Bridge to Doust’s, Albany-
Beverley Railway line?

2. Also the same question with refer-
ence to mail service from Wandering to
nearest point Albany-Beverley Railway.

3. Whether mail service is by vehicle
or horse, and what number of passengers
can be accommodated ?

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) replied :—

1. Tenders will shortly be invited for
a weekly mail service, in a four-wheel
spring vehicle, between the Williams Post
Office and Narrogin Pool, on the Albany-
Beverley Railway line. At present, and
as o temporary measure, the mails are
conveyed between those places by the
Police and by Mr. Piesse every week.

2. It is not proposed, at present, to
establish a mail service between Wander-
ing and the Railway line; but it is con-
templated to invite tenders for a fort-
nightly horseback service from Williams
to Wandering, »id Daylerking, Marra-
dong, and Bannister, and vics versf; at
the same time abolishing three (3) small
mail services which will not then be
required.

3. The vehicle that will convey the
mails between Williams and Narrogin
Pool should provide accommodation for
at least three passengers, exclusive of the
driver.

YORK AS THE TERMINUS OF GREAT
SOUTHERN AND EASTERN RAIL-
WAYS.

Me. HARPER: I wish to ask the
Commissioner of Railways, whether there
is any probability of an arrangement
being concluded between the Govern-
ment, on the one part, and the Western
Australian Land Company on the other

part, whereby York might be made the
terminal station of the Eastern and the
Great Southern Railways.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. J. A. Wright): I am
afraid there is not much probability of
any such arrangement as that proposed
being carried out.

MESSAGE (No. 7) : FORWARDING PRINT.-
ED PAPERS CONNECTED WITH
MESSRS. HARPER AND HACKETT'S
PETITION.

Tae SPEAKER announced the receipt
of the following Message from His Ex-
cellency the Governor:—

“'The Governor has the honor to trans.
“mit to the Honorable the Legislative
“(ouncil printed. papers connected with
“the Inquiry which has been held, by
“order of the Right Honorable the Secre-
“tary of State, into the Petition from
“ Messrs. Harper and Hackeit, containing
“ allegations regarding the administration
“ of justice in the Supreme Court by His
“ Honor the Chief Justice.

* The Chief Justice and the Petitioners
“have, it will be geen, been informed that
“any further action in the matter must
“now rest with your Honorable House.

“Fovernment House, 29th NMarch,
«“1889."’

MESSAGE (No. 8): TELEGRAPHIC DE-
SPATCHES BETWEEN GOVERNOR
AND SECRETARY OF STATE RE
CONSTITUTION BILL.

Tee SPEAKER also announced the
receipt of the following Message from
His Exzcellency the Governor:—

“With reference to an amendment
*which, the Governor was informed, had
“been made in Clause 6 of the Constitu-
“ tion Bill, for the purpose of preventing
“nominations to the Upper House in
“ gxcess of the number of 15, named in
“the clause, the Governor thought it ad-
“visable to telegraph as follows to the

-« Right Honorable the Secretary of State,

“on the 26th instant :—

“‘Upper House limited to fifteen
“<ghsolutely, in order to prevent
“¢‘gwamping.’ Any objection?’

“The Governor has this day veceived
“the following reply from the Secretary
“of State :—

“ * Referring to your telegram of

“+26th March—No objection. With
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“‘reference to paragraph 5 in your
““despatch of B8lst Janwary, my
“*opinion is that, as many entertain

“‘gtrong objection to surrender to

,'1‘,* ** Responsible Grovernment all land

- ¥..%  #<in cooler districts of Colony, it is
v “<improbable line would be accepted

. f’;;i« .

of

*“¢ to the north of latitude 26.
“The second portion of the ahove tele-
“gram refers to the (Governor’s proposal
“that the Tropic of Capricorn, 15¢ miles
“to the north of latitude 26 (the line
“guggested by the Secretary of State),
“ghould be the dividing line for the pur-
“pose of regulating the Crown Lands
“under the new constitution.

“Government Houge, 29th March,
“1889.”

CONSTITUTION BILL.

The House went into committee for
the further consideration of this bill.

Clause 76—Deferring operation of the
bill pending control of the land being
vested in the ILegislature: (adjourned
debate.)

Mze. SHENTON said his reason for\
moving his amendment yesterday, de-
fining the tropic of Capricorn as the
boundary line, for the purpose of regu-
lating the management of the Crown
lands, was because, in the firat place, it
was a scientific geographical boundary,
and, in the second place, in the dis-
cussions that took place last session on
this question there was a consensus of
opinion in favor of that being the bound-
ary line. The arrangement, proposed in
the amendment of the hon. and learned
member for the North (p. 173 ante) would
exclude all the Gascoyne and Ashburton
districts, and some of the best portion of
the Murchison district.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
S8ir M. Fraser): I rise, Sir Thomas
Campbell, to take exception altogether to
the amendment proposed in this clause.
I am certain of one thing: if it is carried
by a majority of this House it will delay,
considerably delay, the progress of this
bill. Let us see and reflect how we
stand in regard to this question. Letug
lock back to the Secretary of State’s
despatches on the subject. The first
despatch I would refer to is that of the
12th December, 1887, in which—after

dealing with this question—we find Lord
Enutsford (Sir Henry Holland then) re-
questing the Governor to favor him with
his opinion on the following scheme,
which was suggested by the Secretary of
State as, possibly, providing a solution
of the difficulty : ¢ dealin

*(a.) That for the purpose of dealing
“with all questions as to dizposal of
“waste lands of the Crown, the eoclony
“ghall be taken to be divided at about
“latitude 26 (or in the mneighborhood of
“the Murchison River), north of which
“ the population is, you inform me, estim-
“ ated at not more than 2,000 persons.

“ (b.) That it shall be lawful for the
{“ Legislature of Western Australia to
I*regulate by Act, passed in the usual
)‘ way, the sale, letting and other disposal
/“ of the waste lands of the Crown south
“of that line, and the disposal of pro-
“ coeds arising therefrom. taa Y37 i+
N “{¢.) That all the regulations affect.
“ing the sale, letting, disposal, and occu-
“pation of waste lands of the Crown in
“the territory north of that line shall
“remain under the control of Her
l« Majesty's GGovernment, the proceeds of
“all lands being invested at interest, to
“forme a fund, of which the principal
“would be reserved for the benefit of any
“colony or colonies which may hereafter
“be created in such Nerthern territory,
“except in so far as it may from time to
“time be expended, with the sanction of
“Her Majesty’s Government, for the
“ gpecial advancement of the districts in
“which it was raised, either by the
“ settlement of emigramts therein, or in
‘““other ways; while the interest of this
“fund, as well as all rents and other land
“revenue of an annual character, not
“being instalments of money paid under
“a system of conditional purchase, wonld
“form part of the general revenue and
“be subject to the vote of the Legisla-
“ture of Western Australia.” That was
the Secretary of State's idea at that fine,
as to this question of the management of
the waste lands. Let us proceed further,
and come to the despatch dealing with
the draft Constitution Bill, which, in a
slightly altered form, has beenm brought
forward by the Government. Tord
Koutsford is very clear; he is dealing
with the resolutions passed by this House

at the previous session. Heferring to

referring to the difficulties in the way of | the 2nd and 3rd resolutions—dealing
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with this question of land legislation—he
Bay8:

“4, Asregards resolutions 2 and 3, I
“would point out that the power of dis-
“allowing the laws of a self-governing
“colony after they have passed, is, in
“itself, & not very effective control. It
“tends to create considerable friction
“between the Home and Colonial Gov-
“ernments, and the exercise of such
“ power would, in my judgment, prove to
“be more distasteful to the colony than
“the retention by the Crown over a cer-
“tain aren of the power now vested in it
“by the law of regulating the disposal of
“ the waste lands of the colony.

“5. With this view, therefore, I pro-
“ pose to leave in force the Act 18 and 19
“Vic., cap. 56, and to make new regula-
* tions under that Act, which, after pre.
“ serving all leases and rights which have
“been duly granted, or created, would
“vest in the Legislature of Western
“ Australin the sale, lefting, and other
‘“disposal of waste lands of the Crown
*South of Latitude 26° or of such par-
“allel of latitude or other boundary as
“may from time to time be approved by
“Her Majesty in Council for that pur-
“pose, and would give them full power
“over the proceeds arising from the
“ gale, letting, or other disposal of those
“waste lands.

“6. The Regulations affecting the
“Crown Lands within the territory
“North of Latitude 26°, or other boun-
“dary would, after preserving existing
“ interests, follow the lines pointed out in
“gection (c) of paragraph 9 of my des-
“patch of the 12th of December, 1887."
That is the despatch I have just read.
“The existing Regulations,” he says,
“could readily be adapted, if indeed they
“could not be retained in their present
it fOrm.J’

I find, further, in His Lordship’s des-
patch of the 3lst August, 1888, trans.
mitting the revised draft bill of the Con-
stitution—the one brought before the
House last session—he says: “In con-
* clusion, I have to state that should the
“bill which I now send be adopted by
*“the Legislative Council, I shall be pre-
“pared to take steps for the introdue-
“tion into Parliament of the bill which,
“ag I have already informed you, it will
“be necessary ehould be passed before
“Her Majesty can be advised to assent

“ernment do not, however, desire to pre-
“clude the Council from altering any
“details in the bill, so long as the main
“principles are maintained, especially
“the nominated Council, the division of
“the colony for the purposes of land
“regulations, and the protection of the
“native inhabitants of the colony. At
“the same time, if any material alter-
* ations are desired, I should wish you to
“furnish me with a full explanation of
“the reasons for such alterations”” 1T
respectfully draw the attention of the
committee to the fact that it has been
laid down as a main principle of thia
bill that no action shall be taken in this
bill in connection with the waste lands
of the colony. The intention clearly is,
I take it, that this will be dealt with in
the Enabling Act, which will have to be
passed before the colony assumes Re-
spongible Government. No doubt some
{)rovision will be made there, and, fol-
owing the powers that will be given to
the colony under the Imperial Act, 18th
and 19th Viet, cap. 66—alluded to in
the despatech 1 have read—the colony
will be in a position to arrange and
legislate for the management of its lands
as it may require,— of course always
protecting existing rights and interests.
But to introduce into this bill a pro-
vision which was never hinted at on the
second reading of the bill last session, and
which the Secretary of State proposes to
deal with in another way, can only have
the effect of endangering the whole bill.
The Secretary of State has been informed
that this House had virtually egreed,
generally, to the conditions imposed by
him, end prominence was given to the
only points that the colony desired to
adhere to, chiefly, I think, as regards the
composition of the Upper House; and,
when everything had been arranged to
the mutual satisfaction of all parties,
now at the last moment we have brought
in an amendment which I maintain is
altogether adverse to the intention of the
Act we have before us—a proposal which
is & very arbitrary one, for what does it
say? The only desire which I can think
the hon. member who introduced it has
is a desire to put off this question of a
change of Constitution sine die. It says
here: the entire management and con-
trol of the waste lands belonging to the
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Crown, and the proceeds thereof, “shall
be vested "—he insists upon it—*'shall
be vested in the Legislature.” Tt is
not left to the Secretary of State or
the Imperial Parliament to say how this
is to be arranged, or whether the con-
ditions are such as Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment may be prepared to accept, or
to bring the Constitution Bill before the
Imperial Parliament at all. I assure
thie committee it behoves them to ap-
proach this matter very cautiously, unless
they want to do that which—I say it
uuhesitatingly—will at any rate prevent
the bill from coming into force for a
considerable pericd; and we know very
well that the general desire is that no
time should be lost in bringing it into
operation. The bill is virtually the same
as that which was before this House
last session—the only change has been
in Part ITI., in consequence of the com-
promise arrived at as to the constitution
of the Upper House; and it is the same
bill as has been before the country. It
is the bill that has received the concur-
rence of the Colonial Office, and, from
what we can gather, the concurrence of
the people of the colony. Yet, here, at the
last moment, we have a new departure,
and an attempt o introduce into the bill
conditions which are altogether foreign
to the original intention, I shall feel it
my duty in the best interests of the
colony—and I feel sure I shall have the
support of all who really desire to see
change of Constitution—to prevent the
passage or the insertion of this amend-
ment,

Tee CHAIRMAN: I have not in-
terrupted the hon. gentleman, but the
only question before the committee at
preeent is Mr. Shenton's amendment, to
insert the tropic of Capricorn as the
boundary line. .

