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Mr. B. J. STUBBS: If we made the
age 16 we would not prevent boys from
going to work but only from coming
under tho operation of this measure.
The IEducation Act allowed them to
leave school and the Factories Act al-
lowed to go to work at the age of 14;.
on the other hand every member realised
that 14 was too low an age for boys to
start work-

Amendment (to insert ' not less than
14 vears of ) put and passed ; the clauss
as amended, agreed to.

Clause 5—Penalties :

Mr. GEORGCE: The penalties were
numeroos and he thought they were
bringing people under this mesasure
almost on a level with criminals.

+ The Attorney General : You must have
something substantial,

«Mr. GEORGE: If it were necess&ry.
well and good.

Clause put and passed.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 10-50 p.m.

Tegislative Counctl,
Thursday, 15th August, 1912.

Question : Quaimding Leck-up . 1120
Billa : Methodist Church Properby Trust, Report
stage 1120
Tmmv.nys Purchase, ‘zn Amcndment. six
months, defeated, eelect com. 1120
White Phospharus hmk:hes Prohlbltion, mes-
sape . .s 1152
Adjoumment. one week 1152

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers,

QUESTION—QUAIRADING LOCK-UP.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY (without no-
lice) asked the Colenial Secretary: 1,
If his attention has been called to the
condition of affairs existing at Quairading,
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where there are no police quarters, and
where three men have been chained to a
tree all night in bad weather. 2, If sieps
are being taken lo remedy this state of
affairs.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY re-
plied: T am quite willing to reply to the
question. My attention has been called to
this condition of affairs, and I prapose to
take steps to remedy it.

BILL—METHODIST CHURCH PRO-
PERTY TRUST.

Report of Committee adopted.

BILL—TRAMWAYS PURCHASE.
Second Reading—Amendment, 5iz months.

Debate resumed from the previcus day.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY (North-East) :
I do not think it is necessary for me to
say very much, or to speak at any length
in regard to this Bill, as a great deal has
been said by previous speakers. One can
only judge the merits of a Bill by the
reasons put forward by its sponsors when
introducing it to the House. If one were
to judge this Bill solely by tha utterances
of the Government I say without hesifa-
tion members would have no other choice
than to vote directly againsl the Bill. T
have listened with considerable inlerest to
the able and eloquent speech of Mr. Cole-
bateh, and let me say that T thoroughly
agree with every argument uttered by that
lon. gentleman. Again 1 say, were we
to judge the Bill by what has been said
in its favour hy the Governmeni, and
against it by #r. Colebalch, we should
have no choice hat to vote direcHy against
the measure. We are told that this is a
Bill for the purchase of a certain property
from the tramway company. If is a busi-
ness nroposition and naturally one looks,
in the first place, to see if we arve petting
value for our money. ILet us take the
case as it is placed before Parliament by
the Governmenl. The Government stated
that they did not enter into negotiations
without having first got their expert offi-
cers to advise them in eonnection with the
valne of the property. They instructed
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the Commissioner of Railways to make
this valonation, and the Commissioner ad-
vised that, viewing the property from the
point of view of whether the trams are to
be purchased by the cily council in 1935,
and if we had to dispose of them in 1935,
the value would be £375,000. This is
exactly £104,000 less than the House is
asked to agree to pay for the property,
and it is based on the assumption that the
profits are not going to inerease or de-
crease, and that no extensions are to be
made. That is really basing it on what
exists lo-day, which is what any business
nan would do. These officers reported
that the annual net profit required for in-
terest and sinking fund would be £25,000,
and the annual sinking fund eontribution
would be £10,000, so that in 1925 we would
gel back our capital invested by disposing
of the system to the Perth City Couneil
for £200,000, ihe realisable value at Lhat
date, The (lovernment go oo fto =ay,
“After allowing for depreciation we anti-
cipate that we can make a profit of
£35,000, which will be sufficient to pay
interest at 4 per cent. on £400,000, and
provide a sinking fund of £9,000 per an-
num, which would, by 1939, cover the sug-
wested price of £400,000.” The Minister
says 1his is viewing it with the idea of
handing over the tramways in 1939. and
having no increase in the meantime. He
then adds, “If that were to be the position.
that we were to hand over the system in
1939, it would not be advisable for us to
consider the purchase at this stage” If,
the Ministers say, we were to hand over
the concession to the city eouneil in 1939,
then it would be unwise to consider the
purchase. But they are considering the
purchase: not on what thev are advised
by their expert officer is the value.
namely, £400,000, but they are asking
Parliament to consider it at £475,000. They
themselves state that it would not be ad-
visahle fo consider the purehase if we
were not to retain possession of the sys-
tem; but, in ovder that they may pur-
chase the trams at this stage, they are
prepared to allow the company £75.000
more than their expert officers say the pro-
perty is warth,  They are ziving the com-
rany £73.000. and hy Aet of Parliament
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doing away with the rights of the eity
council, The Commissioner of Railways
values the properly at £400,000, and the
Government say “We will give £475,000
and do away with (he reversionary rights
of the eity council.” In other words, they
value the veversionary rights al £75,000.
But ihe strange part is that Lhey are not
golug to give the £75,000 to the city coun-
¢il, whom they are depriving of the re-
verstonary rights, bul they are going to
give it to the tramway company.

The Colonial Secretary: There are
others concerned besides the ecity eoun-
cil.

Hon, J. . CONNOLLY : I am simply
judging it vn your own case. You say
vour expert officers vaiue it at £400,000,
yel you ask Parliament te puorchase at
£475,000. That and that alone is suifi-
cient reason why 1 should not support
the purchase of these trams under the
eonditions and at the price sugzested by
the Government. 'That is why T agree en-
tirely with the remarks made hy Mr.
Colebateh. Is theré any wrgeunt need for
the purchase of these trams? We have
henrd from some of the previons spenkers
that the opposition to the purchase of the
trams eomes abhout becanse the proposal
emanated from a Labour Government.
Lel me say that if o Tiberal Government
had introduced this proposal it would have
been very strenuously opposed by these
same members. Simply beeause it eman-
ated from a Liberal Government we would
have heen told that this was part of our
old jpaliey of centralisation. T remember
Learing of the Premier recently refusing
a grant to repair the Perth-Fremantle
road. This is in every =ense a public road,
and should be considered a Goverument
vroad. The Premier said *No, we cannot
spend the money in Perth and Fremantle.
We wanf it to develop the country.” Yet
we are asked to expend almost half a
million in Perth and. according to the
Government’s own showing, this amount
is £75.000 more than the eoncern is worth.
It has not been shown that there is any
urgent need for the purchase of the trams
at all, leaving cut the question, to which
T will come later, whether it is a right
or wrong poliey to nationalise the trams.
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We know that at the present moment
hundreds of miles of agricultural railway
have been authorised and not constructed.
We will have 1o go on the market for a
iremendous amount of money o eonstruet
them all, and it is idle to say that the fact
of horrowing half a million of money for
this eoncern will not influence the price
at which we will obtain money in fuiure.
Undoubtedly it will influence the price.
We were told by some of the previous
speakers that the lender in London takes
into aceount solely how the money is to
he spent. That is true to a eertain extent,
but it stands to reason that the lender must
take into aceonnt also the fotal indebted-
ness of the State. This concern will add
something like a couple of pounds per
head of the pojpulation to the indebtedness
of the State.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
Would not they take it info aceount if it
were a munigipal loan ¢

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: Certainly
not. It eould have.very litile influence
in the ease of a municipal loan. A national
loan is a charge on the revenue of the
State. A municipal loan has no lien
over the revenue of the State, bui it has
over every bit of property contained with-
in the hounds of the mumnicipality con-
cerned. "In the Municipal Corporations
Act provision is made noi only for in-
terest, but a sinking fund;, and when a
nmnicipal loan is raised it is a charge ou
every bit of property in a muuicipality.
The property awners are foreed lo guar-
antee it under rhe provisions of the Muni-
¢ipal Corporations Aet. 1 faill to see
whal possible influence a municipal loan
could have on the flotation of a State lnan.
I say without fear of contradietion the
influence would he infinitesimal. The
£500,000 (o be paid for the tramways
would build at least 300 miles of aevicul-
tural railways. The 300 miles of agvi-
caltaral railways would do a great deal
for this State at present. But what 15 the
expenditure of this money on the trams
going to do. Tt will not employ a single
additional man. Tt is simply to enable the
Government 10 take the place of the Perth
Tramway Company. It will not fariher
develop the country, or even the e¢ity of
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Perth, unless more money is expended to
extend the tramway system. In that ease
it may be giving the cifizens a slightly
better service but that remains to be seen,
After all, when we eome to consider the
amount tn be raised. it is not idle to argue
that we ought to borrow another £300.000
because the people living in and about
Perth are somewhat inconvenienced. That
ig the whole of the argnment for the Bill,
and we have not been shown that we are
wefting the concern ut a reasonable price.
I surmise thai I may be twifted later on
with having been a membec of the late
Government who were in favour ol the
purchase of this system. It is true that
the ex-Premier declared on behalf of the
Government in his policy speech, preced-
ing the last general eleetions on this par-
tieular matter, and this is what he said—
Recognising that the Perth tramway
svstem does not fill the public require-
ments, and ought 1o be considerably
extended for the convenience of the
people the Government are prepared to
nationalise the tramways, provided Lhey
ean be puorehased at a  reasonable
figure—
That is an important conditinn—

and provided also ihal the municip-

alities concerned ~concur.  In sneh an

evenf, (he revenue now derived by each

municipalily wonld be conserved io it.
There are three tlaportant conditions at-
tached to thal. It did not hind myself or
the members of the Government to pur-
chase at any pariteular time, but the then
Premier merely said he believed it would
he in the interests of ihe country if the
trams were nationalised, provided the
municipalities eoncurred, and provided al-
g0 that all the rights and privilegez were
conserved (o the municipalities whieh this
Bill entively overlooks, at least not en-
tirely, bul it pives them three per cent. at
the will of Parliament. and that is an in-
vitation to the next PParliament to take off
the three per eent. ’

The Colonial Secretary : Did your Gov-
ernment propose fo compensafe the muni-
cipalities?

Hon. J. . CCONNOLLY: The ex-
Premier said in such an event the revenue
now derived hy each mupicipality would
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be conserved to it, provided the munieip-
alities coneurred in the agreement to pur-
chase.

The Coloninl Secretary:
about the reversionary rights?

EHon. J. D. CONNOLLY: I ean only
repeat the words of the Premier that we
would not
lerms which were thought to be fair and
just by the municipalities. Thev wonld
have had lo concur before we purchased.
While a great deal may be said in favour
of the nationalisation of certain public
convenienees, T do not think the admin-
istralive actions of the preseni Govern-
nent are such that would inspive confi-

But

what

denee in the management of the trams if -

they are purchased. We were told by
the previous speakers what has oecurred
in regarvd to the railway emplovees. We
Irave had dozens and dozens of inslances
wheve the employees have only to apply
the acid, as they say, and the Government
respond very readily.

The Coloninl Secretary: You ourht to
state faets and give instances.

Hon, J. D, CONNOLLY: I will give
instances in a momeni which will perhaps
come home to the Minister. If the Gov-
ernmeni were sensible in vegard to this
Bill, they would at least have given some
cuaraniee or some suggestion as to Lhow
they proposed to work these trams if they
took them over. We are told they produce
a certain revenne, and that revenue will
cover inlerest and sinking fund, but we
are not told whether the fares will be ve-
duced, whether we are to have penny sec-
Jtions, or how the employees are to be
treated. If the Government come down
with a proposal aud say the trams are to
he placed under an independent hoard and
run as other concerns of the Government,
as soon as it becomes a Government eon-
cern, 50 soon will pressure be brought te
bear on the Ministry for all the rights
and eoncessions that can he imagined. We
are fold. and we have ample proof, that
the Government is undoubtedly dictated Lo
bw the Lahour federation.

The Colonial Secretary:

Hon, J. D. CONNOLLY: Let me give
the Minister the words from bhis own
argan, The Weorker., The report appeared

It is untrue.

have puvchased except on
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on the 21st Muy, and is headed, “The
ALF. The Power behind the Throne.”

The Colonial Secretary: That is a
heading of an article pot there by the
editor.

Hon. J. . CONNOLLY :
Mr, MeCallum’s own words.
reads as follows :—

In responding to the toast by the
ALF, at the GIW.U. social at the
Trades Hall, Perth, the other night, Mr.
Alex. MeCallam mnde some foreible re-
marks on the subject of the Labour
Government and the power behind fle
throne,

I will read
The report

Then he went on to say—

Each member of an affiliated organi-
salion had egunal rights with Mr. Sead-
dan or any Minister to have placed
upon the party platform any matter he
liked. The individual, through his no-
ion, and the union through the distriet
couneil, and the distriet couneil, through
the State execulive, were the forces that
made up the parcty strength.

That is the ease in a nutshell,

The Colonial Secretary: There is no-
thing very objectionable in that.

Hen. J. D, CONNOLLY: It may not
be to the Minister, but from the public
poini of view it is objectionnble to see the
acid put on the administration in that
form by the trades hall.

The Colonial Secretary:
stances.

Hen, J. D. CONNOLLY: If the Col-
onial Seeretary wants instances, I remem-
ber reading in the public Press the report
of a deputation which waited upon him.
It was a deputation of Government em-
plovees. I tlink they consisted of ward-
ers of the Fremantle gaol and some Los-
pital attendants. Aeccording to the pub-
lic Press one of these orderlies—I do not
know whether he was a warder or an em-
ployee of the hospital—talked to éhe Min-
ister in this way

We put you here to give us eight
hours. We are the men whe put you
here and vou have to give us eight

hours. .

The Colonial Seeretary:
made such a stalement,

You give in-

He never
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Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: I am saying
what is in the publie Press,
The Colonial Secretary:

where it is.

Hon. J. I'. CONYOLLY: I challenge
the Minister, if a shorthand repott of the
proceedings was taken, as is generally
done, to produce it. What T have quoted
is stated in the Press, and as far as the
report goes, the Minister should aceept the
position,

I do not care

Poini of order.

The Colonial Secretary: 1 rise to a
point of order. What the hon. member
has siated is not eorreef, and not true.

Hon. J. D. Counolly: T only stated
what appeared in the public Press, and
several members have seen it in the public
Press,

The President: The hon, member will
accept the statement of the Minister that
it is ineorrect, of counrse,

Hon. J. D. Connolly: I am stating,
not what the Minister satd, and not the
utferance of the Minister. I am stating
what appeared in the public Press as
coming from n member of a deputation
that waited on the Minister.

The President: On the assnrance of
the Minister thai 1 is incorrect. the hon.
member will aceept that.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Tf the Minister
savs it is ineorrect.

The President: He has said so.

Debate vesumed.

