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a Bill of importance; and he wished todraw attention to the slipshod manlier in
which these Bills were drafted.

HON. A. B. KIDSON: It would be a
pity' to throw out the Bill entirely. t
was an important measure and urgenl
required, and bie suggested that M.
Haynes should tell the committee bow
the clause ought to be worded. He
quite agreed with the bon. member that
the clause was absolutely useless as at
present worded, and that it must bie
entirely re-worded.

HoN. G. RANDEIL: The words "as
aforesaid'" were utterly ou{ of place, and
the Minister should have time to recon-
sider the matter and refer the clause back
to the draftsman, so that the Bill could be
made workable and the intention of the
measure rendered more clear.

lION. A, P. MATHESON: The word-
ing of the clause was decidedly bad.

HoN. R. S. HAYNES said lie had no
desire to wreck the Bill.

THu CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
should move that the committee r-eport
progress and ask leave to sit again.

Hov. R. S. HAYNES would withdraw
his amendment, if the Minister would
move the motion suggested by the Chair-
mail.

Hon. A. B. KIDSON: TChe clause
should be so worded as to apply to
cemeteries whether situated in townsaites
or outside townsites. The words "in any
towusite " were a surplusage. He was
in favour of extending the distance to
more than a mile.

THE MINISTER OF MINES said he
had not given the clause very particular
consideration, as it had passed through
the Assembly, where there were one or
two learned lawvyers who were supposed
to criticise Bills. It was plain, however,
that the clause was not clearly worded.
The difficulty was that there was nothing
dealing with cemeteries outside a town-
site. He was quite willing to report
progress, and get any information on the
subject that he could. If any hon.
members had any further objections to
find with the Bill, lie would be glad if
they would let hni know.

THE, CHAIRMAN: If the Hon. R. S.
Haynes would withdraw his motion, and
if thie Minister of Mines would move for
progress to be reported and leave given to
sit %gain on Tuesday, lion, members

would have an opportunity of handing in
any amendments they might wish to
make and the comnmittee, would have an
opportunity of seeing all the amendments
which had been proposed. That would
be the proper way of carrying out the
wishes of the committee.

HoN. R. S. HAYNES withdrew his
amendment'

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Progress reported and leave given to

sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.

The Rouse adjourned at 6-30
until the next day.
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Question -Railway Reveue-Paper presentod-Qucs-
tion; RailwaylReeeiVt at Smith's Mill-Question:
Booms for Deep Sminn on Kimbherley Goldfield-
Roaids ad Streets Closure Bill; first reading
Workmen's Lien Bill; first reading-oan Re
appropriation Bill -third readig-Motion:
Payment of Members; Division on Amendment-
Registration of Firms Bill; first reading-Adjon-
mest.

THE SPEAKER took Chair at 4,30
o'clock p.m.

PRAYERS.

QUESTION-RAILWAY REVENUE FROM
CERTAIN SOURCES.

MR. SIMPSON, in accordance with
notice, asked the Commissioner of Rail-
ways, what was the amount and proportion
of the Railway Revenue for year ending
June 80th, 1897:-1, received from the
public; 2, received from each of the
different Government Departments; 3.
received as wharfage.

THE COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) replied:-

£, 822,639 14s. l0d-Proportion, 89 86;
2, £47,26 us. ld-Proportion 5616 (ats
detailed in Return to be laid upon
Table); 3, £45687 2s. 3d.--Proportion,
4-98.

[ASSEMBLY.) Raikavy Revelbite
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PAPER PRESENTED.

By the COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS:
Retuirn (prepared in connection with
foregoing question) Showing amounts paid
by the various Government departments
for freight, &c., to Railway Department,
1896- 7.

QUESTION-RAILWAY RECEIPTS AT
SMITH'S MILL.

MR. EWING, in accordance with
notice, asked the Commissioner of Rail-
ways, what was the amount of revenue
received by the Railway Department at
the Smith's Mill railway station.