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): I rise to
speak thus early because I should like to
say a few words to hon. merabers on this
subject. In my opinion, it is unneces.
gary at the present time to define or sug-
gest any boundary. The Home Govern-
ment have promised us, as plainly as
they ean in words, exactly what they are
prepared to do; and, if they will do that
—and I believe, myself, they wﬂ_l—
no one can say they promised any
which they did not carry out, or whic

will not, I should think, meet with
the wishes of all hon. members. I should
like to point out the position we shall be
in, if we insert this amendment of the
hon. member for the North. Asmy hon.
colleague has said, it will retard the pro-
gress of the bill.

Tee CHATRMAN: I do not want to
interrupt the hon, gentleman. It is not
a question of retarding the progress of
the bill. The only question now before
the committee is whether these words of
the hon. member for Toodyay shall be
inserted in lien of the words in the
original amendment. When this ques-
tion has been disposed of, the whole
question raised by the amendment of the
hon. member for the North may be gone
into.

Question put—that the words pro-
posed to be struck out stand part of the
amendment.

Mzr. MARMION: I think it i very
necessary we should indicate some boun-
dary line, and whether we are satisfied
with the division line suggested by the
Secretary of State, namely the 26th
parallel of latitude. The whole of the
Gascoyne district and the Ashburton
district are North of that parallel, and
why should we lose the control of those
districts ? Western Australian enter-
prise and Western Australian capital
have opened and settled those portions
of the colony, and why should we not
retain our control over them? I think
it is most desirable that we should in.
dicate, either in this bill or in some
other way, that the line of demarca-
tion should be North of the 26th
parallel; and I helieve the boundary
line that would meet the wishes of the
community generally would be the tropic
of Capricorn. There is no doubt, unless
the wishes of the Legislature and of the
colony are made known, that eventually
the 26th ¥ara.lle1 will be fixed upon, and
our control over the lands will not extend
beyond that.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): The Gov-
ernment, as hon. members must be aware,
are opposed to both these amendments.
I can understand that it is important we
should know where the line of separation
is to be drawn, and there can be no
objection to the House expressing its
opinion -on that point. But that might
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be done in many ways, without interfer-
ing with this bill. It might be done by
an address to the Governor, or an address
to Her Majesty. I think it is desirable
and that it would be only quite right that
we should in the most unmistakable
manner acquaint the Secretary of State as
to where, in our opinion, the dividing line
should be drawn, and that this should be
expressed in the Imperial Act. If mem.
bers agree with me in that view—I am
merely expressing my own personal views
—they can pass over this question at the
present time, and deal with it hereafter,
in the way I have suggested.

T ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) : If I understand rightly
the geography of this colony, I should say
I am rather inclined to agree that it
would be better to have some distinct
geographical dividing line such as that
suggested by the hon. member for Tood-
yay than a devious, zigrag boundary
such as is contemplated in the original
amendment. Having said this, I reserve
to myself entirely the right to vote
against the amendment in any form.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser): I only rise to say that
whatever action hon. members may take
hereafter, it iz better that this clause
should not be burdened with this amend-
ment. T only wish to rerew my injunc-
tion that it would be far better to leave
this out of the bill we are now consider-

ing.

Me. BURT: The learned Attorney
General says that mine is not a correct
scientifi¢ line, that it has no geographical
sense about it. In my opinion that is
its recommendation.  Almost unani-
mously the House last year decided that
it would be premature and inexpedient
at the present time to indicate i any
way the possible future boundary; and
it wag in consequence of that resolution
that I put this amendment of mine in
this shape, so as not to prejudge the
question of where the boundary ought to
be in any way. Now if is proposed to do
s0; and I should like to know from those
who declared, in 1888, that it was in-
expedient to define the boundary line,
why, in 1889, they consider it is ex-
pedient to do so. 'The Secretary of State
says plainly he desires us to have the
control of the lands South of the 26th
parallel; and, if I understood the Mes.

sage which was sent down a few minutes
ago, that is still the line which the Sec-
retary of State intends to adhere to; and
I believe these divisions of mine do not
go beyond that parallel,

TrE Hoxn. Sir J. G. LEE STEERE:
My great objection to the amendment of
the hon. and learned member for the
North is, that I think it will suggest to
the Secretary of State that we shall be
satisfied that this should be the boundary
of that part of the colony over the lands
of which we should wnot have control.
We know that in England there are a
great number of people who do not wish
to give us control over more land
than they can help; and when they see
this amendment, if it is carried and in-
serted in the bill, they will say at once,
“These people would be satisfied with
that portion of the coleny they have re-
served in the bill, and why should we
give them any more P’ That is my great
objection to the amendment. We might,
possibly, get control over the whole of
our lands, or a larger portion than is
included in this amendment; if we do
not include it in this bill. For that
reagon I think it would be better that no
reference should be made to it in the bill
at all. I say that, in the interest of
those who wish the Constitution Bill
brought into force at as early a date as
possible.  We all Imow that the one
crucial point with regard to which there
will be the greatest opposition in the
Imperial Parllament to this bill will be
that relating to the control of the lands.
The very word “land” introduced into
thie bill would at once create opposition
in the House of Commons. I think it
was an excellent suggestion thrown out
by the Commissioner of Crown Lands
that the House should deal with this
question by an address, rather than in
this bill. The Secretary of State would

ay every attention to an address setting

orth our reasons for suggesting the
Tropic of Capricorn as the boundary
line; and an address of that kind would
be free from the objection I have referred
to,—the opposition which the introduc-
tion of the land question into this bill is
sure to evoke in the Imperial Parliament.

Mz. A. FORREST: I am sorry to say
I disagree altogether with His Homor
the Speaker. I think it most important
that we shonld in this bill define where
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the boundary line ought to be, and that
the line ought to be fixed at the tropic of
Capricorn. I consider this the most im-
portant clause in the bill, and it behoves
those who have any interest in both
portions of the colony to see that the
line of division is drawn at the tropic of
Capricorn. If we don't do so in this bill,
we may be almost sure that the SBecretary
of State will put the line at the 26th
parallel. I should like to ask any hon.
member whether he thinks the Gascoyne
and the Tpper Murchison country does
not properly belong to this part of the
colony, It was settled by our own
people. Those two districts are entirely
pastoral districts, and it is mnot likely
that the land there will ever be pur-
chased. Notwithstanding the Dessage
which has just been read, I think the
House should stand on its dignity in
this matter of the land, even if it did
delay the passing of the bill. I think,
teo, that the OClovernment members
should not vote at all on this question.
This is a matter that affects the rate-
payers and taxpayers of the colony—it
affects the revenue ; and I hope members
on this side of the House will stick up
for their birthright.

Mz. SCOTT: It seems to me, if there
is one thing more than another that will
be like a “red rag to a bull,” to the
English people, it will be the introduc-
tion into this bill of this land question
in any shape or form. I agree with His
Honor the Speaker that if we want the
speedy introduction of Responsible Gov.
ernment we had better not hold this
red rag up to the House of Commons.
It seems to me that the Home Govern.
ment themselves are not at all disinclined
to grant us Respousible Government and
to give us the control of the lands, but it
is very clear that there are many people in
the House of Commons, both Conserva-
tives and Laberals, who are prepared to
contest the point; and it is this land
question above all others that seems to
provoke their opposition. To my mind,
I think it matters little now where this
boundary line is fized, for it will be years
before separation takes place ; and, when
it does come, it will be to the mutual
satisfaction of both portions of the colony.

Cries of “ Divide,”

Me. MARMION : I protest against it.
This is one of the most important ques-

tions ever brought before this Council.
Let us thresh it out.

Mz. PARKER: That is the very
object of dividing upon this amendment
now before the committee, so that we
may address ourselves to the main ques-
tion.
| The amendment of the hon. member
for Toodyay—substituting the tropic of
Capricorn as the dividing line—was then
‘put, and carried, on the voices.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest) : I take it we
may now address ourselves to the main
question—the amendment of the hon.
member for the North., Before doing o,
I should like to say a word with refer-
ence to what the hon, member for Kim-
berley said about * sticking up for our
birthright.” If the hon. member is not
anxious to have this bill become law, of
course there is not the slightest objection
to putting anything in it that hon. mem-
bers may please, and have it referred
back to us again for reconsideration, and
have the whole thing over again. Tf that
is the object, no doubt hon. members
would do well in sticking up for their
birthright; and, no doubt, in the end,
some day or other, they may get what
they want. But I would ask hon. mem-
bers to deal with this question in a
reasonable way. I believe, myself, the
Secretary of State intends to carry out
everything he has said he will; and, if
that takes place, all will be well. On
the other hand, for the sake of argument,
let us suppose that he intends to make a
fool of us, and does not intend to fulfil
any of his promises; shall we not, when
we get Responsible Government, be in a
better position, in a stronger position, to
urge our rights and to combat the views
of the Secretary of State than we are
under our present Constitution? That
is another way to look at this question.
I think, myself, we have everything to
gain by trusting the Secretary of State
in this matter, and in everything else.
He has promised he will give us what is
equivalent to having it in the bill; and,
if he does not do so, we shall be in a
much better position to urge and to press
our claims when we get Responsible
Government than we are at the present
time.