Hon. J. . CONNOLLY : T am not
disputing that: T am only stating it ap-
peared In the Press.

The Colonial Secrtary : State when it
appeared and when it occurred.

Hon. J. 1. CONNOLLY : About six
or seven weeks ago.

The Colovial Seevetarvy : Tn
newspaper?

Hon. J. 1. CONXOLLY : The evening
paj-er and some other paper. 1t may
have hoen in the West Australian; I
do  not  know. [ saw afterwards
where these men had got the eight
hours they elaimed. When we see matters
of this kind evop up it does not make us
any more predisposed to nationalise the
imlustries or publie sevvices of the State.

what
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If we go on nationalising these services
it will mean that we will have so many
Government employees and they will be
employed in such a way that whether
the Government desire to naccede to
their requests or not, they will be foreed
fo do so. There will be so many Gov-
ernment employees and they will con-
stitute sueh z large percentage of elec-
tors that it will be more than the life
of the Government is worth to refuse
to do so. If the Government bhring down
2 proposal, and show that they are pre-
pared to give the system a fair chance,
that is to say, place it under a Commis-
sioner or a Board, apart altogether from

“poitieal influence, I think the Bill will

be more likely lo reeeive the nssent of
this House. While I may be in favour
of nationalising, under certain elreum-
stances, I am not in favour of deing se
under the conditions set forth in the Bill.
and undouhtedly it cannet be overiooked
that the mnumicipality of Perth and the
adjoining municipalities have very big
rights in this matter, which lhave been
almost entirvely overlooked. A great déal
has been said that it would he better
to municipalise the tramway system if we
had some other person flling the positinn
of mayor of Perth. It has been stated
these reversionury righis ave worth half-
a-million sterling, and when we come (o
consider that the Government have valued
the eoneessivn at £373,000 or £400,000 for
a 36 vears tenure, and a good deal of
ridienle has been thrown at this, I think
the freehold of the property should he
worth something in that vieinity, he-
cause, after all, all that the tramway eom-
pany has to-day is a 36 years lease, and.
so far as Perfh is concerned, they would
have to wallk oul in 27 years time. Wilh
regard to the suburban municipalities
of ecourse something must be paid to
them. T venture to say thal this matter
ought to stand over for a little while,
if for no other reason than beeanse we
have at the present time a Greater Perth
scheme on the boards. If that greater
Perth scheme is brousht about, I venture
to sayv that suburban municipalities will
he just as strongly against the nation-
alising of the tramwavs as the Perth
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City Council is to-day. A Board eould
then be formed from that Greater Perth
Council exactly as it is formed to-day in
Fremantle, and the system could be
worked to the advantage of Perth. Un-
donbtedly the Perth ratepayers have
elaims which should be considered; these
tramways run through their streets. the
people gave tle concession, aud what-
ever profits accrue, they ought to be en-
titled to them. 1 do not know that I
need say anything further except that I
quite agree with the amendment moved
by Mu. Colebateh, and I am prepared to
support it becanse I see no justification
for voting in favour of the Bill on the
case put forward by the Government.
On the other hand, if the amendment is
not agreed to, [ think the next best thing
will be the suggestion made by Mr. Kings-
mill, that it be referred to a select eom-
mittee. If that select committee deals
with the subject in the manner in which
it ought to be dealt with, and it takes the
rights of the people concerned into con-
sideration, then [ shall be prepared to
give the Bill further consideration, but,
if that is not done, [ shall reserve to my-
self the right lo vote against the Bill an
the third reading.

Hon. I). G. GAWLER (Metropolitan-
Buburban): I am in the position of bheing
unahle, T regret to say, for many reasons,
to support the amendment moved by Mr.
Colebateh, although it has my sympathy.
and although it has been moved in such
an exceedingly able and telling speech.
Like the hon. member. I am against, at
any rate to a large extent, the principle of
nationalisation. and T am against nalion-
alisarion in this partieular instance, and
in most instances where we have the con-
ditions of politieal matters as they are
here at the present time., That is to say,
and T am not speaking in any offensive
way {o mgv friends opopsite. that we are
unfortunate in baving the induostrial move-
. ment in sneh elose relatiouslip to the
politieal movement. That, to my mind,
is a great danger to politics in this State
at the present time. T eannot lelp Hink-
ing with Mr. Colebateh and others that
the creation of these varions State mon-

opolies are tending to bhuild np a very

1125

large body of interested votes whiech ean-
not fail to be broughi to bear in favour
of the Governmeni, and the influence of
which the Government will not fail to
find exceedingly hard to stand against.
The Government must not give way io
this tremendous infiuence, built up by the
various industries, or they will have to
hand over the control of affairs to someone
else. Whiclr will win in the end, I ean-
not say at the present moment, but I
venture to deelare that the struggle s be-
eoming more acute, and must end one way
or the other shortly. I regret to say that
for many reasons 1 am not able to sup-
port the amendment. One reason is simi-
lar to that already given by Mr. Sander-
sou, namely, that I have been asked by
the various local authorities in the pro-
vinee T represent to support the nation-
alisation of the trams, and I have always
recognised the fact that the policy of the
Ctovernment in nationalising these indus-
tries lias been approved by the peopie.
and therefore the Government shonld have
every opportunity of carrying ount that
policy. T have also been influenced by the
fact thab there has been very litile oppo-
sibion outside to this scheme of nationalisa-
tion. We have had no public meetings
against if, and very little protest. Unfor-
tunately we have had no referendum of
the PPerili ratepayers, and I cannot help
saylag that largely, if not unanimously.
lhe Vress appear to support the scheme.
Further, T am influenced by lhe fack that
this measure has passed the Lower House,
and T recognise the Lower House as being
lhe one chiefly concerned in dealing wilh
the expenditure of public money. To my
mind, the proper attitude to be taken by
this Honse is the attitude of a check-
ing natnre, that is to say, in regard to this
mensure. we should see that no coufis-
eation takes place. To my mind, this is
the opportunity for the Legislative Coun-
eil to earry out its proper constitulional
duties, and as to my mind there is some-
think in the nature of confiseation in this
Bill. 1 shall do my ntmost to prevent that
takirg rlace. The relationship between
ihe Government and the loeal authovities
liws been the subject of some remarks by
a eompetenl learned authority within the

tazt Fortnight, and about those remarks T
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would like to say a few words, because I
teel ihat, to say the least of it, if they are
not fantastic they are move than that, they
are somewhat tragic in their econsequences.
Lt the view laid down by this authority
is correct, I venlure to sny the confidence
of the municipalities in their own institu-
tions and thetr own powers and their con-
fidence generally in the eountry and the
counfidence of the municipalities and the
people in the country and the Govern-
ment. will be severely shaken, because it
is staled amongst other things that the
councils are attempting to rob the people,
and the Government are preveiting that
being done; that the Siate delegates
certain  powers to the municipality,
and ean withdraw them at its pleasure, and
that the Government in making this pur-
chase are only placing the people of the
State in possession of their own. I should
like to examing that position. First of all
I would like to draw hon. members’ aiten-
tion to the principle embodied in the vari-
ous statutes constituting those authorities.
These stafutes delegate certain functions
to certain bodies which are incou-
porated for that purpose, and these
hodies ¢an hold property ard deal with it
through their mayvors and eouncillors un-
der a commaon seal. They have the power,
amongst other matters. to sell property,
to lease property and purchase it, to
charge license fees for traflic through the
municipalities. The way in which their
funds are made up are set out in the Aet,

and T need not go into details as
to  those. Tn addition, they have
extensive borrowing powers for per-

manent works, and they ean borrow up
to a certain portion of their revenne,
and last and not least they have, of course.
extensive powers for the construction of
ronds, sireets and footpaths. Who pays
for all these? Ts it the people of the
State? T sobmit it is the ratepayers of
ihe municipalitv. They are taxed for that
purpose, and they find the money, and,
not only that, they take the risk if any
loss oceurs. In these undertakings surely
it is the ratepavers who take the risk.
In the event of any loss oceurring, would
we find the Government going to the res-
cue of the municipalities?

[COUNCIL.)

Hou. R. 1), McKenzie: We find the
Government subsidising them.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: Yes, but that
is only by way of making up what is
sugpested by the various anthorities that
the Government should pay in vates. That
I submit has nothing to do with the lia-
bhilities of municipalities for the expendi-
tnre of their funds. Fxamples have heen
given of disputes which have oecurred be-
tween munieipalilies and the Government,
and the preseni dispute with rveference to
the town hall has been particularly men-
tioned. To my knowledge, that has been
going on for the last fen or twelve years.
What is the dispute? 1t is whether the
Governmenft should buy the site or whe-
ther they should compensate the council
and furnish them with another site. If
the doctrine which has been set up by the
competent authority T have referrved to is
covrect, the Government should take the
site without giving them compensation. T
think tlere is an instance in our midst at
the present time where the council are
claiming compensation in conneclion with
the site on which their stables ave erecled,
T fancy at East Perih. Then, again, the
counell are now claiming compensation
from the Commonwealth Government for
ihe commonage on the sea shore which
the Commonwealih are claiming for =
rifle range.  Are not those instances in
which the couneil are claiming cectain
righis and the Government are not denying
them? That heing the pesition of the
weneral relationship belween the Govern-
ment and the loeal anthorities, what is the
partieular position of the city conneil in
respect of lhese framways under the
various Acts and authorities under whieh
they have been constructed? As hon.
members are aware, the Tramways Act
of 1885 gives power to construct tram-
ways with the consent of the loeal autho-
rities. The first step is to give,the econ-
structing party a provisional order by the
Minister for Works. and the next step is
to gel that order confirmed by Act of
Parliament.  Tirst of all an agreement
was entered into in 1897 belween the
council and the Perth Tramwavs Com-
pauy. represenied by Mr. Dickensoh, who
applied for the provisional order, whicl
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was embodied in the Statute of 1897. I
would like to refer very briefly to the sec-
tions of the Tramways Aect of 1385, which,
1 submit, clearly show tbat the loeal an-
ihority has certain rights. In Section 8
there are regulations with regard to the
laying down of tramways within towns,
the locnl authorities having the right to
say where (hese lines shall be placed. Then,
in Section 13, where the eonfirmation by
Parliament of the provisional order is be-
ing asked for, the following words oc-
cur i —
For the purposes of this Aect front-
agers and omnibus proprietors shall be

deemed to have a locus standi to oppose
the Bill.

Section 16 provides
thority may lease
take ftoll therefor, and in Section 28
there is power to sell the tramways
if, at any time, it appears they are not
being rmn properly.  Then, there 15 a
further power to sell also given to them.
These various powers all go to show
that the loeal anthority has eertain rights
which ave recognised by the Government
in regard to these tramways. Then we
come to the ngreement with the promaters,
The ngreement with the promoters is set
out in the Aet of 18907, and that was the
Act which, as 1 have already said, con-
firmed the provisional order given to Mr.
Dickenson. One would have thought that,
if this agreemen! were not approved of by
Parliament, Parliament would have said
to the eouncil, “You have entered into an
agreement by which you are at liberty to
purchase after the lapse of certain years,
and at the end of the term the tramways
fall into your possession. We eannot re-
cognise those rights.” Bub we find that
Parliament did recognise them. Seetion 7
of the Aet has the following provision:—

Nothing herein eontained shall pre-
jndice or affect a certauin agreement
dated the 17th day of April, 1897, and
made between “the Mayor, Counecillors,
and Citizens of the City of Perth” of
the one part and the Promoter of the
other part, except so far as the same is
contrary to or in confliet with the pro-
vistons of this Aet or the Tramways
Act, 1885,

that the local au-
the tramways or
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Is that not a deliberate recognition of
the agreement entered into with Mr. Dick-
enson, which, as I say, gave these rights
to the eity council? Then we have the pre-
sent Bill, and if hon. members will turn
to the Schedule they will find this provi-
sion in the agreement under which the
Government propose to puorchase the
tramways from the esmpany—

And whereas it is provided by See-
tion 29 of the said Tramways Aet, 1885,
that the promoters of any tramway au-
thorised by Provisional Orders under
that Act may with the consent of the
Governor sell its undertaking to any
person, and thai where any such sale
has been made all the rights, powers,
aunthorities, obligations, and liabilities of
lhe promoters in respect of the under-
takings sold shall be transferred to,
vesied in, and may be exercised by,
and shall attach 1o the person to whom
the same has heen sold,

There we fird that in the Government’s
own agreement they recognise the rights
riven in the agreement between the 1Perth
Citv Conneil and the framways company
and say that such rights shall attach to
the Goverumenl themmselves. What greater
recognition ¢an we find of the rvights of
the city eouncil? Bul 1 go further than
that even. If hon. members will turn fo
Clause G, paragraph (b.}, they will find—

All the rights, interests, and powers
of all lpeal authorities under and con-
ferred by the said Aects and the provi-
sional orders thereby confirmed and the
agreements thercin and in the PFourth
Sehedule hereto mentioned shall, not-
withstanding auvthing contained in the
Tramways Aet, 1885, to the contrary,
be exiingwished.

There is the very word “rights” in the be-
ginning of thal paragraph, which says
that all these rights shall be extinguished.
1 may be dense, bul T ¢annot see the logie
of the Governmeni’s contention ihat the
Perth Uity Council have no rights under
this agreement. As repards (he value of
the rights, T know nothing, bat T do know
that there are rights, and I do not care
whether they are worth 2l4d. or £200,000,
or £500,000, they shonld be esiimated. 1f
the rights are of no value my opposition
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is withdrawn, but T want a fair endeavour
made to ascertain what the rights are.
There are rights, and they should not be
confiscated, nor did Parliament ever in-
tend that they should be confiscated. How
cau we dissociate the Perth City Couneil
from & private individual in this matier?
1f this were a privale individual, Parlia-
ment would never endeavour to extinguish
the rights, and the only ground for extin-
guishing them in this insiance is that we
are told the Perth City Council’s rights
are the righis of the whole people, If that
is a true exposition of the relations be-
iween the Government and the local au-
thorities, then all T ean say is that the
local authorities had better stop ail enter-
prise at once, I am impressed by the way
in which Mr. Colebatch referred to the
valne of those rights. He aptly said ihat
the Gevernment’s own ollicers vaiued those
rightts at £100,000. A valunation was made
on two bases, One basis was assuming the
rights to be extinguished, and the other
basis assuming the rights not to be ex-
tinguished, and there was a difference of
£100,600 between the two. Surely that
on paper shows what the rights ave worth.
They may be worth a great deal more,
hat on ihe Government’s own admission
they were worth something econsiderable.
3Mr. Cullen referred last night to the power
of Parliament lo extingnish thosze rights,
and said *that even though this Act were
rassed by Parlinment, and Parliament ex-
tinguished those rights, as soon as the term
nnder which the rvights matured was com-
plete the eouncil eonld have recomse o
the High Courl to do them justice. T
regrel that T eannot agree with the hon.
member in that view of the law. It is in-
eonfrovertible that  Parliament is ahso-
infely supreme.  Parliament can. if it
chooses, raze the house of each one of us
to the ground, hut is Parliament likelv fo
do 1t?