THE COMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) replied that
the amount of revenue received at the
Smith's Mill railway station during the
year ending 30th June, 1S97, was
£4,397 l5s. 3d.

QUESTIONA.BONUS FOR DEEP
SINKING ON KIMBERLEY GOLDFIELD.

MR. SIMPSON, in accordance with
notice, asked the Treasurer: 1. The
numbers of the leases; 2, the names of
the leaseholders; and 3, the names of
the persons to whom the amount of
X2,052 was paid as bonus for deep sink-
ing on the Kimberley goldfield.

THE PREMIER AND TREASURER
(Right Hon. Sir J. Forrest) replied by
reading the following statement:-

X s. d
Connor, Doherty&tiurack 120 0 c.

Do. do. 276 0 C
Do. do. 72 0 C

Ryan & Ryan ..-. ... . ..

Coleman & Curtz ... ... 1041 0 C
Do. ... 2800 C

MeGourlay, Jas.. ..
Coleman & Watson .. ..
Barber and Co., G-. .100 0 0

Do. ... 920 C

Ryan & Co. .. .. ..
Watson Bros. .-

Salaries and Allowances ... ...

Miscellaneous Charges (charged
in error by Works Depart-
m ent) . .. ... ... .

£ s. d.

-468 0 0
88 0 0

-384 0 0
92 0 0
s0 0 0

192 0 0
176 0 0
100 0 0

1,680 0 0
264 18 9

1,844 18 9)

207 9 10

£e2,062 8 7

ROADS AND STREETS CLOSURE BILL.
Introduced by the DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC

WORKS, and read a first time.

ROADS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

Introduced by the DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS, and read a first time.

WORKMEN'S LIEN BILL.

Introduced by the PREMIER (for the
Attorney General), and read a first time.

LOANS REAPPROPRIATION BILL.
Read a third time, and transmitted to

the~ Legislative Council.

MOTION-PAYMENT OF MEMBERS.
MR. GREGORY (North Coolgardie),

in accordance with notice, moved: -
That, in the opinion of this House, it is

desirable, in order to secure the fullest possible
representation of the people, to affirm the
principle of payment of members of the Legis-
lative Assembly of Western Australia.

He said: I desire to impress on hion.
members that the object of this motion is
simply to affirm the principle of payment
of members. The motion is not brought
forward onl behalf of any section of the
House. 1 am solely resp~onsible for the
discussion, and hope it Will be conducted
apart from any party spirit. Mr.
Chamberlain, one of England's most
eminent statesmen, has said that in a
democratic country, no obstacle ought to
stand in the way'of a man voting, or in
the way of his being voted for as the
representative of his constituency. Al-
though democratic legislation has been
significantly absent from our statute 1)00k,
public opinion in this colony, and in the
Australasian colonies gene~rally, has a
democratic tendency ; and Ilam fually justi-
fied in asserting that Western Australia
is ademocratic country. But towcan we
call this a democratic, country while there
remains any restriction on candidates for
Parliarnentaiyrepresentation? So long as
constituencies are restricted in the choice
of Candidates, our representative system is
incomplete. I wish to impress that point
onl lion. members at the outset of my
remarks. No bar should stand in the
way of any mian's amibition to serve his
coluntry in Parliament, and means should
hie provided to enable men to gratify
that ambition honestly and fearlesslY. It
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may be stated that amr constitution does
not demand a property qualification, but
that, as far as possible, the doors of this
House are open to any man of any class.
It may be admitted thait our Constitution
Act does not provide that members of this
House must have a property qualification.
A man without a property qualification
can become a candidate; nevertheless a
successful candidate must necessarily have
a, property qualification, or he will be
unable to retain his position in this
House. Has it to be said to the workers
of this country that they shall not be
directly represented in Parliament-
that if they desire representation, they
must be represented by wealthy persons
whose interests are necessarily those of
their own class, and antagonistic to those
of the workers? There is a good deal of
hypocrisy in this House. Why do not
hon. members insert a clause in the Con-
stitution Act definitely providing that
members miust possess a property qualifi-
cation of something like £600 per annum?
It would then be known at once that
needy politicians could not find their way
into this House. At the same time I am
quite satisfied that such a clause -would
not remain on ou statute book for any
length of time, and would mean political
death to the man who was instrumental
in passing it. It may further be stated,
in objection to the principle of payment
of members, that it would introduce into
this House an undesirable class, and
further that the system has not been a
success in the Eastern colonies. It
may also be urged in objection to
tile principle that the members of the
British Rouse of Commons are not
paid. But surely the constituencies can
be trusted. Even if a constituency
make a mistake and return a member of
an undesirable class, would not the
great gain attained by giving the voters
the right to return men of their own
choice, more than compensate for an
occasional election of an objectionable
member? It has been said in this House,
and will be said again, that in the
Eastern colonies payment of mnenmbers
has been a great failure, and that it has
raised a class of " professional politicians."
I deny point blank that the system has
been a, failure in the Eastern coionies.
At the Federal Convention held in Ade-
laide. thle question of the payment- of