Me. SHOLL : I think if there is to bea,
hard and fast line of separation drawn at
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all, the people of the colony themselves,
who are most concerned, should have a
word tosay in it. These people have not
yet had an opportunity of expressing
whether they would like to go with the
North or with the South. DBesides, there
is ilenty of time hereafter for dealing
with that question. There may be cir.
cumstances arise which will render it
desirable to divide the ecolony much
farther North or farther South than the
proposed boundary line. At any rate,
that is & question that might be left to
the counfry to express an opinion upon
it, whenever it is proposed to draw any
hard and fast line. I do not think that
need trouble us very much at present.
Tee COMMISSIONER OF RATL-
WAYS (Hon. J. A. Wright): The whole
of this question appears to me to resolve
itself into this: shall we deal with this
land question in the present bill, and
jeopardise the passing of the bill, or
shall we leave it to the Secretary of State
to do the same thing, in another way,
without jeopardising the passing of the
bill # I think with my hon. friend on
my left (the Commissioner of Crown
Lands) we would better gain the object
in view by conveying our ideas in the
shape of an address to the Secretary of
State, so as to strengthen Lord Knuta-
ford’s hand, rather than we should weaken
our position before the House of Com.
mens by introducing this amendment
into the present hill. The hon. member
for Kimberley says the land of the colony
belongs to the people of the colony who
have seftled it. That may be so, in one
sense. But the people of England and
their representatives in the Imperial
Parliament way probably entertain a
totally different opinion on that matter ;
and it appears to me it would not be a
wise thing on our part to run altogether
contrary to the views of the Imperial
Parliament. After all, it is the Imperial
Parliament that will have to settle this
question, and, perhaps, it may be wise on
our part to allow the English people to
flatter themselves with the idea, at any
rate, that the lands of the colony belong
to the Crown as yet. I take it that
this colony is still & dependency of the
Crown. Waestern Australia, T take it, is
not yet too proud to acknowledge herself
one of the daughters of the mother
country ; and I don’t know that we are in

a position to dictate our own terms to
the mother country in this matter of our
patrimony. The hon. member for Kim-
berley, it seems to me, puts us in the posi-
tion of a daughter, who being about to get
married and set up an establishment of
her own, insists upen her parent making
his will at once, and placing her in
possession of her patrimony, whether the
parent likes it or not. The hon. member
talka about sticking up for his birthright.
I take it that Western Australia is not
the birthright of its present population
only. I cannot help thinking it would
be wiser on our part to leave it to the
Secretary of State to deal with this land
question in the way he suggests, rather
than we should rouse the prejudices and
the opposition of the English people in
this matter worse than they are already
aroused. Whether that would not be a
more delicate—and probably more suc-
cessful—way of doing it than that sug-
§esbe¢1 by the hon. member for Kimber-
e7, I leave it for the committee to decide.

Me. BURT: 1 pay great attention
always to what is smad by His Honor
the Speaker, and feel it would be wise
not to give a handle to the opponents of
the bill in England more than we can
help. But I think we should be very
foolish if we did mnot insist upon a pro-
vision in this bill giving us the control of
the lands, when the BSecretary of State
has told us over and over again he will
give us the control of them. That being
so, I really do not see why members
should say that we shall be imperilling
the bill by inserting a provision to that
effect, and afterwards relying upon the
Secretary of State to do the very same
thing for us. Ifheintends to give us this
control, surely we may put it in the bill
What iz the difference? Why should
we imagine for a moment that he is
going to refuse to pass this bill because
we putin it what he has promised us?
‘We are not asking for the control of the
whole of the lands of the colony, but the
control of the lands south of that line
which he, himself, has drawn, and a con-
trol which he, himself, has expressed his
perfect readiness to give us. There is
his despatch of the 30th July, 1888, in
which he says this: “I would observe
“that in suggesting latitude 26° as the
«line south of which the colony might,
“under Responsible Government, have
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“the power of dealing with the Crown
“Lands, I did not intend to prejudge the
“question whether that, or any other
“parallel, should be adopted as the divid-
“ing line between the two colonies, should
“one be hereafter created in the North.
“But I continue to be of opinion that as
*long as Western Australia remains un-
“divided, Her Majesty's Government
“should retain control over the per-
“manent alienation of Crown Lands
“north of that or of some other not dis-
“tant line.” Then he goes on to point
out how he would vest these lands, south
of latitude 26°, in the Legislature of the
colony. He says he would do it by re-
gulation,—we want to do it in this bill.
But if the Secretary of State intends, as
he says he does, to *vest in the Legis-
lature of Western Australia the sale, let-
ting, and other disposal of waste lands of
the Crown south of latitude 26° or of
such paralle] of latitude, or other bound-
ary, as may from time to time be approved
by Her Majesty in Council for that pur-
pose, and to give it full power over the
proceeds arising from the sale, letting,
or other disposal of those waste lands”
—if the Secretary of State intends to do
this (and I am quoting his own words),
where is the distinction between puttin
it in the hill and doing it by regulation
What can be the objection to it? Why
should members be always fancying that
the Secretary of State 1s going to dis-
agree to this, that, and the other? I
firmly believe, myself, he won’t disagree
with anything. Why should he? This
country does not belong to the Secretary
of State, nor to the House of Commons,
but to the people who made it, and who
live in it. Who seitled the country,
within the 26th parallel, or any other
parallel ? Tt wasn’t settled by the Secre-
tary of State, was it? It wasn’t'settled
by this party in the House of Commons
that we hear so much about, wasit? If
members are not firm, if they do not mind
what they are about, if they do not insist
upon the lands of the colony being vested
in the Legislature of the colony, all I can
say is they are not worth their salt. Iam
ashamed of them. This is a most import-
ant provision, and we ought to say that
we intend to have it. This amendment
is only what the Becretary of State him-
self has promised to give us, as far as
latitude 26°.
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Mz. PARKER: We have made it the
tropic of Capricorn now.

Mz. BURT: Iam going now for the
principle. I did not vote for the tropic
of the Capricorn orany other tropie, my-
gself ; I prefer my own division and the
Secretary of State's division. But, wher-
ever this committee fixes it, let us put
it in this bill that we shall have the
entire management and control of these
lands vested in the Legislature. Tt is
all bunkum to say that the Seeretary of
State will not allow it. He has told us
he will allow it. I ask the House not to
listen to the Government bench, when
they tell us a lot of twaddle about the
Becretary of State going to refuse to pass
this bill. The Secretary of State will do
nothing of the kind. He daren't do it.
‘We are only asking what he promised us.
I agk the committee not to be led away
by any false issues. Look at these des-
patches of the 30th July and 31st August,
1888. We should be leaving out the
very kernel of the whole thing if we left
this provision out of the bill. What is
the argument against it ¥ The argument
of the Government bench is that the
Secretary of State will refuse to consent
to it, or will send the bill back. Let us
see, first, whether he will dare to refuse
to consent to it, or will send it back. I
say he will not do anything of the sort.
He has too high an opinion of the Legis-
lature of any part of Her Majesty’s
dominion to go in their face, when he has
virtually promised us exactly the same
thing. Without this provision in the bill,
the bill will amount to nothing. When
is this promise to be fulfilled, and how is
it to be fulfilled, if we do not embody it
in this bill? TLord Enutsford himself
may goout of office any day; and, even
if he does not, he may not have another
opportunity of carrying out his promise
for a long time. We know how difficult
it is to get through the business in the
House of Commons now; we know what
the Irish question is, and there is no
knowing what may crop up. It is not at
all improbable that, unless we get this
power now, we may not get the control
of our lands any other way for years to
come. Perhaps some members do not
care whether we have any land at all with
our new Constitution? I do. I say we
want the land, and we want the control
of the land ; and I say, if we do not get
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the control of the land, take your Con-
stitution Bill back, and leave it alone
until we do get control of theland. What
earthly objection, I repeat, can there be
on the part of the Secretary of State to
give us what he himself says we can
have ? How can it affect the bill? It
affects the bill in no way. If we keep
this provision out, we just leave the
kernel of the whole thing untouched.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest) : T would like
to inform the House that I take excep-
tion altogether to the reasoming of the
hon. a.nd%eea,rned member for the North.
He says we want to get the control of
our lands. Anyone would suppose we
had not the control of the lands now,
and that, ag soon as this bill passes, the
Secretary of State is going to izsue an
order that all the revenues derived from
the lands of the colony are to be sent
Home to the Imperial Exchequer. What
has been the history of our land legisla-
tion since the colony entered upon the
present form of Government? Have we
not had the control of the land, and have
we not had the land revenue to do what
we liked with it? Why should it be difi-
erent in the future? I submil that at
the present moment we have, to all in-
tents and purposes, the entire control of
our lands. We passed a new code of
land regulations only two years ago, and
they were approved by the Secretary of
State, word for word; there was no al-
teration made in them whatever.

Me. A. FORREST: He will approve
fof this clanse, too.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest) : I don’t think
he will approve of it, if this amendment,
18 tacked on to it. The hon. and learned
member for the North speaks of the diffi-
cudty the Government has at Home
with the Irish question, and says that
we may not have control of our land for
years unless we get it in this way. Buat,
I would ask, if we have not the Secretary
of State with us in this matter, how much
more difficult will it be to pilot this bill
through the House of Commons. We
want the Secretary of State on our side
in this matter, but the hon. member for
the North seems anxious to have him
against us. I do not think the hon,
member would be sorry or annoyed if the
bill were sent back half a dozen times,

‘We know he has never been in favor of
this movement, in his heart, and he
knows—he is a sufficiently good lawyer
to know—that this is a very important |
question, this land question, and one
which is likely to cause all the trouble
in the House of Commeons, and that the
chances are that the introduction of this
proviso will postpone the introduction
of Responsible Government for some
time; and I believe, myself, if that did
oceur, the hon. member for the North
would not be displeased.

Mr. VENN: With all due deference
to what has fallen from the Commissioner
of Crown Lands, I must say that the
views expressed by the hon. member for
the North must commend themselves to
the pood sense of every member of the
Houge. I am quite in accord with the
object he has in view,—that is, to bring
before the Secretary of State the views
of this House on this land question,
and to show that, in our opinion, it is
absolutely necessary to give us the con-
trol of owr waste lands simultaneously
with the control of our own affairs. As
the hon. member says, the mere passing
of the Constitution Bill without at the
same time giving us control over the
land is simply giving us the shadow, and
leaving the substance out. I do mnot
think any member inside this House,
or any person outside this House, when
they advocated the adoption of Re-
sponsible Government, thought for a
moment that we should have a new Con-
stitution without the control of our lands
—of certain lands, at any rate. I am
quite in accord with the view set forth
by His Honor the Speaker, that it is
very desirable indeed that-our views in
regard to this matter should be made
known in gome way. It may be a fact
—I do not argue that point now—
it may be a fact that it may not be
desirable to include this provision in the
Constitution Bill. But, under any cir-
cumstance, whether we include it in this
bill or in an address to the Secretary of
State, the substance of it must come
before the House of Commons in some
form or the other. 1 don’t suppose for
one moment that the Commissioner of
Crown Lands thinks that this House
would be satisfied with the mere passing
of a Constitution Bill without the control
of the lands, and let us have the control
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of the lands at some future time. The
Government must know that this question
has to be fought out in the House of
Commons, and, if the House of Commons
does not agree to it, it does not matter to
us whether the Constitution Bill passes
or not. I would not object s¢ much
to its not being included in the bill, if
the House passed some distinet and
definite resolution in the shape of an
address to the Governor that should go
Home with the bill, embodying the views
of this House ; but I think it is absolutely
necessary that we should express our
views in some definite form, as to the
vesting of the lands in the Legislature of
the colony.

M. MARMION : At the present stage
of the debate I feel very strongly with
the hon. member for the North in this
matter. I think the arguments put for-
ward by him are weighty arguments, well
worthy of consideration. It has been
stated by the Colonial Secretary and by
other members on the Executive bench
that the insertion of this amendment
referring to the waste lands of the colony
would have an injurious eifect upon
the passing of this bill, and that in 21l
probability, if it did not cause the
bill to be thrown out altogether, it would
have the effect of delaying it for a con-
siderable period. Perhaps it i3 wortly
of consideration for a short time to in-
quire whether there iz anything in that
contention. To do so it will be necessary
to go back to see what the Secretary of
State himself has promised, or under-
taken todo for us. Wehave to go back
to that despatch of the 12th December,
1887, which has been read by the Col-
onial Secretary. In that despatch the
Secretary of State proposes to make it
lawful for the legislature of this colony
“to regulate by Act, passed in the usual
way, the sale, letting, and other disposal
of the waste lands of the Crown south of
a line drawn in the neighborhood of the
Murchison river, and the disposal of the
proceeds of such lands.” ‘That is fhe
Secretary of State’s own idea.