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Tf this House were
a reflex of the other House, would if nof
be done?

Hon, D. G. GAWLER : T must say
that T eannot follow the hon. member
in that arcument. T give hon. members
my view of the law as it s and T am
afraid Mr. Cullen has not given the snb-
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jeet as careful consideration as he usn-
ally does. Parliament is all supreme, and
can do whatever it pleases, and no High
Court or auy other court can touch its
position, except when there is an infringe-
ment of the Constitution, when the High
Court may then interfere. There is only
one other matter I wish to refer to before
sitting down. [ regret o have noticed
the remarks made by the Minister for
Works last night. If the Minister wanted
fair and impartial eonsideration given to
the Bill in this House, the words unitered
last night were best left unsaid, because
if ever there was a threat uttered it was
eontained in the speech of the Minister
for Works. While the matter is sub
Judice, vemarks of that nature should not
be made. [ regret that I cannot support
the motion of Mr. Colebateh but T cer-
tainly shall support Mr. Kingsmill if he
moves to refer the Bill to a select com-
mittee.

The PRESIDENT : By the indulgence
of the Council the Hon. Mr. Pennefather
may be allowed to speak sitting.

Flon. R. W. PENNEFATHER (North}:
1 would like to say a few words at this
stage. Mr. Gawler has particularly
pointed out the injustice of taking away
vights without enmpensation. T think this
is an argument which admits of no con-
tradiction, and it s a great pity that the
Government should lend themselves to
the opposite view, Now, these are rights
that have been vested in the city eoun-
cil, and I understand it is proposed to
take them away without compensation.
That, T think, is very wrong. Tf these
richts were vested In an individual it
waould he ealled confiseation if Parliament
took them away, and surely the same
prineiple applies also to a corporate
hody. T eannot understand why the Gov-
ernment shonld go to the extreme of tak-
away the rights which have acerned to
the corporation after so many vears,
withont giving proper compensation for
them. T do not wish to labhour the qnes-
tion, but T do =ay that this is a proposi-
tion {hat members ought to approach
with a great deal of cantion. Any at-
tempt at confiseation of rights, whether
af an individual or of a corporation
shonld be disconntenanced.
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Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Minister) :
I shall be very brief in my remarks. I
do not intend to go into any details be-
cause the matter has been fairly well
discnssed all round. The Government
are simply giving practical expression
to a desire by, I believe, all seetions of
the community for the nationalisation of
the Perth trams. For quite a number of
vears past ihere has been an agilation,
not only by the Labour party, but by al-
most all parties and all seetions of the
community, that these trams should be
nationalised.  Certainly there has also
been agitation by some people in favonr
of municipalisation, but by far the great-
est number favour nationalisation. T do
not think any member will dispute that.
The price and the conditions have been
fixed with a desire to do justice not only
to the municipality but also to the State.
Much has been said about taking away
rizhts from the munieipal eonncil, but
{here is also the gnestion of the rights
of the pnblic to be considered, and I con-
sider that the offer that is being made
iz a perfectly just offer. As a country
member I would oppose to the very
utmost any idea of giving the Perth City
Couneil a halfpenny more, beeause T con-
sider they are getting a fair deal from
the State point of view and the munici-
pality’s point of view. Much of the oppo-
sition to the measure bhefore ws is so
much bluff, and T think before we have
finally dealt with the Bill members will
accept nationalisation on the terms
offered by the Government. A good deal
has also been said about the party cle-
ment in conneetion with this, abont the
platform of the Labour party being
nationalisation, in faet, almost every-
thing has been brought into this debate
that was discussed in the course of the
Address-in-reply.  As evidence of the
non-party attitude of the other House in
regard to this question, there was an
amendment moved fo the Bill by the
member for Perth. who is a member of
our party. The Bill has been approached
absolufely from a non-party standpoint.
As Mr. Cornell said, the members of the
Lahonr party knew no more about the Bill

than any individual in the ecommauanity
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knew what the action of the Government
would be. The matter has been handled
entirely by the Government and not by
the party, except that perhaps the ma-
jority of the party believe in nationalisa-
tion, I think some allowanee should be
made to members of the Labour party in
replying to some of the assertions made
by some members in this Chamber apart
altogether from the subject under dis-
eussion. I refer partienlarly to the
speech of Mr. Colebatch.  That speech
was anworthy of the hon. member. The
innuendoes of the Address-in-reply de-
bate were simply continued. We allow
for a good deal of matter being intro-
duced into the debate on the Address-in-
reply, and we expect it, but I think it is
going a little too far to have the same
innuendoes and the same matter on every
aceasion a question is brought before the
House. The prineiple idea that Mr. Cole-
batch gave uvtierance to was that no
quarter should be given to the Bill be-
cause of something else in the Labour
platforn, and Mr. Sanderson, to a lesser
extent, stressed this point. Mr. Colebatch
says we have adult suffrage as a plank
in onr platform for muonicipalities and
that part of onr poliey is land national-
isation. These are the principal reasons
the hon. wnember is using to induce mem-
hers to oppose the Bill,

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: Not at ali, my
objiection is price ehiefly.

Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Minis-
tery: T think the hon. member’s speech
quietly read will convince every member
that this was the underlying motive the
hon. member used in appealing to. the
House to oppose the Bill. One other re-
mark I want to refer to was that of Mr.
Cnllen, that before a certain Bill is ready,
before he knows what is in it, and bhefore
the Government know what is in it, it s -
zoing to be killed. That is what members of
our party have to put up with in this
Chamber, and T think some latitude should
be given to us in endeavouring to veply.
The appeals are not to reason or justice,
but to party prejudice in order to influ-
ence pariy opinion. T say emphatically that
those who are opposing this matter are
frightened to submif it to the bar of punb-
lic opinion. Tf the munieipal couneil
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would submif the Bill {o a referendum of
the ratepayers of Perth;, they would go
down, They are afraid to do it, and conse-
quently they approach this Chamber, the
party of privilege, to help them out. If a
referendum were taken of those concerned
among the whole of the bodies, or even if
a referendum were taken of these owners
of this concession whom Mr. Colebateh has
referred to, it would be overwhelmingly
in favour of the terms offered by the Gov-
ernment; but they are frightened to allow
a referendum to be taken and let the own-
ers themselves decide. Mr. Colebateh’s
remarks put me in mind of a saying—
when a starving man is asking for bread,
do not give him anything because he may
ask for butter. “The Labour party have
two planks in their platform, adnlt snf-
frage in municipal elections and land
nationalisation. Do not do them justice
in letting this Bill pass.,” That is what
it amounts to. Mr. Colebateh also made
an astonishing and amazing proposition.
He said that Perth has been built up by
the ratepayers; he distinetly satd that the
municipalities had been built up by the
ratepayers, though, in reply to an inter-
jection, he qualified that. I do not know a
more astornishing or amazing statement
than that the capital city is made up by
the ratepayers of that eapital.

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: From the very
first T exempted Perth from my remarks.

Hon, J. E. DODD (Honorary Minis-
ter): Then that takes a good deal of the
argunment away, but I would mention a
few of the buildings that have been built
by the State in Perth, for instance Parlia-
ment Honse, the Government buildings,
the Observatory, and the Royal Mint; and
then there are the gardens and those other
various institutions in the eapital city
of the State that-have been built by the
State and with State money. Yet we are
asked to say that the people of the State
have no rights in connection with this
tram service. I say they have equal rights
with the ratepayers of Perth. Mr. Cole-
bateh was also very keen in his eriticism
of the train service of the State. Another
member was a little fairer and said that
the Government had been in office only
ten months and part of the trouble was
due to other Governments, and it was not
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altogether owing to the Labour Govern-
ment.

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: The hon. mem-
ber is making a wrong statement. I said
it was incidental to all forms of moun-
opoly, nationalised or private.

Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Minis-
ter) : I have no desire to say that any
member has made a statement he bas not
made, but that wns the econeclusion I
arrived at. I have bad a litfle experience
with the tram service. I have had to stand
repeatedly and watch trams go by he-
enuse they were overcrowded. I use the
trams fairly freely and I know no worse
{ram system in Australia than the Perth
tram system. Not only are the lrams
overcrowded, but you cannot ride in them,
especially in the baek portions of them,
on a fine day without geting almost cov-
ered with dust. The Perth tram system is
one of the worst in Australin, and we
might be fair, in drawing attention to the
train service, and say what the tram ser-
viee is like in private hands. The whole
trouble in regard to the Government and
the munieipal eouneil is thai the counecil
are desirous of running this public utility
for profit in order that they may lessen
the rates. That has been admitted, I
think, by Mr. Molloy on' one occasion. I
do naot think any member of the Govern-
ment has had anything to say in eon-
nection with the incapacity or incompet-
eney of the municipality; it wounld be pare
imagination on the part of anyone making
that statement, but there is no question the
munieipality are anxions to run this pub-
lie utility in orvder to gain profits and save
rates. I think in eonnection with all pub-
lic untilities of the State the Government
are quite right in seeking to bring about
their nationalisalion. Some may nrge
municipalisation. Tt is possible the muni-
cipal counecil may vun the trams equally
as well as the Government, but the major-
ity of the people of the State and of
Perth. and suburhs favour nationalisation.
If the Legislative Counecil econtinues to
set itself up against public opinion, the
time will eome when perhaps hon. mem-
bers will vegret it. Mr. Sanderson said he
could not get down to onr regions. It was
rather unkind of the hon. member. We
often talk abont our lofty ideals, but when
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they are characterised as * getting down
to our regions” I think the hon. member
went a little further than he intended to.

Hon. C. A. PIESSE (South-East): As
a country member I would like indicate
the divection dn which T intend to vote.
There is little new ground lo break n this
debate, even if I attempted to do it. T
shall not support Mr. Colebatch’s amend-
ment, but later on, perhaps, an amend-
ment having the same etfecl may have me
supporting it if this Chamber is not giv-
ing the municipality of Perth fair play.
T think the tramway company are on a
tip-top wickef, As a bnsiness man, if 1
wag in the same position as the city of
Perth T wounld not think of letting my
rights go in the same way as the Govern-
roent are seeking fo take them from the
Perth City Council. When the Bill giv-
ing the rights to the tramway company
was bronght forward, the main feature
of the Bill was that in time the trams
would revert to the city counecil. What
are a few vears in the life of a city? Mr,
Lynn made a very praetical speech the
other night, and I believe in the remark
he made that whoever runs the electrie
lighting of a eity should alse run the
trams. That statement is worthy of eon-
sideration, and if the people of Perth
were consulted by referendum they wonld
not be agreeable, T am sure, to their rights
being taken away.

Hon. J. Cornell: Why not take a vef-
erendum then?

Hon. C. A, PTIESSE: Ti is uot two lale
lo take one now. If the people say we
are willing to forgo our rights, then T am
sure this Chamber will not stand in the
way. It would save all the feeling and
leart-burning which we have suoffered.
I trust that at ihe eleventh hour the views
of the people will be obtained on this
matter,  We will be sitting here some
monihs vet, and it would not take more
than three weeks or a month to wbtain

the views of the people by referendum.

Why not let the people vole on the
matter? )

Ion. Sir J. W. Hackett: They elaim
that the whole State should vote.

Hon. C. A. PIESSE: Tt is not my in-
tention to take up the time of the House.
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but I would like to say that, as a business
man, if I was in the same position as the
Pertl: City Council, I should use every
effort T possessed to prevemt my rights
being taken away without compensation.
The compensation of three per ecent., as
long as Parlament cousents, is a ridicu-
lous thing. 1 intend to vote for the select
committee Lo be propoesed by Mr. Kings-
mill. 1 may say that T congratnluate Mr.
Colebateh on the speech whieh he made,
and if better treatment is not”meted out
to the city of Perth T shall be willing to
vote to throw out the Bill at the last stage.

Hon. F, CONNOR (North): I do not
wish to give a silent vote. We have ar-
vived at a stage when we can deseribe it
as mationalisation run mad. The Gov-
ernment are trying to nationalise every-
thing, and fuunking when they are dared
to do it. Tf the Government are in ear-
nest in trying to nationalise the tram-
wnvs, then it is a matter parvely for com-
promise. Nobody would say that the
Government shonld walk in and take the
rights of the eity eouncil away without
giving them eompensation. Tt is purely
a wmatter of compromise—and I am sure
Mr. Drew will agree that the hest and
only solution of the matter is the pro-
posal suggested by Mr. Kingsmill that a
select committee he nppointed to go into
the cuestion, to take evidence and show
what the pesition onght to be. Whether
Lhe position will be aceepted by the peo-
ple of Perth with good grace I do not
know. This stvle of taking charge of
the people’s property is—it is a nasty
word to tse, bat it is the only word in the
voeabulary whieh, in my opinion, does
describe the position—confiseation. It is
a nasty thing to put up against any Gov-
ernment, any party, or any community
of people. If the Bill is carried as it is
brought down, that the rights of the
Perth City Council be taken away from
them, then T say it is purely and simply
confiseation. T do not intend to labonr
the rquestion, or to say more about it ex-
cept thiz. that if a seleet committee he
appointed and their report is brought
down lo us here and agreed to by us, T
think the members in another place will

be bound to aceept it as a fair solutinn
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of the question, for it is simply a matter
for compromise.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY (East): I do
not wish to give a silent vote on the mat-
ter. T say at once that it is my intentiou
to support the amendment moved by Mr.
Colebatch.  Personally I was surprised
when I saw the nature of the measure be-
ing placed before the country, and I en-
dorse the remarks which Mr, Colebatch
so ably placed before the Chamber the
other day. This is a dunger we see ahead,
Money is searce. Viewing it as T do,
eoming from the ecountry, money is likely
to be very diffienlt to obtain and it seems
to me if the purchase is entered on we
shall only be hampering other works that
money can be devoted to. We also have to
recognise that this House is essentially a
House that is looked to to preserve the
rights that we have heard spoken
of throughout the debate. There 1is
no question fo my mind that the
Perth  DMunicipal Council has un-
doubted rights, and whether it is
an individual or a municipality or any
hody of people whatever their rights are
we shonld preserve those rights to them,
With regard to the matler of nationalisa-
tion or municipalisation, it does not worry
me in the least, but of the two I think T
would prefer natisnalisation. The ques-
tion of referendum suggested by AMr.
Lyun should appeal to everyone as a sure
way of arriving at the opinion of those
most capable to give a verdict. I would
be satisfied if they were prepared to give
up their rights, if a referendum was
against them, confident that they wonld
not give an opinion in favour of the pre-
sent Government. It is not hecause the
Bill is brought forward by the Govern-
ment that T oppose the measure. 1 do
not think the Government are making the
best bargain or that we should agree
without the question being submitted to
a referendum of those mostly concerned,
so as to enable the people to zive a ver-
diet. T shall vote with Mr. Colehateh.