members was discussed. The original
proposal was that members of the House
of Repr-esentatives should receive aff
-allowance of £400 per annum, and an
amendment was moved that the remunera-
tion 1)e increased to £600 per annum.
There was not a single delegate who
raised his voice against payment of
members. It may be said that the
Federal House of Representatives is
not analogous with the Legislative As-
semubly of Western Australia, seeing
that the expenses of the members of the
former body would be much greater.
But the expenses of attending the sittings
of this House are quite as expensive as
would be in the case of members of the
House of Representatives.

Tun PREmiER: Members know what
thle expenses are before they seek see-
tion.

MRt. GREGORY: I presume candi-
dates in Western Australia know what
the expenses are. I am not asking for
payment of members now, but simply
requesting the House to affirm a principle.
Sir William Zeal, MV.TwC. of Victoria,
who is one of the most conservative of
men, in dealing with the question of the
payment of members of the Federal
House of Representatives, said:-

I consider that XfOO is ample payment for
the services of members. In addition to that,
they possess the privilege of a free railway
pass. The amount proposed is twice as
much as the Dominion Parliament of Canada
pays its members. I trust hon. members will
not support the amendment to increase the
amount to £2500.
These were the words of Sir William Zeal
when speaking at the Federal Convention
on the amendment to raise the payment
of members to £500 per annum. I want
to show that a Conservative, who may
be called a rabid Conservative, actually
spoke in favour of £400 per year being
paid to members, while objecting to any
larger amount. 'Ar. Trenwith, M.L.A.
of Victoria, whom we all know, spoke
strongly in favour of payment of members
at the Convention. In the course of his
speech he said:-

There are some who could not afford to lose
anything at all. Parliament is to be composed,
as it ought to be, of representatives of all
sections of the commnunity. There must lie in
Parliament some who cannot afford to loge
.anything at all, and who must be paid for
their services; and if these services are worth
having, there ought to be adequate remuncra-
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tion for them. I sincerely hope that the
higher figure will be adopted, not because I
believe in extravagance, but because I believe
that any lesser mini will Dot pay members of
Parliament for their work.