Tae COLONTAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser): Read the following des-
patches.

Me. MARMION : I will come to them
presently. In his despatch of the 30th
July, 1888, the Secretary of State reverts
to thig subject, in dealing with the reso-

lations passed by this House, and there he
says: “I propose toleave in force the
Act 18 and 19 Vic, cap. 56, and make
pew regulations under that Act, which,
after preserving all leases and rights
which have been duly granted or created,
would vest in the Legislature of Western
Australia ”—the very thing we are now
seelking to do—* the sale, letting, and
other disposal of waste lands of the
Crown,” south of the parallel of latitude
that may be decided upon. He also
proposes to give thie Legislature *full
power over the proceeds arising from
the sale, letting, or other disposal of
those waste lands”” That 18 what
the Seeretary of State himself ex-
pressed bhis mtention of doing for us.
But how does he propose to do it?
By leaving in force the Imperial Act,
18th and 19th Vie. cap. 56. I have
that Actbeforeme, and what does it say ?
It says this: “It shall be lawful for
Her Majesty, by instructions under her
gignet and sign manual, or through one
of her Principal Secretaries of State, to
regulate the sale, letting, disposal, and
occupation of waste lands of the Crown
in Western Australia, and the disposal
of the proceeds arising therefrom, until
Parliament shall otherwise provide.”
That appears to me very important. If
I am right in my contention, it seems to
me that all the power we shall have over
the waste lands under that Act will be
simply the same as we have now—the
power of framing regulations, which
might be altered at any time, only with
the approval of the Secretary of State.
‘We would not be able to alter our land
regulations under Responsible Qovern-
ment, without the consent of the Crown,
any more than at present. If that is
correct, I would ask any hon. member
of this House, whether opposed to Re-
spousible Government or in favor of it—
was it ever intended that we should
accept it on such terms? Did any
elected member lead his constituents to
suppose that the only power we should
h{lz,ve over the Crown lands wpould be
the power to make regulations? Wh

shoufd we not have theg:;.me power, fuﬁ
and ample power, as was granted to all
the other colonies? And why should
not those powers be laid down? Why
should not the main principle be laid
down, that south of a certain degree of
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latitude the entire control of the waste
lands shall be vested in the local Legis-
lature, end that north of that line—as
suggested by the Secretary of State him-
self—we should have a limited power
over the lands, until that part of the
colony is created a separate province ?
Mr. LOTON : I think it is desirable
that there should be a distinet record of
the opimion of this House as to where
the dividing line should be. It seems to
me that the Secretary of State in his
despatches has courted an expression of
opinion from us on that point. In my
humble opinion it is more desirable that
we should express our views in this way
than by a simple resolution, The Com-
missioner of Crown Lands says we already
have control over our lands. In a way,
we have; but that control is always
subject to the approval of the Secretary
of State; and if we wanted to alter one
of our land regulations to-morrow, we
would have to refer the matter Home
before it became law. That is where the
sting is. Tf the Commissioner of Crown
Lands will carry his mind back a few
years, when the agitation for Responsible
(Gtovernment first started, he will recollect
what the chief ground for the agitation
wag. It was this constant reference
Home of matters of this kind, and par-
ticularly so of matters connected with
the land. That was what the colony
was chafing at. Supposing we accept
this bill as it stands, without any refer-
ence in it to the land, in what position
should we be in regard to dealing with
our lands, when we got Responsible
Government ? Simply in the same posi-
tior as we are in under the present Con-
stitution. 'We might pass certain land
regulations—and it strikes me we should
have to do so in a very short time, for
the present regulations are of no use to
us in the Southern portions of the colony
—but what effect would those regulations
have until they were sanctioned by the
Home Government? We might have to
wait twelve, or eighteer months, or two
ly:a.cll-s until they became the law of the
nda.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): There has
been no such delay in recent years,

Mz. LOTON: We should have to wait
a considerable time. Why should that
be necessary ? If we are ready for Re-

sponsible Glovernment we ought to be
ready to carry on the Government of the
colony, and unless we have somethin
to carry it on with, what is the good o
it? What would be the use of Respon-
sible Government to us without the land ?
You might as well have a cart, without
a horse to work it. 'What does the Sec-
retary of State offer to us in the des-
patches that have been read ? He simply
says he proposes to make new regulations,
giving us the power—the same power, I
take it, as we have now—to deal with
the lands, under those regulations, so
far as the lands south of latitude 26° are
concerned. North of that latitude, what
does he propose 7 He says: *The regu-
lations affecting the Crown lands within
the territory north of latitude 26°, or
other boundary, would, after preservin
existing interests, follow the lines pointeg
out in section ¢ of paragraph 9 of my
despatch of the 12th of December, 1887.”
‘What does section ¢ of paragraph 9 say ?
That all regulations affecting tg\e sale of
land in that part of the ecolony should
remain under the control of Her Majesty’s
Government, and that the proceeds of all
land sales in that part shoulg form a separ-
ate fund, which could only be expended
with the express sanction of Her Majesty’s
Government. What sort of control over
the land would this give us? I say that
g0 long as we have the administration of
the whole colony placed in our hands, and
have the right to make use of the pro-
ceeds of the lands of the colony in one
part of the colony for gemeral revenue
purposes, why should we not have power
to make use of the land in other parts
of the colony ?

Tre COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): We have.

Mz. LOTON : Itis notintended by the
Secretary of State that we shall have.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): Except as to
sales.

M=z. LOTON: I am speaking of sales.
If we have the proceeds of the sales in
one portion, why not in other portions.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon, J. Forrest) : So we shall;
but it must be expended in the district.

Mz. LOTON: The expenditure now is
not confined to any particular district.
There is more hanging to this question
of a dividing line than members think at
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the present moment. My intention is to
vote o that when we have a Constitution
Bill we shall have a2 Constitution Bill
that ghall give us the full contrel and
management of the lands of the colony,
at any rate south of this particular
dividing line, wherever it may be; and
in my opinion it should be at the tropic
of Capricorn.

Tee COLONTAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser): I think, sir, there must
be misapprehension on the part of some
hon. members—and, I think, the hon.
member for (Greenovgh—as to the in.
tention of the Becretary of State, in his
despatch of the 30th July, when he says
that he proposes to leave in force the Act
18 and 19 Vie., and to make new regu-
lations under that Act. I read that to
mean that, wnder this Imperial Aect, it is
his intentien to move the Crown by regu-
lation to delegate to the Legislature of
Western Australia the right to dispose of
the waste lands south of a line to be
decided upon, and that there will be no
occasion, as in the past, for referri
Home any regulations made by the Ceol-
onial Parliament in respect of those lands,
because the power now vested in him as
Secretary of State will be delegated to
the local Legislature to deal with these
lands as it may think fit, Therefore, it
appears to me, that hon. members are
fighting with a shadow, fizhting for a
question of straw. I must, as I said
before, resist this amendment, for I can
only look upon it as an wunnecessary
interference with the Act, and if insisted
upon, it must, T believe, have the effect of
retarding the passage of the bill indef-
initely.

Mr. RANDELL: If I thought, sir,
that the amendment of the hon. member
for the North would delay the intro-
duction of Responsible Government one
day, I should vote against it. But I do
not think it will do anything of the kind.
I do not think the amendmrent would
affect the introduction of Responsible
Government in the least. We have given
way on almost every point already in
deference to the wish of the Secretary of
State. The members of the Grovernment
have got up, from time to time, and cried
“Bopgie!” and we have beat a very hasty
retreat as a rule; and I think the spec-
tacle of the members of this House run-
ning away on every occagion when the

cry of ‘“Bogiel!” is raised is hardly
likely to impress the Secretary of Btate
with a sense of our fitness to govern
ourselves, I think if anything were
calculated to arouse suspicion and dis-
trust of our fitness it would be the
spectacle of a number of men so anxious
to secure this privilege that they are
ready to waive all those considerations
which are pgenerally regarded as most
absolutely necessary, in order that they
may obtain Responsible Government,
although it might only be in name, I
say we have already given way on almost
every point that has been raised, and I
think it is absolutely necessary we should
draw a line at this. The members of the
Government have told us that the great-
est objection at Home will be as to giving
us the land, and that directly anything
is mentioned about the land we shall
create the strongest opposition in the
House of Commons. If that is likely to
be the case now, when Western Australia
is comparatively unknown, is it not more
likely to occur when we shall become
better known, and the colony has as-
sumed an importance in the eyes of the
world, which we hope it will do, as a self-
governing colony ? It strikes me we are
likely to have a great deal wore of this
opposition in the House of Commons if
we delay this question than we are likely
to do if we insist upon it now. I think
it is the duty of every elected member of
the House to support the amendment of
the hon, and learned member for the
North, The occupants of the Govern-
ment bench have flown to the matri-
monial state for comparisons—I observe
they are very fond of going to the matri-
monial state for their illustrations; but I
think there is another matrimonial stand-
point from which they might have looked
at this question. 'What should we think
of a young lady who was so anxious to
hasten her wedding day, and to set up
an establishment of her own, that she
did not care a straw about her settle-
ments? Should we not regard it as
most unwise, most imprudent conduet
on her part? This colony is in that
position now; her dowry is her land,
and, if she is prudent, she will take care
that her seftlements are satisfactorily
arranged, before she sets np her own
establishment.

Mr. KEANE: I do not wish to give
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a silent vote on this question. I do not
think any member can dispute the argu-
ments used by the hon. and learned
member for the North, and for my own
part, I do not see what we shall gain at
all from Responsible Government if we
do not get the control of our lands. Tt
is the only thing we really want. We
may as well go on as we are now, if we
do not get it. How can we go into the
market to borrow any money if we have
no security to offer? 'Who will lend us
any money if we do not get the lands of
the colony? We ghall simply bhave to
go to the Imperial Government every
time we want to raise a loan, and ask
her permission, as we do now. All the
members of the Treasury bench have
told us that the Secrefary of State is

repared to give us the control of the
ands, and they quote from his despatches
in suppert of it. If that is so, what
difference can it make if we provide for
it in this bill 7 If the Secretary of State
has only told us this in order to mislead
us, that is another thing altogether ; but,
if 1t is absolutely certain, as we are told,
that he will carry out his promise, what
difference does it make if this is inserted
in the bill. I shall vote in favor of the
amendment.

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) : I was perfectly aston-
ished, Sir Thomas Campbell, to hear such
langunage as “ bunkum” and *twaddle”
applied to the arguments of this bench by
the hon. and learned member for the
North ; and I shall not use such language
myself. Hon. members say they do not
care to get Responsible Government un-
less they get control of the lands. But
that is not the question now. The ques-
tion is whether they want Responsible
Government.

Mz, BURT: That won't do.
too stale, altogether. .