Hon. E. M. CLARKE (South-West):
This question has heen thoronghly
thrashed out. T think one feature of the
case that stands out veryv elearly is that a
corporate body is appointed of those per-
sons in a municipality who under certain
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legal enactments are entitled to vote for
and place cerfain gentlemen in charge of
municipal affairs. What do we find? That
amongst the powers given to a muanieipal-
ity is that of allowing or giving another
person the right to construet trams within
that munieipality.  That establishes, T
think, the faet that they have a right te
do =0. They have a perfect right io let
that property, that interest, that right,
eall it by what name you like, and that
being so, they have done it and they have
let the right te construct and run trams
in the muni¢ipality of Perth, but thal
right has now been questioned. In ihe
agreement entered into there seems to be a
time when the whole of these rights will
revert to the corporate body and become
theirs absolutely. So far as I can see the
position is this: they having done that,
a third person, in the shape of the Gov-
ernment, comes in and purchases the
property, not at a priee from the cor-
porate body, but from a person who is
renting it from the municipality, Tt is
admitted on all hands that it is a valuable
asset, I am not preparved to say what it
is worth, but if it was mine, T should say
it was worth a considerable sum, and I
should be for sticking to it until the rights
reverted to me, and I lgok on myself as
equal to a eorporate body. What is the
position? A third person steps in and is
negotiating for the puarchase of this right
wilhout eonsidering the rights of the per-
son to whom it belongs. Parliament steps
in and says, “Though vou have the righis.
we, as a Parliament, ean give them
to another person. We can override your
rights.” I do nol dispute that. It has
been said, take a rveferendum. 1 should
not say that is the proper way to do it
Before you take away from the rate-
payers that vight fo elect eertain gentle-
men, you should allow them time to do it.
Tt may he said that the Perth City Conneil
have not the ratepayers behind them: T
am not prepared to say whether thal is
so or not, but the Pevth ratepayers are
responsible for the gentlemen forming
the council being in their present nosi-

tion. 8o far as taking a referendum is

concerned, et 1he eonstitutional method be

adopted. TLet the people wait anlil an-
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other election comes round, and then the
ratepayers of D’erth will have an oppor-
tunity of saying, “We do not believe in
your views, e will put others in your
places.” It is not right to say whether
the mayor has bungled the matter or not.
All T say is that the ratepayers have ro
idea of judging the qualities of the man.
The people have put the mayor there and
they have the right to turn him out very
soon. Let fhese people who are constitn-
tionally empowered to vole and put in ve-
presentatives, let them say what is to be
done, but do not go and ask for a refer.
endum when there can be a decision in a
proper and constitutional manner. I do
not care very much whether it is national-
isation or municipalisation. If vou ask
me whieh I think is the better for all time
T should say municipalisation: but as a
country member T will not insist upon
that view. We shounld allow this to go
10 a select committee. If T weie the
mayor T would stiek like grim deatli: 1
would say, “I have been put in Lere, ntd
untit you put me ont again I am goirg 1o
o what I think is in the best interests of
{ihe city of Perth I certainly think that
would be the proper way to deal with
this, bearing in wnind that aobwithsiand-
ing the Minister has said he weunld oot
rive them another penny, it is only nat-
iral to expeel that when tha Minister
knows whal their righis really are he
will, as an houest man, consider Ilnse
rights and deal fairly by them. ILet a
fair thing to be done. Let us find out the
vahieof these rights of the city of Perth,
and when the value is diseovered et jus-
tiee be done. I will vote fir the Iiiil
roing to a select committee.

Hon. R. G. ARDAGH (North-East) :
Like other hon, members, T do not desire
to cast a silent vote on tiis matter. T be-
Heve in nationalisation. I believe in it
beeause I think it is the best for the peo-
ple. We have onr railways owned by the
people, and we have a ferry service also
owned hy the people, and I see no reason
why the tram service in the eapital ecity
should not be owned by the people. If
private companies ean make profits and
send them out of the State to be distrib-
uted amongst a few people, I say the
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Government will be quite justified in
making the same profiis and spending
them within the State in the interests of
the people who have supplied the money,
A good deal has been said in this Cham-
ber in regard to the Trades Hall, T am
particularly pleased to hear lLon. members
quoting that institation at such great
length and putting such stress on their
remarks. I regard this with a great deal
of pleasure, because I have had eonsider-
able experience of trades halls in Western
Australia and T think it is to the eredit of
such institutions that they should be men-
tioned so frequently by hon. members.
However, 1 want to say a few words in
conneciion with the nationalisation of the
{rams and (he remarks made by Alr. Cole-
bateh. The hon. member said that if the
trams were to be taken over by the Gov-
ernment they would be controlled by the
Trades Hall. Prior to sceing the Bill
brought down here I had no knowledge
of it beyond what T heard hon. mem-
hers say, namely, that a Bill would be .in-
troduced for the purpose of nationalising
the tramways, T feel safe in saying that
no debate has taken place in any in-
sfitulion belonging to the Labour party
in regard to foreing the hands of the
Government to bring about the nation-
alisation of the trams. I am quite
cerfain the Trades Hall knew nothing of
it beyond what I have stated. And even if
they did. those who eontrol the Trades Hall
have as wmnech right to place their views
hefore the Government as have any other
parties within the State. If the Trades
Hall representatives have ideas that have
been pnt forward by theusands of people,
then T say the Government are in  duiy
bound to consider the remarks of the re-
presentatives of that institution. just as
in other cireumstances they would consider
the views of other semi-political organi-
sations. The Trades Hall representatives
have just as much right to make sugges-
tiong as have the Chamber of Mines and
the Chambers of Commerce. T believe
the filles of tlie various departments will
show that these institutions have in the
past made suggeslinns to various Giovern-
ments for certain legislation to be enacted.

I think in the Mines Department in par-
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ticular will be found eonsiderable ecor-
respondence showing that the Chamber of
Mines from time {o time desired certain
legislation in the interests of property
owners as againsi the workers. Mr. Cole-
bateh declared the money would be better
used in constructing railways throughout
the agrienltnral distriets. T believe in
agricultural railways, and I am prepared
on every oceasion to support any line
for the benefit of the people of Western
Aupstralia, not even forgetting the Esper-
ance line. That line is just as much deserv-
ing of being built as any of the other
railways brought forward in Parliament,
I have been down in this locality pretty
often during the last three months, and I
have not heard any complaints from rate-
payers in regard to the proposed nation-
alising of the trams. On the other hand,
I bhave heard many people say that the
Government are to be commended for
bringing in the Bill, and I believe that
is the general feeling of the people of
Perth. Whilst we consider Perth we mnst
alsp remember that in a very few years
the City wiil be a great deal larger than
it 1s at the present {ime, and we must
consider the grealer Perth scheme alse.
There is no doubt in my mind that the
surrounding muonieipalities ave in favenr
of the nationalisation of the tramway ser-
viee, and I say they have as much right
to be considered as has Perth itself. With
vegard to the clanse providing for three
per cent. to be given to the municipalities,
I would strike this out altogether. T think
they have no move right to that three per
cent. than have the people in other purls
of Western Australia, I do not believe
that any amount whatever shonld he given
as eompensaiion. One han. member stated
that before the last eleetion the Lahouy
party advoeated an inerease of wnges ic
the railway men, and he wenl on to say
that within n week of the Labowr Govern-
ment coming info power inerenses to Lhe
men to the tune of £32,000 were granted.
I am veally pleased to know that the Cov-
ernment did raise the wages of the lower
paid men in the railway service. [ thiuk
the inerease ought to have been given yvears
ago. Tt was a just elaim, and I say the
Government are to he commended for

having foken that aetion. TLet me say
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also that the inereases to school tenchers
and to the police were well deserved. It
is a wonder that no Liberal member has
attempted to make political eapital out of
those increases. The same hon. member
said that when the employers were dice-
tated to by employees they could nol ex-
pect to be snccessful. I think that any
working man has a perfect vight to aslk
his emplover for justice. Why should
he be afraid to stand up and ask (ha
employer for what he considers io be a
Lair thing? On some oeecasions vou wili
find employers in the place of emplovees,
and when that happens T have noticed that
these ex-emplovers are alwavs fully pre-
pared to ask for what they conszider
Just. 1 sincerely hope this measurve will
nol be relegated to a seleel commiltee, be-
canse, in my opinion, il wonld be fav het-
ter to throw it out altogether than to make
a lot of nseless work which in the end
has but the same object in view,

Hou.” . DAVIS (Metropolitan-Sub-
urban): During the debate many minur
issnes have heen raised, but practically the
discussion has chiefly ranged round the
question of rights or no rights, Most hon.
members appear to be willing that the
@overnment should lake over the trams
conditionally, and thevefore the question
of nationalisation versus municipalisation
is not the point at issue. It appears to be
a question simply of rights or no righis.
The thought has cecurred to me that tle
most remarkable feature of this dizeussion
is that no expression of opinion has becn
given by the people who elaim lo be moal
concerned, namely, (he rafepavers of
Perth. 1 nolice, 1oo, that Mr, Ularke. in
pariicular, suggested that what he termed
conslitutional means should be adopted to
ascerlain the views of those people on this
question. I wounld like to point ouf lo
Mur. Clarke that for {wo reasons the eourse
he suggesls would not be effective. In the
first place he munieipal eleelions do not
take place for the next two ov three
months, and in the second place, when they
de. only one-third, I think, of the members
of the council will retire and so give the
ralepayers an opportunily of expl'essing
their opinton on thiz peint.  Over and
above thai. no election, municipal or Par-
liameniary. is ever decided upon one issue.
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There is always a whole host of side
igsues bronght in to play. Therefore, the
opinion of the people could not he aecur-
ately ascertained by means of an election.
I have spoken personally to a number of
Perth ratepayers, and have not yet met
one who was desirous of asking the Gov-
ernment to give the couneil three per cent.,
or any other sum, for what have heen
termed their rvights. On cerfificates of
titles to land will be fonnd words to the
effect that below a certain depth any
minerals discovered shall be the property
of the Government. In the same way, I
take it, the Government in granting a
right or eoncession Lo a municipality have
in themselves the right to resume or take
over that particular vight or concession.
Sitting suspended from 615 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. F. DAVIS: During the debate on
the Bill before us the e¢laim has been
that, if the Bill be adopied, it will, per-
haps, hinder the secheme known as the
Greater Perth secheme, becanse it is elaimed
that the prineipal item of that scheme
will be the management of the tramway
serviee ronning throngh the various muni-
cipalities. The eontention is met, almost
in one sentence, by the fact that all the
municipalities outside that of Perth itself
are nnanimously in favour of the Govern-
ment taking over and nationalising the
tramway system.

Hon, R. D. MeKenzie: Without any
conditions?

Hon. F. DAVIS: Yes, without any con-
ditions at all.

Hon. R. D. McKenzie: Are you sure?

Hon. ¥. DAVIS: Yes, 1 have received
letters from the municipalities requesting
me to support the Bill, which I would
have done in any case even had T not
received them; and in each of these letters
the support was unconditional.
that the claim that the passing of the
Bill will hinder the Greater Perth scheme
is not borne out by faets. A good deal
of stress has been laid on the value of
the rival systems of nationalisation and
municipalisation, and it is contended by
some that healthy rivalry is good in the
interests of those concerned. That may
be so between two private enterprise firms,
but the situation is ehanged when in the

T hold.
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one case the serviee is State-owned, and
in the other munieipally-owned. Those of
us who have been on the goldfields remem-
ber that there is a private-enterprise tram-
way service runving from Kalgoorlie to
Boulder, and also there is a State-owned
railway serviee running between the same
two places. Some thirteen years ago,
when I was a vesident of the goldfields;
the railway trains befween Kalgoorlie and
Boulder were simply packed; in faet, I
have seen pecple hanging on to the sides
of the trains in order to iravel by them,
That was prior to the adveni of the trams,
but on my going to the goldfields some two
years ago, a different condition of things
prevailed. The trains were not patronised
to anything like the extent they were pre-
viously. I may say that the line between
Kalgoorlie andt Bonlder was one of the
best propositions the State ever had in
vailway services, but it has become very
much less profitable, and the profits on
that traffic between Kalgoorlie and Boulder
which should have gone into the pockets
of the State have gone into the pockets
of private individuals,

Hon. J. 1", Cullen: That is a bad
argnment for nationalisation.

Hon. F. DAVIS : The point 1 want
to make is that the people as a whole
are interested in the profit-making char-
acter of the railway system, and the pro-
fits that are made are for the benefit of
the whole people, whereas the profits
made by a tramaway in compelition with a
railway service go into the pockets of
comparvatively a few. Good for the zrealest
number is far preferable to good for the
few as in this case, and therefore I hold
that rivalry between a muonicipal scheme
or a private scheme and a State service
is not a good fhing, nor is it in the best
mierests of the whole of the people of the
State. For a peuple, per medium of a
service. whether tram or vailway, to give
away large prolits, or allow them to be
taken away and run into other channels,
when they should be placed in the coffers
of the State for the benefit of the whole,
is. to my mind, a mild form of insanity,
becanse by aets of that kind people are
deliberately robbing themselves, and men
who rol themselves eannot claim to he
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very wise or sensible. One other reason
why I support the purchase of the trams
is that the undivided contrel of the two
systems by the one department would
make for grealer elficieney. I was speak-
ing only yesterday 1o a member of the
House who, less than two years ago,
visited New South Wales, and he in-
formed me thal it was astonishing the
distanee one eould travel in the Syduney
trams Lor a less sum than one can iravel
for on the trams in Perth, and he com-
mended them very highly for their effi-
cieney and cheapness. In Sydney the
railways and the trams are owned by the
Government and controlled by one de-
partment: they are a national econcern;
and I hold that, in proportien to popu-
Iation, what New South Wales ean do,
we in Western Australia ought to be able
to do, or confess ourselves to be very
inferior to the people in the East. T was
surprised to hear several members remark
on what is termed ‘‘trades hall domina-
_ tion.” When I hear that phrase used, T
have a enrions mixture of feelings. Vari-
ous feelings struggle for the mastery. T
am party amused, I am partly disgusted,
and varions other feelings rise in me, be-
canse it has been stated an interminable
namber of times, hoth on the platform
and in the Press, that members of the
party with which I am associated are
pledged only to the extent of the prin-
eiples they advocate in public as outlined
in what i1s known as the Labour party’s
platform. 'That has been stated with
snch wearisome reiteration that one gets
tired of having to state it again, and as I
dn not think fhat any man of intelligenee
who carefully eonsiders the situation can
possibly be ignovant of the fact. when T
hear the ery raised it appears to me that
none bnt those whe will not see eould
fail to see that members of the Lahour
party are no more hound or dominated
by what is called trades hall than any
other member or section of the commun-
ity. In fact, when I hear that ery. 1
really may be pardoned if sometimes
the thought rushes into my mind, **Now,
really, into what category does this man
come? Ts it possible that he is either a

fool or a rogue”? Because it seems to me
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that he is either one or the other, and one
may be pardoned for elassifying him in
one of these categories—foolish for not
knowing the position, or unfair if, know-
ing the position, he deliberately states a
position that is not correct. 1 sincerely
trust that this ery will not be raised in
future; because it is possible for members
of the party with which I am assoeiated,
if so they choose, to be just as severe and
sarcastie, and a good deal more so, as the
members who use this parrot-like ery. In
common fairness and justiee I think we
might be accorded a certain amount of
fairness and equity equally with the mem-
bers of any other party, political or other-
wise. The mover of the amendment is
certainly thorough in what he says. Ie
goes the whole hog in his stalements, and
in asserting that the rights of one or more
men should prevail, ke went to the ex-
fent of asserting that the right of one
man should stand against the whole com-
munity.