If payment of members has been a source
of great abuse in the Eastern colonies,
how is it that amongst all the politicians
in those colonies there is not some
earnest man who will go befo the
electors and express bis unbelief in the
systemn, and promise that when Parlia-
ment mneets he will bring forward a,
mneasure for the repeal of the lect under
which members of Parliament are
rmmnrated? [A fMBnn: ie would
never go hack to Parliament.] When
the Premier of WN-estern A-ustndlia and
the leader of the Opposition in this
House went as delegates to the Adelaide
Convention, did they speak one word
against payment of memibers V Not one
word. They knew they were in a
democratic part of the colonies, It has.
been said in this House on a previous
occasion that 'Victoria was ruined by
payment of mnembers. That was not so.
There was no injury' whatever done to
Victoria by any mnembers of Partianment
who attained their position wlider the
system of paymient of members. The
whole of the harm was done by the
rogruery and trickery of " boorosters , who
were wholly composed of the wealthy and
most powerful classes in Victoria. As to
the House of Commons, I mnay inform
bon. members that a very strong feeling
is growing in England in favour of pay-
ment of members. In 1880 only 26
members of the House of Commons voted
for a motion affinining the principle. In
1885 the number who voted in favolur of
payment of members in that House was
135;i in 1892 the number was 162; while
in 1898, out of a. House of 505 members,
the Principle of payinent ot members was
affirmed by a najorit of 47. That shows
how the feeling in favour of the principle
has been growing tip in England. I
should like to read part of a speech by Mr.
Cromnbie, M.P., onl a motion brought for-
ward in 1896 in the House of Commons
in favour of payment of mnembers. That
mnotion did net get to a division, but was
carried on the voices. The argument
used against the motion was that the
House of Commons should set the pre-
cedent, and not borrow an example from

foreign countries. Mr. Cromubie, in the
coure of his speech, said:

But this country had set the precedent,
Six hundred years ago this country first
adopted the system of payment of members,
and the whole history of this question was
fraught with most important lessons on the
subject they were now discussing. In the
first place, the payment of members was
adopted for the very reason for which it was
demanded now, viz., that they could not get
mnemibers of Parliament to stand without pay-
inga them, and a salary was granted. 'These
salaries were unfortunately ultimately paid
by the constituencies, and had it not been
for that fact, lie believed that they would have
con tinued to be paid down to the present time.

FThe law creating the system of payment of
meruliers had never been repealed, and, in tbe
opinion of many eminent legal authorities,
there were many members of this House who,
if they claimed wages under the conditions
laid down in these old Acts, would be entitled
to the paym ent of them. The system died out
because, unfortunately, members found other
means of paying themselves. It was found by
their coustituents that they could make such
handsome sumis in the pickings to which they
were entitled that, instead of having to pay a
member for his services, it was easy to get a
member to pay them to adopt him. That was
a remarkable fact, and it mieant that the
moment corruption entered by the door of this
Hiouse, payment of members went out by the
window. So far from leading to corruption,
the two were utterly incompatible. The old
system of paying menmhers was not introduced.
It was not necessary, because, long after cor-
ruiption of the grosser sort had passed away,
mnesubers of Parliament had a great many
privileges which, in themselves, amounted to
a handsome salary.

I should like also to tell you what Sir
Stafford Northcote said :

Passing to colonial Legislatures, he would
first remind the Rouse of one distinctive
characteristic, namely, that whereas in this
country there was a leisured class able and will-
ing to enter Parliament, that state of things
did not prevail in oar colonies, which were
obliged to pay their members because they
were not fortu nate eniough to possess a class of
men able to give their services gratis.

I think I have shiown that the feeling
has been growing in the British House
of Commons that miembhers of Parliamlent
should be paid. I inay also point-out
that es-Mlinisters in that House are al-
lowed to obtain pensions. Any ex-
Minister can apply for a pension, and
can get it on representing to the Ministry
of die day that he is not able to maintain
the position which lie ought to keep Up.
The same state of affairs does not exist

Payment of 31'e)nbers -
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in this colony that is to be found in
Great Britain, There, there is a wealthy
and leisured class; there are so many
men who are able to take up the cudgels
on behalf of labour, homne rule, liberalism,
or conservatism, that there is no etric-
tion whatever in the choice of candidates ;
but will any hon. member tell me that we
stand in the samne position ? I say we
do not. We have no wealthy men here
who are prepared to bring forwvard ia-
sures, or to vote for anly measures, which
are inimical to their own interests. There-
fore I say that thle poorer classes have no
chance of representation nndcr our pre-
sent system. Mr. Gladstone, as far back
as 1868, said -

It would be worse than ridiculous to admnit
all classes to the franchise, and yet continue
arrangements. which practically limit the
choice of candidates.