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton): That is the question,
‘Whether they get Responsible Govern-
ment or not, they will have the control
and management of the land. We have
it now, and we shall have it then. Hon.
members seem to forget that the Secre-
tary of State is a high official who is
both able and willing to keep his word.
No one, I presume, wishes to cast any
reflections upon Lord Knutsford’s per-
sonal honor, affer his long and distin-

That is

guished career. The only question that
remains is, bas he the power to carry out
his promise? He has, under the Land
Regulations. But I thirk it would be
acting unwisely to put in this bill any.
thing that would act upon the House of
Commons as a red rag upon a bull (as
one hon. member has put it); especially
when we can get all we want in another
way. I can conceive no more ingenious
and more certain mode of defeating the
Constitution Bill than this amendment.
The hon. member for the Swan says we
have given way in everything to the
Seeretary of State, so far. What were
the points that the Secretary of State
laid stress upon? The constitution of
the second chamber, the aborigines, and
the land. Who was it that gave way on
on the guestion of the second chamber?
The Secretary of State. On the abori-
gines question it would have been utter-
ly impossible, in the face of English feel-
ing, for the Secretary of State to have
given way; and, as to the land, the Sec-
retary of State is doing all he tan to help
ug, if members could only see it. The
Secretary of State, knowing the feeling
of the House of Commons, knowing what
public opinion is in England on this
subject, as reflacted by the English press,
and knowing well that nothing in this
bill will excite so much opposition as this
land question,—the Secretary of State
knowing all this, is anxious to conceal it
as much as possible, whereas hon, mem.
bers seem anxious to parade it in this
bill, and so court the oppesition of the
House of Commons. I say it with all
respect, but, if members are wise, they
will he guided in this matter by the
Secretary of State, and not by my hon.
and learned friend, the member for the
North.

‘Me, BURT: I should like to point
out what paragraph 5, in the despatch of
July 30th, does say. * With this view,”
Lord Knutsford says, “ I propose to leave
in force the Act 18 and 19 Vie., cap. 56,
and to make new regulations under that
Act, which, after preserving all leases
and rights which have been duly granted
or created, would vest in the Legislature
of Western Australia the sale, letting,
and other disposal of waste lands of the
Crown south of latitude 26°, or of such
parallel of latitude, or other boundary, as
may from time to time be approved by Her
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Majesty in Council.” What is the mean-
ing of that? These regulations may be
altered at any time, and from day to day;
and what assurance would we have of the
carrying out of the Secretary of State’s
promise? Lord Knutsford may be a
high official, as the Attorney General
tells us he is; but Lord EKnutsford is
only human: he is not immortal
He is not going to be Secretary of
State for ever. “ Such parallel of lati-
tude, or other boundary, as may from time
to time be approved.” What is to
prevent the next Secretary of State
revoking any regulation now made, and
making another regulation altogether P
‘What is there to prevent him from alter-
ing this boundary? [The Coroniav
SecrETaRY: No,no.] Isay, Yes,yes. Tt
gives power to any future Secretary of
State to revoke any regulation made by
the present Secretary, and, if he thinks
necessary, to bring this boundary down
t¢ Champion Bay. [Mr. Magmion: Or
York.] Quite so; or York. This feeling
will be inténsified in the mother country
by and bye; and I say this is the time to
fight for it. We can do so now, with
much greater advantage than in years to
come. They may say: “This place is big
enough for three or four colonies; bring
the boundary down to Fremantle, or (as
the hon. member suggests) to York.”
There is no finality at all about this
promige in this 5th paragraph. If one
Secretary of State can make a regulation,
another Secretary of State can revoke a
regulation, and where would we be then ?
It will be seen that the Government here,
themselves, knew that this provisionabout
the land ought to be in every Constitution
Bil, for they included it in their original
draft bill. They went the whole animal
then; they wanted to get us the control
of the whole of the lands, north, south,
east, and west. And the Secretary of
State did not strike it out. He did not
object to it. All he said was, he pro-
posed to do it in another way. He agreed
that we ought to have full control of the
lands south of a certain line, and of the
proceeds therefrom, but that as regards
the Jands north of that line he thought
we ought only to have a limited control
over them. [The ComisSIONER OF
Crowx Lanps: Why?] I believe the
reason why is that the Imperial Gov-
ernment want the proceeds of these

northern land sales. For my part
they are welcome to them, for there are no
land sales in that district, or likely to be.
The argument then comes down to this:
is this control to be given us by regula-
tiom, which can be made to-day and re-
pealed to-morrow, or is it to be put in our
Congtitution Act? Are we to settle this
subject now, when public feeling in Eng-
land is just beginning to become alive to
the value of this colony, or shall we waib
and have to fight it out when the English
people and the English Parliament take
a greater interest in the subject, and be
amxious to bring this boundary line much
lower down than the 26th parallel. By
the time we get this promise of the Secre-
tary of State fulfilled (unless we insist
upon it now) we sghall find this line cer.
tainly drawn as low down as Champion
Bay, or somewhere between there and
York. Then it comes to this: if these
words are not imserted in the bill we
shall have nothing at all but a bare pro-
mise to make a regulation, which, as I
said, may be made to-day and revoked
to-morrow. If anyone can deny that, I
should like to hear him. A regulation is
not a law. It is no law at all, nor has it
the force of law; it is a mere sham.
And the question is, are we to have this
power to coutrol the lands given to us
by statute, or by a regulation, which may
be cancelled to-morrow ?

Me. PARKER: I do not think that
in considering the arguments of any
member it is of importance to judge
what his motives are, whether they are
good or bad; the question we have to
consider is, are his arguments sound ¥
The learned Attorney (teperal and the
Commissioner of Crown Lands say that
the hon. and learned member for the
North, though not openly opposed to
Responsible Government, is not in earnest,
and that his motive in moving this
amendment is to shelve the whole ques-
tion. Omne might retort by saying that
the occupants of the Treasury bench,
apparently, have not been very earnest
nor desirous to prevent the passage of the
bill, and cne might look for the motive
which has governed their actions and
possibly find it in the pension schedule.
But, as I say, I do not think we ought
to look for motives; what we have to do
is to consider the value of the arguments.
When people are very anxzious to secure
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what they consider a boon, or a privilege,
we know that sometimes they are so
overpowered by their desire o attain
their object that they are apt to overlook
gsome of its demerits, and to pay a price
for it which in their calmer moments
they would not pay; and I am afraid,
Sir Thomas Campbell, that has been my
case in connection with this Constitution
Bill. I pointed out at an early stage of
the bill that there was no provision in it
vesting the lands of the colony in the
Legislature, and that in the other col-
onies there had been special provision
made vesting the waste lands in the
colonial Legislatures; and I pointed out
that the BSecretary of State, so far
as this colony was concerned, promised
to deal with our waste lands by means
of regulations, and mnot by statute;
and I satd that, for my part, I had
every confidence that the Secretary of
State would carry out that promise.
But, in considering this question again—
although I still have perfect faith in
Lord Knutsford and believe he will carry
out, if he possibly can, any pledge that
he has given—but, in considering the
question over again it appears to me, in
the first place, very doubtful whether it
is within the power of Lord Knutsford
to cdrry out his promise to vest the con-
trol of the land in this Legislature by
regulation. What are the powers given
to him in this connection? The only
powers given to him are those which he
possesses by virtue of the 7th section of
the Tmperial Act 18th and 19th Vie,
cap. 56, which provides that “it shall be
lawful for Her Majesty, by instructions
under her signet and sign manual, or
through one of her Principal Secretaries
of State, to regulate the. sale, letting,
disposal, and occupation of waste lands
of the Crown in Western Australia, and
the disposal of the proceeds arising there-
from, until Parliament, shall otherwise
provide.” But although power is given
to Her Majesty, through one of her
Principal Secretaries of State, to regulate
the sale and disposal of the lands, there
is no power given to the Secretary of
State to delegate that power or anthority
to the Legislature of this colony; and,
with all due deference to the views ex-
pressed by the Secretary of State on this
point, I think, when the question comes
to be submitted to the Crown law officers,
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or the law officers advising the Colonial
Office, it is very doubtfu]l whether they
will not advise the Secretary of State that
he has no power to delegate this anthority
(conferrec{) upon him as one of Her
Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State)
to the Legislature of this colony, and
that in order to do this there must be an
Enabling Act passed through the House
of Commons and, of course, the House of
Lords. If such is the case, the question
of the control of the Jands is bound to
come before the Imperial Parliament, ; so
that the argument of the Commissioner
of Crown Lands that by inserting any
reference to the land in this bill we shall
be jeopardising the passing of the bill by
the House of Commons is completely cut
away. According to my view, the Sec-
retary of State has no power to give us
this control of the land, as he proposes,
by regulation ; it must be done by vesting
it in the Legislature by Imperial statute,
and it must come before the House of
Commons. A rtegulation, after all, as
pointed out by the hon. and learned
member for the North, has not the force
of law, and the same power that can
make a regulation to-day can revoke it
to-morrow. We know that regulations
have from time to time been revoked, and
new regulations substituted in lien of
them ; therefore, what reliance could we
place upon 2 mere regulation, which
might be repealed at the will of the very
next Secretary of State, whether Con-
servative or Liberal. Amnother reason
why we should include this provision in
an Act is this: it must be borne in mind
that this power to regulate the sale and
disposal of the lands of the colony
is only vested in the Secretary of State
“until Parliament shall otherwise pro-
vide.” 8o that if the Imperial Parlia-
ment, interfered with this power to-
morrow, the Secretary of State could not
help himself.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): Parlinment
might interfere in any case.

Mr. PARKER: It would not be so
Likely to do so, if we had the comtrol of
our lands vested in us by statute; it
would not be so likely to repeal an Act
of Parliament as it would a mere regu-
lation. The Constitution Act of Victoria,
for instance, may be repealed at any time
by the Imperial Parliament, but I do not
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think it is likely to be dome ; and what I
think is, if this provision is embodied in
our Constitution Act there will not be
much fear of its being repealed. Re-
sponsible Government without the land
would simply be a mere shadow. If we
entered the money market to raise a loan
probably the first question that lenders
would ask is, “Does Western Australia
possess any security in the shape of lands

to offer us, or what security has she to |

offer ?* We lmow that while a Crown
colony the whole of our lands were vir-
tually pledged as security for our public
loans, because the Imperial Government,
while not actually guaranteeing the
loan, assented to our Loan Acts, and
our loans were floated through the
Crown Agents. But when we become,
80 to speak, independent of the Im.
perial Government, when we stand before
the world as a self-governing com-
munity, and we seek to borrow money
and have not the control of our lands,
what will be our position them ? T think
it is very doubtful whether we would be
able to obtain a loan in the London
market at all. The Attorney General
said something about mistrusting the
word of the Secretary of State. I do
not mistrust his word at all; I believe
the Secretary of State is prepared to do
what he promised to do, if he can; but,
I think I have shown it is very doubtful,
to say the least, whether he has the power
to do so. It seems to me, after mature
congideration, that the only safe course
open for us is to insert a proviso in this
Constitution Bill as now proposed. If,
as we are told by the Government bench,
this is going to endanger the passing of
the bill, and that the Secretary of State
will not be able to carry it through the
House of Commons because of this pro-
vision, then it appeara to me that there
is no intention on the part of the Secre-
tary of State to carry out his pledge,
ner on the part of the House of
Commons to pass an Enabling Act, and
we would be better without Responsible
Government atall. Our last state would
be worse than the first. We want the
lands vested in us, free from any inter-
ference on the part of the Imperial Par-
Liament; and, if the bill is going to be
jeopardised as they say, I can only retort
that it would be n most dangerous, a
most risky, thing for this colony to do, to

accept Responsible Government on any
other terms.