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: So it should, if
it is a right.

Hon., T, DAVIS;: If that contention
is carried to a logieal conclusion, it might
create some very peculiar positions, If
in regard to land, for instance, a right
were aequired by purchase or other means
to n very large area of land, the position
might be a peenliar one. This may be
iliustrated by an incident I read of quite
recently in one of the magazines. In one
of the inland towns of the United States,
a gentleman going along the road saw
three boys who attracted his notice. Two
ol them were sitting on the road smolking
cignvettes with, a lordly air, while one boy
was erched on the fence with a very
despondent look on him, which partien-
larty arrested the attention of the passer-
by. He said to the boys, “What is the
game”?  One of the bovs on the road
answered, “This is John D. Rockfeller.”
indicating his companion on the road,
“And I am Pierpont Morgan; do you
see”?  “Sure” said the stranger, “But
who is the boy on the fence”? “Oh.” re-
plied the boy, “he is an ordinary citizen
of the United States.” “But what does he
do on the fence. and why does he look so
glum over this business”? was the ques-
tign. The boy veplied, “It is like this:
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John D. Rockfelier and I own the United
HSiates, and we have told the boy to get
oft the earth, and he has got” Possibly
if the idea of one man’s rights against the
whole community were maintained in
everv instance, some very extreme and
peeuliar positions might arise. T think
il oceurs to most reasonable men that the
rights of the majority should eertainly
prevail against the rights of any one man.

Hon, J. F. Cullen: Yon mean the rights
of the two boys against the one on the
fenee,

Hon. F. DAVIS: No, I say the rights
of the majority. The hon. member ought
to be fair, at least. I hold it is wrong that
the rights of one man should prevail
against the community.

Hon. €. Sommers: Would yon not com-
rensate the injured man?

Hon. F. DAVIS: T am referving merely
io the point made that the rights of one
man should stand agninst the eommunity.
T regret that Mr. Colebateh should have
raised the question of the requirements of
the agrienltural disiriets as against those
of the Siate. I presume that every mem-
her will do what he thinks fair and equit-
able in the interesis of all. If the prin-
¢iple involved in the Bill appears to him
to be right, I take it that in justice to
liis constituents, and more particularly to
the State. each hon. member will do
what he thinks right and fair. ¥ seems
to me that to pit the agricultural interests
against those of the State is simply to
appeal to loeal prejudices.

Hon. €. Sommers: Mr. Colebateh did
1ot do that.

Hon. F. DAVIS : Then my hearing did
not serve me aright.

Hon. C. Sommers: Nor your under-
standing, .

Hon. F, DAVIS: The point was re-
rorted in the West Australian. Agrienl-
tural railways were referred to hy the
‘hon. member, which means ecountry
against town. and to my mind to appeal

_to one section of the community as against
another is not right.

Flon, J. . Connelly: But agriculinral
railwavs are in the inferests both of the
Toeal distriect and of the City.

Hon. F. DAVIS: To my mind any ap-
yreal to loeal feeling is not wise.
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Hon. H. P. Colebateh: The Minister
told us that the development of the coun-
try had made Perth. Now you say that in
adveeatling agricultural railways I was op-
posing Perth,

Hon. F. DAVIS: T said it was regret-'
table to pit the needs of the country dis-
iricts against those of the town. The ques-
tion at issue can be decided on its merits,
apart from appealing to the prejudices
of one seetion as against another. I trust
hon, members will deal with the question
on ils merits. The greatest good to the
greatest number is the point that should
appeal to us in this discussion. I trust
hon. members will go fairly into the mat-
ter, and give to the question the thought
and care and justice demanded.

Ifon. R. D. McKENZIE (Novth-East) :
I would like briefly to put my position
before members this evening in eonnec-
fion with the measure under discussion.
It seems to me that the stage has been
reached when either the Government or
a trust elected by the various corporate
hodies interested v the wmetropolitan
area must take in hand the faeilities
for the transit of residents and others in
and around the distriet. In the alterna-
tive the people of the metropolis tnust
make, up their minds that they are going
to put up with a very indifferent {ram ser-
viee for at least a period of thirteen years.
At Ihe end of that period, I have no hesi-
tation in saying, the local governing bod-
ies will be in a position to undertake the
gservice on their own hehalf, and in the
best interests of the ratepayers and resi-
dents. The Bill does not provide for the
municipalizsation of the tramway service
in any shape or form. I regret this, he-
eause T am to a great extent an advocate
of the munieipalisation of public utilities.
T have had the honour of being eonnected
with the municipality of Kalgoorlie, which
was the first municipality in Western Aus-
tralia to municipalise its lighting system,
and my experience there has shown me
that in a work of this kind a munici-
pality ean do such servies to the vesi-
dents in municipalising publie ulilities
that I am inclined to wo farther and
favour the munieipalisation of the
tramway system of Perth. s T have
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said, the munieipalisaticn of the ernment are going to natipnalise the
tramway system is not provided for tramways, the ratepayers of Perth shonld
in the Bill, so that ny diflienlty receive fair compensation for what will

is to decide between the position continu-
ing in statu guo, or the nationalising of
the system, as proposed by the Govern-
ment. Much as I would prefer municipal-
ising the Tramway of Perth, I am pre-
pared to support their nationalisation

if there is no alternative. [ amm pre-
pared to support the Government
ownership of trams, but only under

certain conditions. In the first place
I should like to he satisfied that the
majority of the residenls in the metro-
politan area are in favour of nation-
alisation. In the seeond place 1
wish to be satisfied that a full measure of
justice is going to be done to those who
have undoubted valuable reversionary
rights in the tramways. Tn the next place
I think the HFouse should be satisfied that
the expenditure of a million of money for
this tramway service is nof geing to re-
tard in any way the building of agrieul-
tural and mining railways, and that it is
not going to in any way at all prevent the
development of our primary industries.
Now, taking the first condition, namely
the feeling satisfied that a majority of
the residents of ihe metropolitan area are
in favour of the scheme put forward by
the Government: with others here I think
it would be a fair thing to take a refer-
endum, aud I think that referendum
shonld be taken on the roll of the Legis-
lative Assembly. We would then get a
fair indieation of the desires of the ma-
jority of adults in the metropolitan area.

Hon. R. G. Ardagh: What about the
raiepavers not on the Assembly roll?

Hon. R. D. MeKENZIE: The easiest
way would he to take the Assembly roll,
hecanse every adult is entitled to be on
that rvoll, and if he is not on it it is his
own fault.

Hon. H. P. Colebatch: Why not take
the ratepayers’ rolt?

Hon, R. D. McKENZIE: No, I do not
think so. In my second eondition T say
a fair and full measure of justice shounld
be done to those with reversionary rights
in the tramway system. I am not going
to vote away {hose vights in connection
with the Bill. I believe that if the Gov-

have been taken away from them. In
regard to the third condition which I
would impese, namely that the House
should be satisfied the spending of the
mouey on this framway system is not go-
ing to retard the development of primary
industries, I mentioned the fact that one
million would probably be spent on the
service, The Government propose to
pay £475,000 for the property. But the
expenditure is not going to stop there;
that is merely the initial outlay. They
tell us that if they take over the trams
they ave going to effect very extensive im-
provements, and I iake it that before
the tramway system is put on a hasis such
&3 the Government indicate, the expendi-
ture will in all probability amount to one
million sterling, if it does not exceed that
sam, I want to point out the finaneial
position of the State as it is to-day, or
rather, as it was at the end of the year.
In December, 1911, the State owed 211
millions. That was the actual debt, allow-
ing for the aceumulated sinking fund.
That debt is equal to £72 per head of the
population. The interest bill for the year
on that amount represents £1,100,000, or
more than one-fourth the total revenue
of the State. That i§ in the vieinify of
£4 per head of the population. Each mil-
lion borrowed will add over £3 to the debt
per head of the population. Only the
other day the Premier, speaking at Al-
bary, snid that to earry out the whole of
the works which it was desired the Gov-
ernment should undertake would neeessi-
tate the horrowing of six millions. If
that six millions be borrowed—and T take
it if the present Administration remain in
power they will go on steadily borrowing
antil they reach that amount—it will add
£20 per head to the loan indebtedness of
the State, making a total indebtedness of
£92 per head of the population. In look-
ing up the statisties of the Common-
wealth I find that in New South Wales
for the past ten years the full indebted-
ness per head of the population has been
in the vicinity of £564; in Victoria it has
never exceeded £43 during the last ten
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years; in Queensland it has remained in
the vieimty of from £75 to £77. The
Sonth Australinn figures ave the same.
In Tasmania it is between £50 and £60,
and in Western Australia it has gone up
to as high as £83 per head. If the Gov-
ernment go on with their policy, and bor-
row six millions, the total indebtedness of
the State per head of the population will
he £92. I think this should give cause
for relection on the part of the Govern-
ment. The statisties of the other Staies
show that their indebtedness is very much
lower than ours, and the question is, have
we not reached the danger mark? T am
vot 2oing to propose that the Government
should cease horrowing. My point is
that in this ease they are going to spend
a million of money in a work whieh could
very well be nndertaken by the loeal gov-
erning bodies, by a Greater Perth: and
the loeal governing bodies would prob-
ably 1raise the money on dehentures,
which would not affeet the borrowing
powers of the State at all. I want to
admit straight away that this proposition
will be a profitable one. T have no donbt
whatever that it will he a very profitable
proposifion; but 1 say that I would pre-
fer to see it earried out by the local gov-
errimg bodies rather than see the Govern-
ment take it in hand. There are other
works thronghout the State eryving out
for the attention of the Government, and
[ think it would he very mmueh better if
the Government took these other works
in hand and left this matter to the loecal
woverning hodies. Now, as I have said,
T would like to see these conditions ful-
filled before supporting the measnre. It
is not my intention to support the amend-
ment. 1 intend to support the second
reading. T am going to keep an open
mind on the question. At present my in-
elination iz to support the appointment
of a seleet committee to go into the mat-
ter. With others who have spoken T
think that it wonld not make the slightest
difference if the Bill were hung up for
a week or two. That wonld give ample
opportunity to enable a referendum of
the people of the metropolitan arvea to be
taken, and wonld give the select commit-
tee time to take evidence from ratepayers

-
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of Perth and those intevested, and it
would alse give members an opportunity
of seeing whether, in carrying out this
proposal, the Government will e ineur-
ring an expenditure whieh might not be
hetter used in wuorks, if not of n more
reproductive nature, at' any rate works
which will help the opening up and de-
velopment of the State. ¥Tn all proba-
bility 1 shall support the appointment of
n seleet committee, not with the idea of
killing the Bill. because if we are not to
be allowed to munieipalise the trams, in
all probability the next best thing will be
for the Government to take them over.

Hon, W. PATRICK (Central): T am
rising simply to give reasons why 1 am
going to vole in a partienlar direction.
1 o not woing to say anything about the
Trades Hall. [ am going to stick to the
question belore the Flouse for two or three
minutes. I am sorry Ihe leader of the
House is not in his place. Assuming that
the leader of the House.is determined to
stick to what he snid he would, and also
to what the Hovorary Minislter stated, the
Government are nol prepared for any
compromise, but I have sufficient faith in
human nature to think it is guite possible
that they may change their minds when
the whole of this question is thrashed
thoroughly before a ielect committee,
which I think will be the best thing to do.
Of eourse I may say straight out that T
am in favour of municipalisation. I ean
clearly understand why supporters of the
Government are in favour of nalionalisa-
tion. It is part of their ereed, and they
are quite right in advoeating it, They be-
lieve it is the best thing and, aceording to
the leader of the House, a municipality
has practically no rights when the State
comes in. That is a most extracrdinary
doctrine. 8o far as the management of
public utilities by the Stale, or hy muni-
cipalities are concerned, the municipalities
composing Perth and the suburbs—the
future greater Perth—would manage the
trams much better than any Government
could possibly do. They are on the spot,
it would be in their interest and in the in-
terest of the city to make the system as
perfect as possible, and in looking after
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the interest of the city they would be look-
ing after the interest of the State.

Hon, J. E. Dodd: That is what the
Government will do.

Hon. W, PATRICK: I do not think
‘we have had any authoritative expression
of opinion from any souree which would
lead us to believe that the Government
have been asked to nationalise the trams.
As far as the people of Perth are con-
cerned, they have elected a council and a
mayor to lpok after their interests and
until that mayor and the councillors have
been sent about their business, it is their
duty to carry ont their ideas from their
point of view. I do nof believe there is
a single couneiilor representing Perth who
is in favour of confiscating rights which
belong to them under their agreemeut with
the tramway company. It seems that
some of the arguments used by the advo-
cates of nationalisation were somewhat
unfortunate. Mr. Kirwan contrasted the
Sydney trams with the Perth trams. I
am perfeetly aware that at the present
time the tramway system in Sydney is a
fairly good one, though it is not to be
compared with some of the other tram-
way systems, for instance, the tramway
system in Adelaide. The Adelaide tram-
way system is not nationalised; it is being
managed by a trust for the benefit of the
city of Adelaide, and of the subuarbs, but
I say the comparison was somewhat un-
fortunate because the present tramway
system in Sydney is considered by the
Government of New South Wales so bad
that, aceording to an utterance made eight
or ten days ago, it will vequire five to
seven millions of money to make the sys-
tem suitable and up-to-date. Tt took the
Government of New South Wales from 20
to 23 years to change from the worst tram-
way system on the globe without any ex-
ception to the present system. T have
very vivid veecolleetions of travelling on
the old tramway system in Sydney and I
have travelled a good bit in different por-
tions of the globe, and nowhere was any-
thing so bad or dangerous as the system
of tramways run by the Government of
New Soulh Wales until a few vears ago.
I think the illusiraiion made by Mr. Davis
was somewhat unfortunate when he men-
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tioned that before there were any facili-
ties for travelling by train from Kalgoor-
lie to Bonlder, the railway system was so
badly managed and there was so little ae-
commodation that people had to hold on
to the outside of the carriages. He also
stated that immediately the tramway sys-
tem was inaugurated, the people left the
Governent rvailways and travelled on the
trams. That was a splendid argument
that the Government were ineapable of
managing the service properly. But my
chief argument in faveur of municipalisa-
tion—and strange to say the argument has
been used to a very small extent indeed
during this interesting debate—is that we
must remember, even supposing the Syd-
ney tramway system were a suceess, it so
happens that that is the only national
tramway system as far as I know, 1If
members want to know anything about
tramway svstems they should go to the
old country.