That brings mne back to what I stated
first, that so long as constituencies are
restricted in their choice of candidates,
our Parliamlentary system lacks complete-
ness. - It -will also be contended that pay-
ment of members will breed a class of
professional politicians, Now how canl
our laws be best made---by men who
devote the whole of their time to the
duties of this House, or by men who
have obtained Parliamentary positions
simply by their wealth, and attend a
certain number of sittings during the
session in order that they may not lose
their seats? The very fact of a man
being a professional politician w%%ill not
make him one whit the worse. The
Premnier, during last session, stated that
this system had raised a ClaSS of profes-
sional agitators who made their living out
of agitation.

TuE FalREMMn: Oh, do not quote me
wrongl 'y.

AIR. GREGORY: Those are your own
remarks. I read them only a quarter of
an hour ago. You stated. that a certain
number of these men lost their positions
as, members Of IParlianient, and camne over
here seeking situations. It is quite
possible that, had Payment of members
not been in vogue where they canie from,
it Would not have been necessary for
themi to leave. From what I read
from Mr. Oromibie's speechi, it is more
than probable that they would have
been paying their constituents for their
position.

THiE PREMIER: We are not doing
that now, are we ?

'Ali. GREGORY: No. I do not think
so; but you do not k-now What the system
will lead to. Moreover, your remark
shows that these men must have been
honest, becauise they came over here poor
men. Again, a man in a poor position
might aspire to be elected to Parliament,
might move in a different sphere in
society when elected, and possibly at the
next election might not be returned.
That man would then be unfit for the
position which he previously occupied.
But there may be many members in this
House-some. even who will vote against
this mnotionl-who may be wealthy to-day
and poor to-morrow; and payment of
memibers might come in very handy to
them. We can even imagine some of
them seekinig work in the Eastern
colonies.

TnE PR-EMIER: They will not get it.
MR. GREGORY: It is hard to say.

I think things -will not be so very bad
there in a short timle. In any case I
want to speak of Western Australia,
This systemn of payment of members has
been recognised in every country in the
world where they have responsible gov-
errnnent. In the United States, in
Canada, in France, Germiany, and Italy,
the public think it wise that mnembers
should be paid in every country, with
the exception of Great Britain; and even
there the House of Commons has on two
occasions; affirmed the principle. I fail to
see how any stigma can attach to thetaking
of a salary. Ministers of this House are
paid, and can any man say that they are
one whit less respectable for that circum-
stance ? [A MEMBER: They have to
work.] So have lion. members. Our
federal delegates also were paid, and no
stigmua attached to them. Some persons
may say that they were only reimbursed
for expenses out of pocket: but there are
mnany members attending this House who
are put to far greater expense than the
delegates to the Federal Convention. I
say that there is every reason why the
mernbcrs of this Ho[use should be paid,
and I expect that every memiber who
accepted two guineas per day as a federal
delegaLte Wvill vote with me and affirm this
Jprinciple. The mafini object is that we
should allow the constituencies to return
the mien of their choice. That is the

Debate on the Principle.[ASSEMBLY.]
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question; and, furthermore, the intro-
duction of the principle will mnake mem-
hers more independent. This motion, of
course, simply affirms a principle. It
does not ask the Government to place
any sum on the Estimates for payment
of members. The system of payment of
members is a demiocr~atic principle which
I hope every democratic member in
the House will support. I do not want
members to ask me what remuneration I
am going to recommend; and I have
said nothing about it in my motion. I
wish the Government to deal with that
as they think fit; but I think that the
principle should be affirmed, and I have
much pleasure in moving the motion.

MR. MORAN seconded the motion,
formally.