Mg. MORRISON: I do not feel in-
clined to give a silent vote on an import-
ant matter like this, dealing as it does
with an important principle. I think we
ought to insist upon lmowing the basis
upon which the Crown lands are to
become ours, for I think it is quite
possible we might pay too much for
Responsible Government. I am in favor
of it; but I want it in a complete and
workable form. I do not want to see the
lands of the colony belonging to the
Home Government, while we had all the
trouble and responsibility of governing
the colony. If we are going to build up
this new Constitution, let us take care
that it is built on a solid foundation, and
that there shall be no dispute hereafter
as to the title under which we hold the
country. When a man builds a house,
he takes care to ascerfain beforehand
that none of it is on another person’s
Jand. The lands of the colony constitute
the capital of the colony; they are the
very mainspring of the country’s pros.
perity. They form the public estate,
and, if we are about to start business on
our own account we must take care that
we have the public estate at our own
back, and not at the back of anybody
else. If this bill to establish a Coustitu-
tion went Home without any provision in
it vesting the land, our real property, in
the colonial Legislature, I should say
they would be inclined to think at
Home that we are either very eager for
a change in our Government, or very
simple,—I don’t know which. T should
say they would think we were both.
‘Without the lands secured for us, in
what better position would we be under
Responsible Government than we are
now? If we wanted to borrow money,
we should still have to go to the Im-
perial Government to back us; and if
we wanted to hypothecate our lands we
would still have to go to the Secretary
of State for his approval. I think it be-
hoves us to be careful that we do not
pay too much for this Responsible Gov-
ernment. As to the dividing line, T cer-
tainly should go in for the tropic of
Capricorn; and my reason for that prin-
cipally is—if you foliow that line I be-
lieve that at no foint between Roebourne

.and the South will you have a smaller
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number of settlers, whose settlements
would be interfered with, than by hav-
ing the bhoundary line at the tropic of
Capricorn.

Tas How. Siz J. G. LEE STEERE:
It appears to me that this question has
assumed quite a different phase since the
speeches of the hon. and learned member
for the North and the hon. and learned
member for Sussex; for I gather now
that the general wish of the committee
is to ask for something more than
the Secretary of State has promised.
The Becretary of State distinctly told us
that he does not propose to repeal the
18th and 19th Vict., cap. 56, but to leave
it in force, and to make new regulaticns
under that Act for vesting in the Legis-
lature of this colony the control of the
lands. But I gather now that it is the
wish of the hon. and learned members for
the North and for Sussex to get something
more than this. Practically they say,
“We won't pass this bill unless you give
us an Tmperial Aect vesting the control of
the lands in our Legislature.” They
think a mere regulation will be of no
value. Qf course that puts a very differ-
ent construction upon this promise of the
Secretary of State. I hope it will not be
supposelg from what I said at an earlier
stage of the debate that I do mnot set
much valee upon our having full control
of the waste lands if we adopt Respon-
sible Government. I have always thought
it would be a farce to have it without our
land ; and, if members now are going to
make a stand and say, * We won't have
this bill at all, unless we have the land
made over to us at the same time,” I
ghall vote with them. I am quite pre-
pared to take that stand with them. At
the same time I believe it will delay the
passing of the bill; but, as I said, if
members are going to make a stand, and
take the risk of the bill being delayed, I
am quite prepared to go with them,
With regard to the boundary line, I am
in favor of that demcted by the hon.
member for Toodyay (the tropie of Capri-
corn); I think the line suggested in
the original amendment came too far
south.

Tee COMMISSTONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): I am sorry
that any member should think I am of

ony, or, at any rate, the greater portion of
them. That1s not my i1dea. Uuless we
have the control of our lands I say we
don't want Responsible Government at all.
Nor do I think it could be fairly deduced
from anything I said, or from any-
thing that fell from anyone on this bench,
that we ever meant anything else. The
only point of difference between us is:
some members want this  done in their
own way, and we want it done in the
way suggested by the Secretary of State
himself. We believe that the lands of
the colony, up te a given point, will be
vested in the Legislature of the colony
in the way promised by the Secretary of
State.

Mr. SHOLL: I do not wish to pro-
long this debate, but I think it necessary
I should ezplain, that, when I spoke
before, and said it was my intention to
vote for the clause as it stood in the bill,
I certainly was influenced in making that
remark by the amendment of the hon,
member for Toodyay, with reference to
the dividing lire, as I did not approve of
committing ourselves to any dividing line.
It quite escaped me at the moment that
the proposition of the hon. member for
the North also involved the vesting of
the land in the Legislature of the colony.
With that I am quite in accord, I have
a strong objection to suggesting any
dividing line, or, at any rate, being
pledged to any particular line; but I
consider it absolutely necessary that pro-
vision should be made in the bill for giving
us control of the land, and I certainly am
more convinced of that necessity after
the arguments I have heard. I think
we should be better off without Respon-
gible Government, unless we have the
lands of the colony vested in the colonial
Parliament; and I shall vote for the
amendment, even although it might re-
sult in the bill being sent back. Prob-
ably that might be avoided if the
(Grovernor were to telegraph the de.
cision of the House to the Secretary of
State.

Me. De HAMEL: It was my inten-
tion to have voted with the Grovernment
againat the amendment of the hon.
member for the North, but, after hear-
ing the remarks made by the hon. mem-
ber for Sussex, I feel bound to support

opinion that we should take Responsible | the amendment, because, as we are going
Government without the lands of the col- | to make a stand upon this point, I feel
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it necessary that we should enable the
Governor to inform the Becretary of
Btate that the stand taken was a strong
one, and supported by a large majority
in this House. I do it in order to
strengthen our position, and so that the
Grovernor may be in a position to make
as strong a point of it as possible in re-
presenting the matter to the Secretary
of State.

Mz. GRANT: Like other members, I
do not wish to give a silent vote on this
subject. I look upon this bill through-
out as a sort of compromise between the
Secretary of State, representing the
Home Government, and this House repre-
senting the people of this colony. I
think we are now treading on very deli-
cate ground, and that unless we are care-
ful we shall delay the passage of this bill
very much. If this amendment is in-
serted, very likely the comsequence will
be this: that all the loan moneys in-
tended to be raised will be made use of
in the Southern portions of the colony.
It appears to me that the Secretary of
State, when he wrote that despatch in-
tended to avoid that, and to prevent too
great a strain upon the borrowing powers
of the country at this stage of its history,
and that this control over the lands
should be held as a sort of check. I
think if we want Responsible Govern-
ment we must take what the Secretary of
State is likely to insistupon. It appears
to me that we are in this position now:
we must either give up the idea of Re-
sponsible Government or give way on this
matter. I feel certain that the Imperial
Government will reject the bill if this
amendment is inserted.

Mg, MARMION: The hon. member
for Geraldton says if we include this
amendment in the bill, the Home Govern-
ment will reject the bill. I do not see
why they should do so. We are only
asking that a voluntarily made offer of
the Imperial Government should be made
law. We simply want it put within
the four corners of this Aect, so that
it shall not be said in the future,
“They offered us bread, but they have
only given us a stone.” Ihope we shall
have 2 united vote on this subject, so far,
at any rate, as the elected members are
concerned, so as to strengthen the hands
of the Governor in maling any repre-
sentations he may think fit to malke to the

Secretary of State, I believe the whole
voice of the colony would be in favor of
this provision being inserted in the bill,
and I cannot but think that the Secretary
of State, when he finds the strong stand
that is made will be induced to accede to
our wishes, as he has donme in other
points. When he has not done so, it has
been due to one fact—the want of una-
nimity on the part of the members of this
Housge. I hope the House will give no
uncertain sound on this question, but a
unanimous declaration in support of the
amendment now before us,

Question put—that the amendment be
added to the clause.

A division being called for, the num.
bers were—

Ayes ... .. 18
Noes ... .. 6

Majority for 12
Noes,
Mr. Congdon
Hon. J. Forrest
My, Gront
Hon. {7, N. Warton
Hon. J. A, Wright
Hon. 8ir M. Fraser, n.o.x.0.
(Teiler.)

Da Hamel

. A. Forrest

. Hoxper

. Keane

. Loton

. Marmion

. Morrisen

. Parker

., Paterson

. Penrse

. Randell

. Rason

Seatt

. Shenton

Mr. Shell

Hon. 8ir J. G. Lee Steers, Kt.
WM. Venn

Mr. Burt (Teller.}

ATEE, [

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 77 and 78:
Agreed to, sud silentio.

Schedule 4. — Electoral districts and
boundaries :

Mz, De HAMEL, without comment,
moved an amendment (wide p. 51
“ Minutes of Proceedings ™) the effect of
which was to alter certain boundaries as
regaxds the Williams electoral distriet;
change the name of Kojonup electoral
district to “Plantagenet™ electoral dis-
trict ; and with reference to the A.lba.n;r
electoral district, to strike ocut the defini-
tion of the boundaries and to substitute
for them the words ““all that portion of
land comprised within the Municipality
of Albany.”

Amendment put and passed.
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Schedule B. : The committee divided on the motion
Governor iy & & [to reduce the item from £4,000 to
Private Secretary .. .. .. 500 0 0 £3,000, when the numbers were—
Clerk of the Executive Council ... 250 0 ¢
Chief Juatios .. .. .. ... 1200 0 0 Ayes... 18
sne Jodge .., ... .
Chief Seere . &0 0 0 Noes... 8
Attorney Genernl ... ggg g g —_
Treasurer wae e - ™ - .
Commissioner of Crown Lands ... 600 0 0O Magonty for . B
Director of Public Works... . 60O O O
Any officer ncting ny Premier, in Ares, Noza.
additlon to the salary of his M. Congdon Mr. Burt
office ... ... .o 200 0 ¢ Mr. Do el Hoa. J. Forrest
e . Mr. A. Forrest . Morrison
£0,850 0 O Mr, Grant Mr. REandell
—— Mr. Horper Hon. 8ir J. G. Les Steers, Kt
Mr. Keans Hon. C. N. Worton
Mr. PARKER: I have been asked| &t Loton Hon. J, A, Wright

by members on this side of the House to
proposs certain amendments in this
schedule, which, after a conference of the
elected members, have been agreed upon.
I shall start with the first item, “ Gover-
nor, £4,000,” and move that it be reduced
by £1,000.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) : It will be my duty to take
the sense of the House on all these amend-
ments, which, I understand, the hon.
member is about to move. With regaxd
to this particular item, I would call the
attention of the committee to His Excel-
lency’s despatch of the 28th May, 1888,
which accompanied the draft bill sent
Home. Dealing with this schedule, His
Excellency says: “The Governor’s salary
“ T have set down at £4,000, but, as there
“would be a reduction of £590 now pro-
“vided on the annual estimates for vari-
“ gus allowances connected with the Gov-
“ernor’s establishment, the net increase
“upon the present salary of £3,000 would
“only be £410. As my tenure of office
“here is entering its sixth year, I feel no
¢ diffidence in remarking that the Gov-
“ ernor's present salary is insufficient.
“Though living economically and enter-
“ taining only to a moderate extent, my
“ expenses, since I assumed this Govern.
“ment, have exceeded by £2,000 the
* public money I have received. This does
“ not appear to me to be a right state of
“things, for it has amounted, in effect, to
‘“a purchase of my commission. Ibelieve
“the Legislative Council would desire
“that the allowances I have referred to
“ should merge in salary, and should dis-
“appear from the Estimates,” I think
it right that I should draw the attention
of the committee to the fact that the
actual inerease is only about £400 in
excess of the present salary of the Gover-
Dor.

- Mr. Marmion

Hon. Sir M. Fraser, x.c.u.a0.

Mr. Paterson Teller.)

Mr. Penrse

Mr, Seott

Mr. Shenton

Me. Sholl

Mr. Venn

Mr, Parker {Tollor.}

Mz. PARKER moved that the item
#Olerk of the Executive Council, £250,”
be reduced by £50.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Frager): Oh! oh! I must divide
the House.