Hon, R. G. Ardagh: To Glasgow.

Hon. W. PATRICK: Yes, to Giasgow,
aud they will find the system there run by
the munieipalily that brings in approxi-
mately over £900,000 a year, provides a
service that costs less than one peuny, and
serves over a million people within a
rading of 14 miles. Nationnlisation in
Gireat Britain was just as possible ag it is
liere; it would have been as easy for the
Government to confiscate the rights of
Glasgow as for the Government here to
confisente the rights of Perth. We hope
that some day some of the young men
like Mr. Cornel!, who in years to eome I
‘have no doubt will become a good deal
wiser than he it at present, will probably
see a great city in this Siate of Western
Australia that ean be compared with Glas-
gow. Certainly there is everv hope of it
in a couniry approximately a million
square miles in extent with unlimited re-
sources in every direetion. It would be
nothing wonderful il there was a city of
a million people within the lifetime of
some of the people in this House of old
fossils, as some people call it. The ecity
of New York contains about 3% millions
of people, yet my father was there when it
contrined only 200,000 people, so it is
quite possible, and what a mugnificent as-
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set would belong to Perth when that great
city is built. I shall vote for the second
reading and then for the proposal fer a
select commitiee, so that this matter ean
be thoroughly thrashed out and that the
Government may have an opportunity of
deing justice,. My main reason for voting
in that direction is that I eonsider no Gov-
ernment have any right to confiscate the
rights which belong to any person in law,
unless they are detrimental to the inferests
of the country. No one pretends for a
moment, and the Government do not pre-
tend for a moment, that if the Perth
eouncil eonlinue to be the owners of the
trams—at present Perth owns the trams
and has simply leased them—they are
prepared to sell their rights to the Gov-
ernment. The Government, however, say
“No, we will confiscate them or vather
extinguish them”; that is a new word for
confiscate. And the Government say that
unless we give them the power to extin-
guish these rights the Bill will be dropped.
Tt would be a very good thing if the Biil
were dropped if that is the only way they
are prepared fo deal with a greal ques-
tion such as this. There is no precedent
in Aunstralia, and certainly in no other
portion of the British Empire, for a
wholesale confiseation of this nature, Mr.
Jenkins last night said there was a pre-
cedent but he had forgotten the cirenm-
stances of the case. He referred to the
cyanide patent belonging to the Austra-
lian Gold and Copper Company. I re-
member a good deal abont that. As a
matter of fact the Government of West-
ern Australia never proposed to confiscate
the rights of that company, but at the
request of nearly all the municipalities
in the State, and a good number of others
they introduced a measure to make the
Executive for the time being, the Govern-
ment, a eourt which would decide whether
the patent was to be renewed when it
lapsed in a year or two from that time.
They were going to make the Execufive
the judges of whether the patent should
he renewed. Of course they ecould not
rossibly introduce a measure to deal with

one patent only and they introduced a
general law which would deal with all
patents. They passed this law, a very
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foolish and most undemocratic thing, to
shift the decision of a great question of
any kind from the Supreme Court to an
ephemeral body such as the Executive.

Hon. W. Kingsmill :
democratic.

Hon, W, PATRICK : They were very
undemoeratic when they passed that law.
I forget the composition of the Govern-
ment, but that does not matier. The Bill
was referred to the Imperial Parliament
and it was thrown out. The matter was
then referred to the Supreme Court, and
the Court refused to renew the patent
on the ground that the owners had been
sufficiently remunerated during the time
they possessed rights nnder it. I have no
doubt, as Mr. McKenzie has said, that
the tramway system, whether it belongs
to the municipality or the Government,
will be n profitable concern, But speak-
ing as a country member, apart alto-
gether from whether there will be a pro-
fit or a loss, I say that while the city
of Perth is entitled to all the profits that
may accrue from the enterprise, the State
has no right to take from the municipal
aunthorities that which belongs to them.
Consequently, while I will vote for the
second reading, I shall certainly not agree
in Committee to anything in the nature
of confiseation.

Hon. €. MeKENZIE (South-East) : I
desire to say a few words ¢n this ques-
tion becauge I consider it to he a maftier
that cannot be brushed aside lightly. T
cannot see eye to eye with Mr. Colebateh,
bnt T would like to see a select committee
appointed to go thoroughly into the mat-
ter, because up to the present time there
is very little known about it. Being a man
of considerable municipal experience, I
nalurally lean towards municipalisation,
and T, for one, if it is decided to nation-
alise this service, want to see the muni-
cipal authorities get whatever may be
due to them. Ye have heard that (he
municipal eounecil have no rights, and,
although [ am only a layman, and am
not able to say anything definite on the
question, I consider that this is one of the
roints on which we might get some infor-
mafion from the seleet commitiece. T
hope. therefore. that this committee will

They were un-
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be appointed, and that it will go
thoroughly into the matter. It is of such
importance to the eity that it should
be thoroughly well undersicod before we
commit ourselves Eo anything definite.
As members ave doubiless aware, I am a
country member, and like many other
country members, I have not had the op-
portunity of hearing what the citizens
of Perth think about this quesfion. It
seems to me, however, that there certainly
have not been any demonstrations on the
question of ihe purchase of the tramways,
and that the matter has been taken
quietly. Consegnently, one must be shy
about putting the Bill through - until
more is known of it. It is my intention
to support the seeond reading, hut I sin-
cerely hope the select committee will he
appointed to go thoroughly into if.

Hon, E, McLARTY (South-West) : It
is not my intention te make any lengthy
remarks on the Bill. In the first place
my opinion is that the tramway system
should belong to the municipality, and I
think that the Perth City Council should
have any profits aceruing from that ser-
vice, and that these profits should be for
the benefit of the ratepayers, which, of
course, means for the benefit of the Siate
generally. However, T am satisfied {hat
the people desire a change from the
present system, and I think it 1s
perhaps an opportune time to make
a cehange. The municipality have not
the opportunity of taking over the
tramways, and [ eertainly support the
CGovernment in the action they propose
to take. I have no intention of referring
ta trades hall matters, as many hon. mem-
bers have done. T am satisfied to declare
that T want a hetter and a cheaper service.
The charges at the present time are ex-
ocbitant, and while it is well known that
T am not an advoeate of nationaligsation,
in which I do not believe one bit—and if
1 differ from my friends on the other side
T do so with the greatest respeci to thaf
party—I repeat. I am not in favour of
nationalisation, and I consider that the
service eould he as well, if not better,
managed by municipal eontrol. At all
events, the great question is whether the

eity couneil have any rights. There ean
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be no question that there are rights, and
we should determine to what extent
those rights should be considered. T am
prepaved fo vote for the second reading
although my sympathies to some extent
are with the mover of the amendment,
but T would prefer to see the Govern-
ment fake it over rather than that the
system should remain in the ecompany’s
hands. 1 think it is bound to be a pro-
fitable undertaking, whether it is muni-
cipalised or nationalised, and I am quite
satisfied that it will be made to pay
handsoruely, even with considerably re-
duced fares. I shall not say anything fur-
ther except to declare my intention of
supporting the second reading, but if T
had my own way T should have preferred
to have seen the purchase effected by the
municipal anthorities.

Hon. B. C. 'BRIEN (Central): It 13
difficult at this stage Lo break any new
ground on fhis question. I am serry that
Mr. Colebateh saw fit to move such =
drastic amendment, but by the {one of
the speeches in this Chamber, it is not
going to get very much support. One
or twg members who ave likely to support
AMr. Colehateh were rather unsompromis-
ing in their attitude. Mr. Connolly, for
instance, has been very uncompromising
to this measure, and he went so far as
to say that praciically there had been no
demand by the people of the metropolis
and in the immediate suburban areas for
a change in the system. Tt must be a well
known faet, and it is not a matter of yes-
terday or of to-day, but for (he last iwo
or lhree years, that there has been a cla-
mour for a hetler and an improved tram-
way service in the metropolitan arvea. Tt
is admitted by evervone that it is neces-
sary that we shounld have a better ser-
vice. Having arrived at that stage the
rmestion then arises, in what way should
the svstem be improved in the inferesis
of {he people. [ am in sympathy with
the remarks made by a number of mem-
bers that, if there are vights, which the
mayor and ecouncillors of Perth claim,
those rights should be respeeted. but it
is a diffienlt question. The rights to
whieh they say they arve entitled, and which

they declare are now likely to be confis-



{15 Avcust, 1912.]

cated, I cannot see where they come in.
Ii will be 27 years before this property
becomes the absolute possession of the
city council. We kmow that the cily is
being rebuilt and extended in every diree-
tion, and are we to sit back and suffer
the wretched service we have at the nre-
sent time? In the absence of a better
method the Govermmeni have come fo
the assistance of the people and they Lave
graciously told the people that they will
give them a better system than they have
had in the past. The sysiem at the present
time is wretched indeed, and that is known
to everyone. Comparisons have been inade
with the railway service, but I think that
it compares very favourably with the ser-
vices in any other country, and with Gov-
ernment control of the tramway service in
a rapidly growing city, snch as we are
living in at the present time, could bhe
made to dovetail with the ratlway service,
and in my humble opinion, the tramways
could be worked more advaniageonsly
under a nationalised than nnder a muni-
cipalizsed scheme. I am not going te labour
the question any further. I am strongly
in favour of the Bill. Mr. Kingsmill's
suggestion might be very reasonable, but
I do not think it is necessary to refer the
matter to a seleet committee. I intend to
oppose the amendment and also the sug-
gestion made by Mr. Kingsmill. Theve is
another matter I would like to mention,
and one of my colleagues referred to it
to-night. I think that it is painful that
we shonld have to refer to these matters
continually, and although I do not think
it is the proper place to air personal
erievances, I feel that T must refer to an
incident of last night. When Mr. Jenkins
was speaking, I made a friendly inferjee-
tion and the hon. member scetorted that [
had to vote as I was told. On this parti-
cular question T and my eolleagues, whe
belong to the Labonr party, are as free
as birds in the air to vote as we like. Weo
ave as free to vote on this as we are on
nearly all other questions. It is a well

known fact that we are supposed to sup-
port our platform, and we will always do
50, but on other guestions we are as free,
as I have already said, as the birds in the
air, and it is not right that we should be

1143

compelled to continually refute statements
like that made by Mr. Jenkins.

Hou. J. D. Connolly: Are you free to
vote against the nationalisation of any
industry?

Hoan. B. C. O'BRIEN: No, nationalisa-
tion is a part of the platform, but this
I would like lo say has not been made
a strietly party question. 1 do not think
it is necessary for me to weary the House
any further. I simply desire to say that
it is time the long-suffering citizens of
this city obtained a better (ramway ser-
vice than they have at the present time,
and I have very much pleasure in suppout-

-ing the Bill.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (in
reply): The Hon. Mr. Colebatch has
moved an amendment that the Bill be read
this day six months. I listened carefully
to his speech and T regret that, unlike
other hon. members, I am not in a position
to compliment him either on the wanner
or the matter of his address. One conld
have expected that when the hon. member
submitted an amendment which means the
rejection of the measure he would sup-
port the aetion he had adopted in some
substantial way. We could have expected
that he would supply the House with some
incontrovertible facts and sound argu-
ments in justification of the course he had
decided fo adopt. But what do we find?
A gandy display of rhetorie, but nothing
that is caleulated to influence an unbias-
sed mind, His speech was charged with
politieal venom and teeming with the
promptings of political partisanship, and
all through the hon. member made an en-
deavour to appeal to party prejudices.
The essence of his diatribe was that he
was opposed to nationalisation because a
Labonr Government are in power in West-
ern Australia. This is the same hon. gen-
tleman who, in the course of his speech,
said that he was snrprised to see, during
the disenssion of the measure in another
place, so many appeals to short-sighted
prejadice. The hon. member did not enly
appeal to short-sighted prejudice

Hon. H. P. Colebateh : I did not say that.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: I had
taken a note of the hon. member’s re-
marks, and T confirmed it by referring o




1144

the report in the West Australian. The
hon. member not only appealed to short-
sighted prejudice, but also to small-minded
and small-souled prejudice. The hon,
member is pre-eminently a party poli-
tieian; he occupies a high position in
the Liberal League, and 1 do not think
he should take up a stand in this Chamber
which would give anyone the impression,
perhaps unjustly, that he is pushing along
“the political barrow of that organisation
throngh the medium of this House.

Hon. ¥. Connor: What has this to do
with party polities?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Ab-
solutely nothing, but Mr. Colebateh said
a lot tbat bad nothing to do with the
measure under consideration. He stated
that nationalisation under the present
eonditions meant control by the Trades
Hall. 1 say that is a foul slander.

Hon. H. P. Colebatch: Have you seen
the black list?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
hon. member had no justification for mak-
ing that statement. He implied that we
were false to our oaths of office and were
perjurers; that is exactly what his words
meant. It is tantamount to saying that
our acts of administration are influenced
by someone outside. He has made no
effort, nor have other hon., members who
also east similar insinuations, in the direc-
tien of supplying facts in proof of what
they asserled. Mr. Counolly stated that
some time ago I met a deputation of
prison warders who said that they had put
us in office and that we must give them
cight bours a day. 1t is about six months
ago since I had the pleasure of introdue-
ing the eighi howrs systew in the Fre-
mantle gaol. I was not approached by
the warders at all, but I saw the necessity
of inlrodueing the eight hours principle,
and, although I was informed by the
Comptroller General that it would prove
unworkable, T sent down the Acting Un-
der Secretary to Fremantle, and, within
a week, the whole scheme was in operation.