The division resulted in—

Ayes ... . 17
Noes ... e 7
10
NoEs. °
Hon. J. Forrest
Mr, Morrigon
Mr. Randell
Hon. SirJ. 0. Lee Staere, Kb
Hon. C, N. Warton
Hon. J. A, Wright

Hon. Sir M. Fraser, x.o.u.e.
(Telter.}

Magjority for

Mr. Venn
Mr. Parker (Teiler.)

Mze. PARKER moved that the mnext
item ‘* Chief Justice, £1,200,” be reduced
to £1,000, the present salary.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hou.
Sir M. Fraser): Here again I may be
permitted to refer to His Excellency's
despatch, setting forth the reasons for
the proposal to increase the salary of the
Chief Justice. It will be seen that His
Ezxcellency points out that in Governor
Weld’s draft Constitution Bill of 1874,
the Chief Justice’s salary was placed at
£1,250.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest) : I donot fora
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moment expect that any words from me
will have any effect upon that Macedo-
nian phalanx which I see opposite, but I
may be permitted to say that in my
opinion the salaries proposed for the two
Judges are not fired at anextravagantrate.
We must remember that in this matter
we must look at the office, and not at the
man. The office of a Judge is one of the
most important offices in any country,
and if we expect good lawyers to accept
the office—and I kmow we all do expect
our Judges to be very learned in the law,
and accomplished men—if we expect that,
we must expect to have to pay them a
reasonable salary. I believe that most
people in this colony expect as much
learning from the Judges of the Supreme
Court as is expected from the Judges at
‘Westminster; that being so, I think
it is only reasonable that the salary of
those who occupy these important posi-
tions should be fixed at a fair and
proper rate. We all Inow the expenses
of living in this colony, and no ome
can say that a gentleman occupying
the position of a Judge can keep up his
position, as we expect him to keep
it up, for less than £1,000 & year. Iam
gure that none of us, from whom not so
much is expected, can do mo. I think
we are beginniny at the wrong end
in trying to reduce the salaries of our
Judges. )

Mr. SHOLL: We are not reducing
them.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest) : You are re-
ducing what is proposed to give them.
In the days of Governor Weld, as we
have been told, it was contemplated to
increase the salary of the Chief Justice
to £1,250. That was fifteen years ago,
when the colony was not nearly so well
off as it is now. I should very much
like to see these salaries left intact. The
salary of the Puisne Judge at present is
only £700, and I am positive he cannot
live on that amount, and that it costs
him a great deal more. If that is the
case—and it must be well known to hon.
members, for there can be no doubt about
it—why should we object to this small
izcrease? Why should we expect any
man to accept a position where the salary
is not sufficient to maintain hirg ?

Mg. GRANT: Why did he take the
office, then ?

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): You may
ask that of many persons. People must
exist. Some of us, fortunately, have
something outside our official pay, other-
wise it would be a poor look out for some
of us. I am afraid, however, my words
will not have much weight, in the face of
the opposition shown to the other votes;
but f thought it only right to saéy what
I have said, and what I considered right.

Me. PARKER : I did notintend to say
anything in moving these various reduc-
tions, but I may state that the desire
expressed on this side of the House was
that there should be no increases made
in consequence of the introduction of
Responsible Government. Members say
they can see no reason why the Governor
or the Chief Justice, or any of these
officials, should receive an increase of
salary simply because there is to be a
change in the Constitution. Responsible
Government will not increase their work,
nor will it make living more expensive,—
I think it will make it less expensive,
Why should these officials expect higher
pay because we think proper to take upon
ourselves the management of our own
affaira? I can see mo reason for it,
and that is the conclusion which mem-
bers on this side have come to., We
have gone on that one idea, and have
come to the conclusion to vote together
on all these items, so that if the Col-
onial Secretary divides the House on
every item he will find the same ma-
jority, the idea being that there should
be no increase whatever in salaries,
simply because the colony proposes to
adopt another form of Government.
The Commissioner of Crown Lands says
that we expect our Judges to be most
learned men. Does he think that £200
a year more will make them more learn.
ed? It might have some effect, if we
were looking out for more Judges, to
offer more pay in the hope of attracting
the most learned men we could. But
members on this side do not intend to
take any individual officer’s case into
consideration ; the sole idea we have is to
vote against any increase at all, from the
top of the list to the bottom, but leave
their salaries as they are at present, and
I hope that neither the Chief Justice nor
the Puisne Judge, nor any other officer on
this list, will imagine for a moment that



1889.]

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.

195

we intend to cast the slightest censure
upon them, in declining to agree to these
increases. It will be quite competent in
the future for any Ministry that thinks
proper, to increase the salaries of the
Judges, or of any other officer; but ab
the present time, in the existing circum-
stances of the colony, and looking at the
necessity for practising economy en-
joined upon us by His Excellency him-
self in view of the coming change, we
feel that it is incumbent upon us to fol-
low His Ezxcellency’s advice. I do mnot
intend to say anything further. The
Colonial Secretary may divide the House
as often as he pleases.

Tex COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. J. A. Wright): After
what has just dropped from the leader of
the other side of the House, perhaps the
hon. member will be good enough to
tell members on this side, who also have
to study economy (in the matter of shoe
leather) whether he proposes to move to
reduce the remaining items on the list,
80 that we may divide on them alto-
gether, without the necessity of walking
backwards and forwards, crossing and
recrossing the House.

Mz. PARKER.: It is.

Mz. MORRISON : I wish I was gifted
with a little eloquence, so that I might
bring it to bear upon those who propose
to eut down these items. If there is
anything I object to, it is this sort of
sweeping reduction,

Mz SHENTON : No reduction at all,

Mr. MARMION: I call it reduction
to cut down an item of £4,000 to £3,000,
and £1,200 to £1,000. If we are going
in for Responsible Government we ghall
want to get the best men we can to
work it, otherwise we shall find our Gov-
ernment carried on in a very indifferent
manner, I believe £1,200 a year is little
engugh for any gentleman holding the
position of Chief Justice. It is a most
awkward position, especially in a small
colony, isolated, as he must be, from the
rest of the community, if he wishes to
carry out the duties of his position pro-
perly. I should call it a very miserable
existence, myself; and, if you wish good
men to undertake these sort of positions
the first thing you ought to do is to see
that they have sufficient salary to live
upon, and that they are not put in a
position where they may be hard pressed.

‘When the first item was moved, without
rhyme or reason, and also the next one, it
did seem to me extraordinary legislation.
But the hon. member has now given us
his reasons. But my objection is to
have what you may call cheap men about
you, especially filling responsible positions.

Question put—that the item be re-
duced by £200:

The commmittee divided, with the follow-
ing result:—

Ayes ... - T ¥
Noes ... . v 7
Majority for ... 10
Aves, NoEs.
Mr. Burt Hon. J. Forrest
Mr. Congdon Mr. Marrison
. Da Hamel Mr, Randell
Mr. A. Forrest Hon. Bir J, @, Leo Steere, Kt.
Mr. Grant Hnn. g A.gn_rtz:
. Horper on. J. A. Wrigl
Mr, Keane Hon, fir M, Frager, x.c.ua.e.
Mr. Loton {Teler.)
1Ir. Marmion
Mr. Paterson
Mr. Pearse
Mr. Rosen
Mr. Beott
Mr. Shentan
Mr. Shell
Mr. Venn
Dr. Parker (Tcller.)

Me. PARKER moved that the item
“Puisne Judge, £900,” be reduced by
£200.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warion): I must protest, Sir
Thomas Campbell, against my hon. and
learned friend, the leader of the other
side, or any other leader of men, saying
in this House: “ We are all agreed on &
certain course; you may divide as often
as you like; we have a certain majority;
we do not mean to argue the point;
we do not mean to discuss any of
these items.” This is supposed to be
a deliberative assembly, or it has been
supposed to be a deliberative assembly
until this evening, when it has been
turned into a mere voting or recording
machine. I thought until now that we
came here to argue and to deliberate,
and all open to conviction, and not to be
threatened or bullied into recording the
conclusions arrived at, heaven only knows
how, by a majority. I have a great regard
for constitutional usages, and for the
decency of all parliamentary procedure,
and I have much respect for all deliber-
ative assemblies, including this, but, I
say, matters of this kind ought not to
be settled by sheer force of division, but
by debate and by argument. I must
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really protest against such indecency as
any member of the House sayiung, “Itis
no use your dividing, it is no- use your
arguing, we have our majority, and we
are pledged to vote in a certain way.”
Such pledges ought not to be given.
‘What we ought to do as reasonable men
is to listen with patience to each other's
arguments ; it is all childish nonsense to
give way, as has been done this evening,
m dealing with this important financial
schedule. I do hope, Sir Thomas, that
the next House that will assemble, under
this other Constitution, will conduct it-
self as a deliberative assembly, and that
members will refuse to band together,
and threaten the other side that i$ is no
use arguing a subject because they have
already secured a majority,—simply a
““ brutal majority.”

Mzr. PARKER: Sir Thomas Camp-
bell—it is really amusing to hear the
learned Attorney General, of all people,
with his House of Commons’ experience,
lecturing this House upon this little dis-
play of what is nothing more nor less
than party cohesion. I am sure the
hon. and learned gentleman has often
in the House of Commons, where he
was such a shining light, seen the same
tactics adopted. There is nothing un-
usual about it. It is of the very essence
of party Government that you should
adhere to your party, and, sometimes I
am afraid, without rhyme or reason.
We have started the same tactics here
as the hon. and learned Attorney
General has, I am sure, often partici-
pated in, when a member of that party
for which he performed such valuable
services in the House of Commons.
There is really nothing *indecent” in
adhering to your party, or even in
determining beforehand what your line
of action ought to be. On the contrary,
I think it is most indecent on the part of
any member to desert his party. Iam
sure the hon. and learned Attorney
General never had the indecemcy to
desert his party—the Tory party, of
which the hon. and learned gentleman
was such a distingunished ormament—in
the House of Commons. The Tory party,
Iam sure, never did anything that was
wrong; the Tory party never did any-
thing that was indecent; but Y am sure
it cannot be said that the Tory party
never combined together. To-night we

have started a small party in this House,
and they have honored me with their
leadership for the time being; and, hav-
ing fully discussed these matters amongst
ourselves, our party have come to the
conclusion—not without rhyme or reason,
but, I think, for good and sufficient reason
—that we shall have no increases of these
official salaries, simply because the colony
is about to enter upon a change of Gov-
ernment. You must bear in mind that
there is no cutting down at all of present
galaries. 'We do not propose any cutting
down. Our object in combining upon
this question is that there shall be no
increases, because we see no ground for
increases, and because we are following
the advice given to us by His Excellency
himself, when he pointed out the neces-
sity for exercising every possible economy
in view of the contemplated change, and
the additional charges incidental to it.

Question put, and a division called for;
the numbers being—

Ayes ... . 17
Noes ... e 7
Majority for 10
AYES. NoEB.
Mr. Burt Hon, J. Forrest
Mr, on Mr. Morrison
M. A" Forres e el oo Stosre, K.
AL rJ. Q. eere, Kt.
IM;- l}rl:u;?.':eat . H?ﬁ. C. N. Warton
Mr, Harper Hon. J. A, Wright
Mr. Eeane Hon. 8ir M. Froser, p.c.x.a.
Br. Loton (Teller.)
Mr, Marmion
Mr. Paterson
Mr. Pearse
Mr. Rason
Mr. Scott
Mr, Shenton
Mr, Bholl
Mr. Venn
Mr. Parker (Teller.)