Hon., J. D. Connolly: This is not six
months ago; this is about two months ago.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Then
about six weeks ago I asked a delegation
from the Claremont Hospital for the
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Insane to wait on me in order to assist
me in my efforts to give an eight homs
day to the staff of that institution. I
also invited Dr. Montgomery to be pres-
ent, but during the whole course of these
proceedings no such words were uttered,
and there was no reason why they should
be utfered by any member of the depu-
tation. The hon. member insinunated that
I was under the domination of outside
influence, but I have just as much right
to say that the hon. member himself is a
ereature and servant of the Liberal
League. I do not wish to say that, but
I have just as mueh right to make that

. stalement in regard to him as he had to

make the remarks he did in regard fo
myself. Have we yielded in every in-
stance to the demands of the labour bod-
ies? We have had trouble with our own
worlanen in fully half a dozen instances,
and we poinfed to the Arbitration Court
in several cases when we did nof reecognise
the justice of their demands, Sir Edward
Wittenoom, the other night, referred to
the increase of wages to the railway ser-
vants. That increase was never solieited
by the railway men, but within a week of
our taking office, in accordanee with our
pledges Dbefore the general election, we
made that increase. But while hon. mem-
bers failed to produece one instance of
domination by the labour organisations
I could give numerous instanees in which
requests for increased wages have been
made and absolutely refused. The exact
cases must be fresh in the minds of every
hon. member. Now what are the argu-
ments which Mr. Colebateh submitted
against nationalisation? That some un-
specified traing, running fo some unnamed
places, have heen from four to eleven
honrs Iate: that is the sum total of his
argument against pationalisation. That,
if it is anything, 15 a charge against the

_Commissioner of Railways. who iz re-

moved from political control. Surely, if
such a grave state of affairs has arisen
the hon. member should have taken action
in this Chamber. He has asked a number
of questions in regard to many small mat-
ters, but although he has been in this
House since the 30th June, he has not
asked one solitary question in regard to
a matter, which is of such momentous im-
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portance, as trains in the country distriets
being from four to cleven hours late, not
onee, but on many oceasions. But this and
other arguments of the hon, member have
nothing 4o do with the tramway pur-
chase; in” faet, a greaf deal of the hon.
member’s speech was paltriness and petti-
ness itself. Beecause trains are late, the
hon. member is opposed to State control
of all undertakings, and he, says lLe is
not prepared to trust the adminstration
of a Labour Government. If that is his
attitude, he should oppose every piece of
legislation submited to this Chamber by
the Labour Government, and he should
even oppose Mr. Kingsmill's innocent
Game Bill, becanse there iz every indiea-
tion that the Labour Government will have
ithe contrel and the administration of that
measure for some months to come. The
hon. member does not trust us, buf the
people trust us; he does not frust the
Premier, but the people of Western Ans-
tralia have trusted him, and it is simply a
question as to whether the judgment of
the whole of the people is sounder than
the judgment of thie hon. member. The
hon. gentleman staled that we are making
a present to the bramway ecompany of
£100,000, but how he arrives at that con-
clusion I am at a loss to understand.

Hon. H. P. Colebatch: There is the
Premier’s statement on pages 6412 of
Hansard.

The COLONTAI: SECRETARY: That
is one of the Premier’s statements, but the
Premier further stated that if the valna-
tion was baged on the fact that the trams
would revert to the cify council in 1939,
the value at the present time would be
£400,000, a diffevence of £75.000.

Hon. H. P. Colebatech: But they had
other reversionary rights as well.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: They
have other rights, but they would have to
pay for them. At the end of 1939, how-
ever, they would get the whole of the tram-
way service within the ecity boundavies
without payment. The apparent object of
the hon, member’s statement is to ervente a
bad impression; people ountside will be-
lieve that this is a very bad deal for the
State. Now when we eommenced negoti-
ations the bedrock price asked by the
tramway company was £500,000: that was

[40]

_that if he
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the amount stated to the late Premier,
That gentleman admitted in the Legisla-
tive Aszembly that that was the jmoeunt

which the tramway company wanted,
and bhe considered that the Govern-

ment in deeiding to pay £475,000
were making a very good deal, und
had had the opportunity
during the time he was in power he would
have grasped it. Although in June last
the amount at which the undertaking was
offered by the tramway company was
half a million, and although subsequently
they improved the service by the expen-
diture of some £13,000, yet, on the top of
that extra expenditure, we were able to
purchase the system at £25,000 less than
the price at which it had been offered to
the previous Government. The valuation
shows that £400,000 wounld be a fair price
if we handed over the trams to the city
couneil in 1939, but we do not propose in
this Biil to do that.

Hon. J. T Connolly: The Commis-
sioner of Railways said that £400.000
would be a faiv value, if you respect the
eity couneil’s right.

The COLONIAYL SECRETARY: Yes,
hased on the reversion to the city conneil
in 1939. Now T contend that this pur-
chase will do no injustice to Perth at all,
because the (overmment mmust eonsider-
ably extend this tramway system, and be-
sides that, hon. members can safely rely
that the fares will be reduced. The Gov-
ernment will not seek for any extravagant
profit, and if the fares are reduced and
the service iz extended, as it roust be, then
o large amount of business which does
not at present rveach Perth will bhe
diverfed in this direction, Land values
will go up in the city and the eity coun-
el will get back, in return for the loss of
the tramways, considerably more in the
shape of rates than they could expeet to
vet under the three per cents. mentioned
in the Bill. Hitherto they have been ve-
receiving only something like £900 a year
under the eontvact with the tramway com-
pany; but if, through the action of the
Government. through the developmental
poliecy of the Geverument, through the
extension of the tramway serviees, Perth
is built up to a greater extent than it
otherwise wonld be, then the vevenne of
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the ¢ity council must be, and will be, con-
siderabiv inereased. I contend the muni-
cipal couneil have no rights as against
the Government in a matter of this kind.
'here ave instances in whieh a muniei-
pality would liave rights agninst fhe Gov-
ernment; for example, if a municipal
office were built from municipal funds it
would he most unjust, and eertainly it
would be econfiscation, for the Govern-
ment to take charge of that municipal
office without offering the municipality
compensation. The streets are not the
property of the municipality, they ave
the property of the Crown, and of tle
people of Western Australia, The pre-
vious Governmént resumed a large avea
" of land in  Geraldton on Mavine-terrace,
the main street, about 15 acres of land
¢losely buill wpon, and they blocked up
no less than 30 chains of Marine-terrace.
They disfigured the town permanently by
their action, and the loss of rates to the
municipality is eousiderable. but ng pro-
test was entered by ihe people of the
town against the Gevernment’s action, he-
cause they recognized the step taken was
in the interests of the people and that it
was in the interests of the railway ser-

viee that the resumption should take

place. The only request they made to the
Government was to make Ileonor-street
a chain wide and put it in good order and
they would be satisfied.

Hon. W. Patrick: They did that ae-
cording to the existing law; they did not
require any Aet of Parliament to do that.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Be-
fore the construction of this tram-
way could be undertaken an Act
of Parliament had to be passed, and
I maintain if Pavliament had the power
to create this right, Parliament has the
power to take it away if it considers it
necessary and advisable and in the best in-
terests of the body of the people to do
gso. There is a vast amount of State
money spent annually in Perth, and there
has been a Iarge amount of State money
spent in Perth for many years past. In
the Zoological Gardens, the Musenm, the
public gardens, the parks and other
avenues this money has been expended.
Country members have protested against
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this expenditure amounting lo hundreds
of thousands, but what los been the ve-
ply of members representing the city con-
stituencies? This was the veply: “Thig
is net a pavk belonging to Perth, the Zoo
does net belong to Perth, this.musnen
doss not belong to Perth, it belongs to
the citizens of Western Ausiralia, Why
are yvou eomplaining about the expendi-
tare of money on it?* Yet now, when it
eomes to the question of trams, we fnd
that the tramway service, instead of be-
lenging to the people of Western Aus-
fralia, belongs fto a few ratepayers of
Pertl, in fact, it does not even belong
to the residents of Perth, but toe the pro-
pecty owners of Perth.

Hon. W. Kingsmill - The municipal
eouneil have no reversionary rights in
the Zoo or the Muscwm.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Me.
Colebateh, in his concluding remarks,
explained 1the whihnle reason for the
milkk in the cocoanut. e said this
purehase  would check the construe-
tion of agrieultural rvailways. It is
the same old fright I experienced when
I approached members in eonnection with
the purchase of the Midland Railwaxy
Company some seven or eight yvears ago.
The wotion did vot reach this House, but
anticipaling its reaching uws I had met
several members vepresenting agricultural
constituencies and sounded them on
the cuestion, and they said that if the
Government bought the Midland Railway
Company’s undertaking it would mean
the expenditure of a millien and a half
aned the State wounld not be able te go on
the money market for more loans with
which to construer agrienltural railways
in other parts of Western Aunstralia. This
is a very selfish view to take and a very
parochial view, but it is a view that T am
afraid is likely to influence some hom.
metnbers,

Hon, R. D. McKenzie: The financial
position is very different to-day,

The COLONTAL SEGCRETARY: Yes;
and T have not the slightest donbt there will
be ne difficulty in raising the loan which
is necesgary in conneetion with this Bill.
We will not even require the whele of
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the money in ovder o effect the purchase.
The eompany are prepaved to take bonds
to a reasonable extent, so hon. members
need not let ihis matter weigh too heavily
on them, if ihey are afraid of any finan-
eial erisis that may arise in consequence
of an increase i the indebtedness of the
State. There is noilling wrong in bor-
rowing money so long as we have an
assel to show, and here we have a tram-
way showing a profit of £41,000 a year.
I anticipate, indeed I am in a position to
state, that the profits will not reach that
amount should the Government take over
the trams, because it is intended that
there shall be a very large amount writ-
ten off each year by way of deprecia-
tion, something like £16,000 a year. If
the Oovernment wmake this purchase, it
must noi be expected that the same pro-
fits will continue, and if the profits, at
any rate, for some years to come, will
appear as nothing like £41,000, it will
simply be due to the bookkeeping svstem
that will be adopted. Now, the gyuestion
is whether if this offer is to be rejected,
the city counecil will be able to buy. I
do not wish to cast any reflection upon
them, but we are all aware of the beauti-
ful mess they have made in conneetion
with the Perth Gas Company, and we
know what a burden has been ecast upon
the ratepayers of Perth in consequence,
Mr. Kingsmill put the case very clearly.
The Perth City Council will riot aequire
the control of the whole of the tramway
service in 1930. We must bear that
in mind. We are not only taking
away from them reversionary rights that
apply within the City boundaries. The
Perth City Council will have nothing to
do with the tramways outside ‘their boun-
daries in 1939 unless they purchase from
the ontside municipalities.

Hon. J. D. Comnolly: How "conld the
outside municipalities tun trams without
them? )

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: They
wonld have to enter into fresh contracts
with these municipalities. Some members
would Jead us to believe that the whole
tramway system is affected by this Bill,
but all the muicipalities and roads boards
with the exception of Perth have ther-
oughly agreed with the principle of the
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measure and sacrificed and abandoned all
their rights.

Hon. A, G. Jenkins: They never had any.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Of
course the olher mucipalities had rights;
{they had reversionary rights, although the
values of the undertakings at the expira-
tion of their contracts had to be decided 1n
certain cases by arvbiteation.  The only
chamiyions of the ratepayers of Perth that
we have been able o diseover are in this
Chamber. There has been no protest
against the action of the Government to
any extent in inteoducing this Bill. It
was well known throughout ike State and
the city that the Government proposed
to take over with compensation the rever-
gionary vights of the Perth mumicipality;
but there has not even been a genuine
anonymons letter in the newspapers
against it. On the othier hand, we have the
wlole of the Press of Perth at our back.
There has not been a publie mecting of
denunciation; there has not been a single
demonstration against. On the other hand,
there have been public meetings which
have supported the purehase, and there
lave Dbeen demonstrations in its favour.
The only opposition emanates from a few
city eouncillors and the mayor of the
municipality of Perth. Tf the Perth City
Council were satisfled with their case they
would have consented to a referendum;
but though they have had abundant op-
portunity, they have not done so,
showing that they were afraid, show-
ing that they dared not submit it
to the people of Perth who have
a just right to be considered in this mat-
ter. If they had had the courage to sub-
mit this to a referendum there would have
been some exeuse for hon. members’ op-
position.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: Have they been
asked for a referendum?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Why
was there no referendum? We conld not
take a referendum without Parliamentary
authority. Mr. Colebateh’s statement with
regard to the increased price of shares
owing to the sale is not correct. There are
£200,000 worth of shares, 100,000 pre-
ference and 100,000 ordinary. The pre-
ference have been at par for years past:
there has been no materinl inerease in the
priee of the preference shares. The ordin-
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ary shares two years ago werg from 12s.
to 13s., and the present price is 22s., easily
aecounted for by the fact thai the com-
pany’s profits have increased £10,000 in
the past year. That is the reason for the
inerease, and not the fact that the Govern-
ment had decided to buy. Mr. Sanderson
says the federalisation of the railways may
mean the federalisation of the {rams. I
am not a prophet, but if they ean be fer-
cralised under State control I should say
they ean also be federalised under muni-
¢ipal eontrol, so that the hon. member’s
statement need not be taken into consider-
ation. However, it is a matter we need
not trouble ourselves ahout at this par-
tienlar stage. Sir Edward Wittenoom said
that the great question was how the trams
could hest be run for the convenience of
the people who use them. That is the erux
of the whole question, and it is what hon.
members should carefully and eautiously
consider when they are passing judgment
on the Bill. But T was very much sur-
prised to hear Sir Edward Wittenoom say
that the Government could never say “no”
to any request for an increase of wages
made to them. That is not eorvect. Every
day we are saving “no” to requests for
increased wages eoming from some quarter
or another. The Minister for Railways
has had to say “no” repeatedly: the Minis-
ter for Works has had to say “no” re-
peatedly, and 1 have had to say “no.”” In
fact only two weeks ago T was cited to the
Arbitration Court because I had refused
a request for an increase of wages, and re-
fused it not once but twiece.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: It shows the pres-
sure that will be brought to bear on you.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY :
No unfair influenee has ever been
atlempted with me or any other
AMinister so far as I am aware

Eight years age I was for 12 months
or so in a Labour Government, and I
have been 10 months in this Labour Gov-
ernment, and there has heen no undue pol-
itieal influence atlempted to be exercised
on me, or; as far as T know, on any other
Minister. The position is that the Perth
City Council have no rights so far as the
streets or tramways are eoneerned against
the Government of Western Anstralia ov,
jn. other words, aZainst the people of

[COUNCIL.]

Western Australin. They are simply
the trustees for Parliament and throngh
Parliament the trustees for the people.
What Parliament gave, Parliament, in this
connection at any rate, ean take away ; and
whatever the ratepayers have paid for
out of their own money, they are entitled
to retain, and, in my opinion, they should
be fully compensated for. But, apart
from that, it seems to me they are not en-
titled to anything in the form of compen-
salion, Mpr, Connolly asked “Arve we to
get value for our money”? His Govern-
ment made a desperate attempt, and his
Premier made a desperate attempt to get
the price reduced below £500,000. Having
regard to that fact I do not see any
grounds for complaint now that we have
suceeeded in seenring an offer of the under-
taking for £475,000. The hon. member
says that this odd £75,000 is o be taken
frow the Perth City Council. He forgets
altogether that there are other local au-
thorities concerned, and which must be con-
sidered. Now he wants us to state whether
the fares will be reduced. I do not know
whether he would take it very much into
consideration in ecoming to a decision, but
he wants a definite statement as to whether
the fares are going fo be reduced. Al-
though I stated to-night I am of opinion
the fares will be reduced, I am nof pre-
pared to pin the Government down lo
that, te give a definite assurance that if
tlie Bill goes Lhrough the fares will be im-
mediately reduced. But T feel pretty cer-
tain there will be a reduction, and also
that there will be widespread exiensions
of the system. During the course of his
speech Mr. Gawler said that Parliament
could raze your house to the ground if it
wished; and Mr. Cuollen interjected—I
hope T did not undeistand him correctly—
it seemed to me he interjected “If it was
composed-as the other place is composed,
it would do so to-morrow.”

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Ch no, no such
thing.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : Well.
T am very clad to learn that-I misunder-
stood the hou. member. There is no doubt
ihe tramway sysfem ean never be muniei-
palised under existing conditions. After
1939 the city couneil could only run the
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trams within its own boundaries. It could
not go ounfside; consequently it would
have to make contracts with the other

" munieipalities; hence ¢haos and confusion
would veign supreme. The only remedy is
nationalisaiion. Many hon. members may
be opposed to nationalisation as a rule, but
under the peculiar eircumstances of the
case I think they must come to the con-
clusion that in this instance the tramway
service should be nationalised. I may say
the Government bave no desire to confis-
cate; but at the same time they have no
intention of leaving a legacy of perpetual
endowment to the city of Perth. That has
been well thought out, and the decision
arrived at. If Perth is not prepared to
aceept the conditions laid down in the
Bill, then Perth must abide by the conse-
quences. There is no opposition in Perth,
no genuine copposition fo this measure,
The opposite emanates from a few only,
not even from the great body of rate-
payers, I daresay that 99 oul of every
100 of the general hody of the people are
thoroughly in svmpathy with the measure
and hope to see it passed.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: But their elested
representatives are against it.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
elected representatives very often do not
carry out the will of the people who
elect them. WNow the honourable gentle-
men who vote against the Bill will take
a very serious vesponsibility. If there
were a possibility, even 1 remote possi-

. bility, of municipalisation, there would
perhaps be some justification for such a
course. I feel certnin that the ill-advised
amendment moved by Mr. Colebatch will
mieet with the fate it so riehly merits. It
seems to me te be nnworthy of serious
consideration. Should the measure be
defeated now, or conditions imposed which
the Government could not in justice ac-
cept—considering that they are the repre-
sentatives of the people of Western Aus-
tralia at the present time—if such eondi-
tions are imposed, and if the Government
are not in a position to aceept those con-
ditions, and the Bill be rejeeted, then this
House will have to take the full measure
of responsibility. But I have sufficient
confidence in hon. members to feel that
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they will, eventually at any vate, approach
this matter with a determination to do
the right thing, and that in the end the
right thing will be done.

Amendment (six months) put and nega-
tived.

Question put and pussed.

Bill read a second time.

Referred to Select
The COLONIAL

move—

That you do now leave the Chair for
the purpose of going into Commitlee on
the Bill.

Hon, W. KINGSMILL:
an amendment—

That the Bill be referred 1o a select
commitlee consisting of five members,
namely, the Hons. J. E. Dodd, D. G.
Gawler, F'. Davig, A. G. Jenking, and
k. J. Lynn, with power to call for per-
sons, papers, and records, to sit on days
oter which the House stands adjourned;
to report on Tuesday, 27th instani.

I indicated sufficiently during the few re-
marks T had to make on the second read-
ing that this eourse would be taken by me,
and T gave what I am pleased to say, from
the expressions of approval which have
since followed, were practically sufficient
reasons why this proposal should be ad-
opted by this Chamber. Therefore I do
not propose to do more than merely form-
ally move the motion which I have just
read. There are however, one or twa re-
marks T would like to make. My, Kitwan
gave utterance to the sentiment that this
conrse was adopted by those who had
not the pluck to defeat the Bill in any
other way, Well, Sir, that statement is
just as inaccurate in faet as it was un-
graceful in expression. So far as I am
concerned I think I have made my posi-
tion abundantly clear on the matter. I
should be very long sorry to see the Bill
defeated; but at the same time it contaius
a principle which I look upon as vicious
in the extreme. The main prineiple of
the Bill is good, but one of the details of
the Bill is, to me, anbhorvent, For that
reason [ say that a select committee shonld
he appointed in order that a last chance
of stating their case should be afforded to

Commattee. .
SECRETARY: I

I move as
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those two parties who, after all, form the
parties to this dispute, namely, the Gov-
ernment of the State on the one hand, and
the eity eounecil, who see themselves about
to be dispossessed of their rights, on the
other.” This select committee should form
the arena wherein those rights may be
thrashed out and valued, and if possible,
soine compromise, sgme m'rmlgement ar-
rived at between the two parties. That is
my sole reason for moving that this Bill be
referred to a seleet committee. I have
no wish to defeat the Bill; indeed on the
eontrary, I wish with all my heart that
the Bill may pass; and the hon. member
may he assaved of my good intentions
when he finds T do not even propose to
place myself on the eommittee. Indeed
after the remarks of the hon. member 1
should be placing myself in a most in-
vidious position if I had proposed to
include myself amongst the members of
that commitiee.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: 1
cannot supporl the motion becauwse if 1
did so it wonld be admitting the necessity,
and I see no necessity whatever, for the
appeintment of a select commiittee. Every
member of the House has a thorough
grasp of the questien. Tt has bheen fully
thrashed ouf, amply discussed, and not
only the memhers of the House, but the
people of the whole of the metropolitan
area, by this time have a thorough grasp
of the question. Within a very short
time the reports of the proceedings of
this Chamber during the week will he
available to any hon. members who wish
to complete their grasp of the question
between this and next sitiing. After re-
consideration it is not my intention to go
on with the Commitfee stage, and I am
quite willing to postpone it until next
week., But so far as the appeintment of
a select committee is concerned I see no
good reason why it should receive my
sapport, while there are very strong rea-
soins why it should have my opposition.
The position is that a fairly large amount
of rolling stock will be required by either
the tramway company or the Govern-
ment by the end of this year. Without
this rolling stoek the tramway service will
be unable to earry out its obligations, and
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it 18 necessary that the relling stoek should
be ordered withont delay. The position
is that under the present circumstances
the Government do not feel justified in
getting this rolling stock. The tramway
company are in exactly the same position,
so if ihere is any great delay in dealing
with this measure and eoming to a de-
cision, it will place either the Government
or the tramwvay eowpany in a very awk-
ward position indeed. T simply wish to
place that fact before hon. members, If
it is decided against my wishes that a
select commitiee shall be appointed, I feel
eertain, from the assuranee given, that the
report will be fortheoming with all pos-
sible speed.

Hon. E. McLarty: Would a fortnight
make much difference?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I de
not think we shall sit next week.

IHon. W, Kingsmill : Then it does not
mean any delay. :

Hon, J. CORNELL : 1 do not intend
to labour the question but will vote
against the proposal. As far as I can
aseertain for all praectieal purposes select
committees are of very little utility.
We find that royal commissions are of
very little ulility, I think the memher-
ship of the committee is good, but T ven-
ture to say that their labours will prove
abortive as far as any eoncrete decision
being arrived at is concerned. No seleet
committee or royal commission ean reach
far enongh to ascertain the true views
of the people, or even the ratepayers of
Perth on this matter. Were it in the
provinee of the seleet commiltee to re-
commend to the House.and get the as-
suranee that the machinery would be
placed at their disposal for taking a re-
ferendum of the people, I would offer no
ohjection.

Hon. W. Kingsmill : So it is, they ean
recommend anything,

Hon, J. CORNELL : Yes, but they
cannot do it. I will vote against the
proposal beecause I think it will be of
little utility, and when they have ceased
their labours we will be in the same
position as we are this evening.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: T de-

sire to support this amendment. I have
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not had an opportunity of expressing an
opinion on the question of a select com-
mittee and most of the other members have
expressed their views. Because I was the
mover of the original amendment I had
no opportunity of discussing the sugges-
tion which now becomes the amendment,
that this select commitiee should be ap-
pointed. I have been subjected to a per-
fect bombardment of eriticism during the
course of the debate, very little of which
I take the least exception to. I do not
mind being told that I am animated to
some extent by political prejudice. T sup-
pose all members are. The leader of the
House and the Honorary Minister, whom
T regard always as absolufely fair-minded
men, occasionally give me the impression
that even they are now and again actuated
by political prejudice. But the one charge
I did not. expect to be levelled against me,
and which I think shounld not have been
levelled against wme, was the charge of
eowardice. 1 lmew when T proposed
my amendment that I had not only the
whole body of the Lahonr party but the
whole of {be Press of Perth against me,
and in the face of that I take it it is ex-
traordinary that I should be charged with
cowardice, I stated in an interjection
during the comrse of the debate that I
would gladly have moved that the Bill be
publicly burned, and I would have no ob-
jection to that cevemony taking place on
the Esplanade on a Sunday afterncon to
the accompaniment of banners and brass
bands. With regard to the select com-
mittee, Some suggestion has heen made of
taking a referendam. I would like to
point out that the Munieipal Corpora-
tions Aet contains provisions for taking a
veferendum in certain circnmstaneces. It
also contains anolher provision that does
not seem to have suggested itself to some
members who have diseussed this ques-
tion. We have been told that because there
has been no public meeting of protest
against what the Government is doing,
" therefore the ratepayers are satisfied. As
a matter of fact, the whole of the indiea-
tion is that the ratepayers are satisfied
with what their municipal representatives
ave doing. If the ratepayers were dis-
satisfied with the mayor and eouncillors in
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this matter they have statutory power
under the Act, by the petition of only 20
ratepayers, to compel the mayor to con-
vene a public meeting to allow the rate-
payers to express their opinions. Bat if
a referendum is to be taken, T fail to see
liow anyone can have the privilege of vot-
ing except the ratepayers of Perth. They
are the people who have the right. It is
said that people outside are willing to
surrender their right. If the rights of the
people of Perth are to be surrendered,
they must be surrendered by the rate-
payers who own those rights and not by
anyone else. There is another feaiure I
would like the select committee to remerm-
ber. T should strongly object to the rate-
payers of Perth being compensated for
their rights if suel compensation is to
mean that we, the people of the State
generally, are to pay for the rights twice
over., I refer fo the statement of the
Premier that the valwations he had re-
ceived were to the effect that if the righis
of the citizens of Perth—there is no refer-
ence in the valuation to the outside cor-
porations—were recognised, the valne of
the undertaking is £375000. If the rights
are ignoved the value is £475,000. T re-
peat that the more valuable of these two
rights, according to this valuation, iz nat
the right which acerues at the end of 29
years of taking the ears with a eertain
payment, but the right whieh oc-
curs at the end of the term of

purchasing these trams at a wvalna-
tion and without payment for the
goodwill.  That is the wmore valuabie

right and the Government officials valne
it at £100,000 less. I should sirongly pro-
test against this committee making a re-
commendation that we should pay the
Perth Tramway Cowmpany this £100,000
for a vight they have not got, and then
take another £100,000 out of the pockets
of the people of the State to pay to the
ratepayers of Perth. There is only one
other remark I wish to make on this ques-
tion and that is I hope the inquiry of this
select committee will be very searching.
One member interjected during the course
of the debate that Mr. Molloy had cir-
calarised the members of this Couneil

and thus put his view of the case hefore
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them. 1 believe Mr. Molloy did so but he
did it in an open, candid manner. He was
not {he only person who circularised
at least a seetion of the members of Par-
linment in connection with this matler,
1 hold in my hand a ecopy of another
eiveifar and I wish to say al the ontset
that I believe no member of the Chamber
and no member of the Government wonld
countenance anvthing of this kind. T
bring it forward as an instance of what
is likely to be done and 1 give it as one
veason why T am prepared to admit that
I have a prejudice against Labour poli-
ties as they are conducted af present.
This eircular is unsigned; there is no im-
print on it; that is an offence against the
law. Tt reads “Heroes specially recom-
mended to ihe Government fur free Sca
(badges)” and then follows a list of
motormen and eondncfors showing their
names and addresses, and those ave the
motormen and conductors who were in
ilie service of the Perth Tramwav Com-
pany and who were working during the
recent strike.

Hon. J. Cornell: I wonld like the hon.
member to connect that with Mr. Molloy.

Hon. H, P. COLEBATCH: T men-
tioned that Mr. Molloy sent his cirveular
openly and candidly to every member, and
that someone else sent this in a covert
a2l unsigned manner.

The Colomial Secretarv: Who sent it?

Hon, H. P. COLERATCH: 1 do net
kuow,

The Colonial Seeretarv: What is the
use of bringing it forward?

Hon. F. Davig: Tt was nol sent to all
members; T have not seen if.

The Colonial Seeretary: And I have

not.
Hon. P. H. COLEBATCH: Tt was cir-
vulated amongst eerfain members.

Amendment (select eommittee) put and
a divisien taken with the following re-
solt:—
Ayes .- .. o1
Naes

=1 =1

Majority for .. .. 10

[COUNCIL.)

AVES,
Hon. B, M. Ciarke Homn. R. J. Lynn
Hon. J. D. Coonolly Hon. C. McKenzie
Hon, F. Connor Hen, R. D. McKenzle
Hon. J. F. Cullen Hon, E. McLarty
Hon. D. G. Gawler Hon, W, Patrick
Hon, Sir J. W. Hackett |Hon. A. Sanderson
Hon. V. Hanersley Hon. C. Sommers
Hon. A. G. Jeaking Han. H. P. Colebatch
Hen, W. Kingsmill (Teller).
NoES.
Hen, R. G. Ardagh Hou, J. W. Kirwac
Hon, F. Davis Hon. B. C. O'Brien
Hon. J. E. Dodd Hon, J. Coranell
Hen. I. M, Drew (Teller),

Amendment thus passed.

BILT—WHITE PHOSPHORUS
MATCHES PROHIBITION.

Message received from the Legislative
Assembly notifying that the Councils
amendment had been azreed to.

ADJOURNMENT—ONE WEEK,
The COLONTAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. M. DREW) moved—

That the House at its rising adjourn
until Tuesduy, 271h August.

Question. passed.

House adjourned at 9.33 p.m.