Me. BURT moved that the last six
items be struck out, and *Ministerial
Salaries, £3,200,” be inserted in Leu
thereof.

Question—put and passed.

Sehedule B, as amended, a.greed to.

Schedule C, grant, to aboriginal natives :

Agreed to, sub silentio,

Sehedule D :

£ 8 4

Bir ﬁwmqim:;:, K.CM.G., Col- 80 0 0
o
Charles Nicholas Wuarton, Esq.,

Attorney Genernd ... ... , 50 ¢ 0O
Anpthony O'Grady Lefroy, C.M.G.,

7 hnCo!%ninl Tfensglﬁre . 630 (]
Q) orrest, C.M.G., Sarveyor
General and Commissio eryol'

Crown Londs... ... .. .. 50 0 0

£250 ¢ 0
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.Mz. PARKER moved that item * Sir
lf[ia.lcolm Fraser, £800,”" be reduced by
-£100.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser): Whatever I may have
occasion to do with regard to the other
items in this schedule, I do not intend, as
the individual concerned, to divide the
committee upon this, but accept the deci-
sion of the House.

Question put and passed.

Me. PARKER moved that item
“ Charles N. Warton, Esq., £500,” be
reduced by £200.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) : Now I feel it necessary
to rise, and say I cannot understand the
reagons why the hon. member proposes
this reduction. I comsider it iz alto-
gether disproportionate. It may be said
that the reason which has prompt-
ed the hon. member in moving this
reduction in the retiring allowance of my
hon. colleague, who has just left the
House, is the fact of his having ounly
been a ghort time in the service of this
colony. But we must remember the con-
dition under which he came out here, and
that he is about to suffer a displacement
from office for which he is officially un-
prepared, and placed in a position which
be bad no idea of, when he accepted his
present office ; and that, therefore, he iz
entitled to every consideration. I do
really urge upon this committee that this
reduction, under the circumstances, is
excessive. If the hon. member had
merely proposed the same reduction as in
the first item, the position might have
been different; but here he proposes a
tremendous reduction—two-fifths of the
amount set down in the schedule.

Me. A. FORREST: Who put the
£500 there ?

Tre COLONIAL SECREETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser): I must really protest
against this reduction, and I shall feel it
my duty to see whether I cannot, in this
instance, secure a majority in favor of
my learned friend, who really is being
very scantily treated. I do hope mem-
bers will reconsider this. Of course I
cannot say what the effect may be if they
persist in carrying it, but I hope that
some attention will be paid to my appeal,
and that members, at any rate, will meet
me half.way. We might be able to agree
to a compromise ; but, asit is, T certainly

shall have to divide and take the sense of
the House.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
TANDS (Hon. J. Forrest) : I should like
to say a word or two in favor of the
claims of my hon. colleague. I should
like to point out to the committee—and,
in doing s0, I hope I am acting in the
best interests of my hon. friend—that
when the Attorney General came to this
colony, he came here expecting—he has
told me o himself—that he was coming
to a frechold appointment, which he
ghould enjoy (so long as he conducted
himself} for the rest of his life ; and that
he never knew anything about Respon-
sible Government being likely to come
into foree, that such a contingency never
entered into his calculations when he
accepted the appointment. Of course
everyone will allow that, under these cir-
cumstances, it is somewhat of a hardship
for & man who like my hon. friend is
no longer young, to find himself, after
two or three years service, deprived
of his appointment, which he thought
was a life appointment. We all know
that in the colomial eivil service there
are not so many openings for officers
of my learned friend's age, as there
used to be some years ago. An officer
whose office is now abolished—not for
the good of the service, not in conse-
quence of 5 reform of the service, but
simply for political reasons—is in a very
different position frem what he would
have been in, years ago, when there were
50 many other appointments in the civil
service to one of which he might fairly
have expected to have been appointed.
Members will also understand that a
lawyer giving up a practice at Home, and
going out to a distant eolony, cannot
expect to return to the same position as
he occupied before he left Home. That
is next to impossible. Members will also,
I am sure, recollect that the Attorney
General is no longer a young man; heis
getting up in years, and that while £200
a year is a very small amount for the
colony it is a very considerable amount
for a man in the position of my hon.
friend. I am quite sure that the mem-
bers of this House are mosi desirous
and anxious to do what they think is
right and just, and that they are ac-
tuated solely by that idea; at the same
time, I think it will be admitted that an



198

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.

[Mae. 29

extra £100 or £200 a year is not much
for the colony to have to pay, but is a
great deal for the Attorney General to
lose; and I appeal to them to be as
generous as possible in a matter of this
sort. I do not think I need say any
more. Ileave it now to hon. members
to decide what they will do with regard
to this item.

Mz. PARKER: Perhaps I may be
permitted to say that the desire of mem-
bers sitting on this side of the House is,
as the hon. gentleman has just said, to
do justice to all the members of the
Executive, but, at the same time, they
feel that they must also do justice to the
colony. I do not wish to say a single
word to detract from the merits of the
hon. and learned genmtleman whose pen-
sion we are now discussing, and all I
would say is this: that, in the opinion of
those who are voting to-night with me,
£300 a year is ample recompense for the
short services performed by the hon. and
learned gentleman for this colony.

Question put, and a division called for,
the numbers being—

Ayes ...
Noes ... . 6

Majority for ... 11
NoEs.
Hon. J. Forrest
Mr. Morrison
Mr. Bandell
Hon. 8ir J. Q. Lee Steere, Kt,
Hon, J. A. Wright
Hon. Sir M. Fraser, x.c.u.0
(Tetler.)

Mr. Venn

Myr. Parker (Tellor.)

Me. PARKER moved that item
“A. O’Grady Lefroy, C.M.G., £650,”
be reduced by £100.

Tree COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser): I well remember, Sir
. Thomas Campbell,—I think it was the
first, or, if not the first, the second
occagion I sat in this House, in 1870,
mneteen years ago, a question arose as to
the retiring allowance to be given to my
predecessor in office, the late Capt. Roe,
who had served the colony for, 1 think,
the same number of years—or perhaps
rather less—as my friend the Colonial

Treasurer has served it, at the present
time. I have not got the Blue Book
before me, but I believe I am right
in saying that the Colonial Treasurer
has, at any rate, served as many years as
my predecessor, Capt. Roe, had when he
retired. And what was the decision of
the House in his case ? His claims were
brought specially before the House, and
the House agreed to a retiring allowance
equal to his salary at the time.

Mz. PARKER: By a majority of one
only.

'Iy‘,ma: COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon,
8ir M. Fraser): Never mind. Have I
not veasonable grounds for advecating
that my honored and esteemed friend
Mr. Lefroy, after 40 odd years service,
and suddenly deprived of an office which
he has so sedulously fulfilled, may be
met in the same liberal spirit as animated
this House, nearly twenty years ago,
when dealing with the claims of my
respected predecessor? I leave the mat-
ter in the hands of the committee, and,
if necessary, I shall divide the House.
But I hope and trust that members may
be induced to reconsider their decision
for the reasons I have stated.

The committee divided with the follow-
ing result—

Ayes ... .. 16
Noes ... 8
Majority for 8
Ares. Noxa
Mr. Congdon Mr,
Mr. Do Hamel Hon, J. Forrest
Mr. A. Forxest My, Moreison
M Glitlrperm‘tl Boi %:m.}ie{;llm Stecra, Kt.
on. Blr J. re, Kt,
Mr. Heane Houn. €. N. Warton
Mr. Loton Hon. J. &, Wright
My, Marmion Hon., Sir M, Fruser, s.c.u.0.
Mr. Poterson (Telior.)
Mr. Pearse
Mr. Rason
Mr. Soott
Mr. Shenton
Mr. Sholl
Mr. Venn
Mr. Parker (Tollcr.)

Me. PARKER moved that the item
«J, Forrest, C.M.G., £550,” be reduced
by £50.

Question put and passed.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest) : Sir,—Irise
merely to say that I highly appreciate
the liberal mamner in which this com-
mittee hag dealt with this vote, so far as
I am concerned. I consider that I have
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been most generously, most handsomely
treated.
Schedule D., as amended, agreed to.
Bill reported to the House, with
amendments,

The House adjourned at a quarter to
eleven o’clock, p.m.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,
Monday, 1st April, 1883.

Hetnrn of Revenue und Expenditure, Kimberley Dis.
trict—Colonel Angela’s ' bund ™" across the Harding
River—Water sunply for the city of Perth—Varying
the s.g. Augtralind contract—Contmet for wo"-:ﬂ:g
Bnnbu?'-Bln,ckwood Railwny—Increased lﬁgmsen
ation, Federnl Couneil : Ady to Her
Conveniences for Spencer’s Brouk station—Abori-

i ill: in committee—Defence of Fremantle

Mossage No. 3)—Adjonrnment.

Tee SPEAKER took the Chair at
seven o'clock, p.m.

PrAYERS,

RETURN OF REVENUE AND EXPENDI.
TURE, KIMEERLEY DISTRICT.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) said he desired to make
an explanation with reference to a return
moved for by the hon. member for
(Gleraldton, on the 23rd March, with refer-
ence to the revenue and expenditure in
the Kimberley district up to date. Im-
mediately upon the motion for these
retwrns being carried, he placed himself
in communication with both the Treasury
and the Awudit Department, and en-
deavored to get that which the hon. mem-
ber desired. Hehad received a memor-
andum from the Colonial Treasurer and
from the Auwditor General on the subject,
which he would read. (Read.) The hon
member would see that all the cash
accounts of the colony would have to be
examined, voucher by voucher, for six or
seven years, as the revenue and expendi-
ture of the Kimberley district had for

years been incorporated with the general
accounts, and not kept separately. The
return agsked for would entail immense
labor, and extra clerical assistance in the
Audit. Department; and he would ask
the hon. member if he would not mind
meeting him (the Colonial Secretary) at
his office, and see whether such infor-
mation ag could there be furnished wonld
satisfy him, ag he believed it would take
months to elaborate these refurns.

COLONEL ANGELO’S *BUND” ACROSS
THE RIVER HARDING.

Mg. RICHARDSON: I wish to ask
the Colonial Secretary,—(1.)—Whether
a certain bund, or weir, constructed across
the River Harding, at Rocbonrne, under
the direction of the Government Resi-
dent, Col. Angelo, and lately washed away
by floods, was constructed with the
wanction and approval of the Govern-
ment ?

znd. If any plans, drawingg, or specifi-
cations were obtained from the Works

| Departwent for the said work, or any

professional supervision employed on it
—if not, why not ?

3rd. From what fund the cost of its
construction was drawn, and what des-
eription of labor was employed ?

4th. Whether they intend allowing
further outlay for its repair ¥

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) replied :—

1et. It was constructed by the Govern-
ment Resident without sanction.

2nd. None were prepared by the Works
Department; nor has any professional
supervision been exerciged, for the reason
above given.

jrd. Tools and some timber were sup-
plied by the Gaols and Works Depart-
ments; the labor used was prisoners.

4th. The Resident Engineer has been
ordered to report on the whole work.

WATER SUPPLY FOR THE CITY OF
PERTH. :

Mg. SCOTT: The motion I am about
to move is one in which I confidently
hope the Government will do their best
to assist me. I appeal with some con-
fidence in this matter to the Government
benches, kmowing the interest that the
(Government has always taken in the
question of the sanitary improvement of