MR. KU4GSATILL (Pilbarra) : I have
very great pleasure in supporting the
proposition, and must congratulate the
hon. member for North Coolgardie (Mr.
Gregory) on bringing forward a motion
affirming a principle which I believe meets
with the approval, if not of the majority
of this House, at least the majority of
the people of Western Australia. The
subject of the payment or non-payment
of members is, I think not only by debate,
but also by press controversy, worn some-
what threadbare; but still there are some
local applications of the principle wich
apply more particularly to Western Aus-
tralia, and which may possibly be of
interest to us. Firstly, I should like to
draw attention to the fact that in this
colony, less than in any Other colony, have
we a leisured class. The majority of
members of this House are, I believe,
men who are still actively engaged in
business; and I do not think it fair or
right that those gentlemen should be
asked to give their time-in some cases I
believe very valuable time-to the service
of the counltry, without receiving some
remuneration or compensation for the
loss of it, anid for the inconvenience they
are put to by their attendance here.
Another strong argument for the payment
of members is the fact that we have here
a colony of vast extent, containing elec-
torates very far removed indeed from the
centre of Government; and also electerates
with which the mneans Of coinnimCationl
are not onl , tedious, but extremely expen-
sive. I suppose I can speak ais feelingly'
as any member upon this phase of thle

question, coming as I do from a district
to which, with an ordinary amount of
luck, it takes me from three to four weeks
to proceed. I can assure hon. members
that the cost of travelling is in accordance
with the time it takes. I think it will
also be admitted that, where procurable,
the services of a man who resides in the
district that hie represents, and who under-
stands the conditions of life in that
district and its requirements, are to be
preferred to those of a stranger; and I
say that by granting payment of members,
such maen-ocal mn if I may term thema
so-will be more readiy obtainable.
Ther is another point which perhaps
is only a temnporary one. In spite of the
eruberiat good times we have heard so
much about in Perth, I think pretty
nearly everybody engaged in business
here will agree wvith me that this city does
not offer any special advantages in the
way of making a living as compared with
any other partof the colony, and that an
lion. member of limited means who
comes to Perth with the idea of making
a living in the time that he can spare
from his political ditties, will have a very
hard battle to fight. He will find that
competition is pretty keen. I am not
losing sight of the answer which has
already been given by the right bon. the
Premier, that these facts and argumients
were in existence before any of the memt-
bers who compose this House stood for
Parliament. "Why then," says he,
1aspire to become a member of Parlia-

ment ?" But the mere asking of this
question forms one of the strongest points
in favour of payment of members. Are
we to subscribe to the doctrine that
one class alone is to i-epresent the
people in Parliamenti Are we to
take it for granted that the masses of
the people who, 1 contend, are the real
strength of the country, are to be repre-
sented. by gentlemen whose views are not
akin to theirs, and who in some cases
may not understand the w-ishes and the
aspirations of those masses?' I think not.
We will, no doubt, during thle course of
the debate oil this question, hear a great
(teal about what my friend t 'he member
for Noi-th Coolwardie (Mr. Gregory) has
called professional politicians; and I
must strongly suppot-t his contention that
I consider a professional politician no
worse than any other sort of politician.
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In fact, as long as he gives his whole
attention to politics, hie is apt to be rather
better. We know perfectly well that at
any other game professionals are always
handicapped, because they are better than
amateurs; and with regard to the pro-
ceedings of honourable gentlemen after
they get into Parliament, the experience
of the other colonies is that, where any
questionable legislation has been iintro-
duced, it has been the wealthy people
-- the capitalists and the financiers-who
have introduced it. As a rile, any
question of finance which is apt to be
affected by political issues is far over
the head of the poor politician whose
existence as a member of Parliament is
due simply to the payment of members.
A verification of what I have just said
may be found in the press reports of
what is happening in one of our sister
colonies. There it appears that private
finance and public policy have become, to
say the least of it, intertwined in a man-
ner that is giving rise to very nasty
remarks; and I would ask, who are the
people who have started the investiga-
tion and carried it to a successful issue in
this case? They are the class, sir, who
owe their very existence to the fact of
pavinient of members:- they are the labour
members of that colony.

MR. JAWUS : Look out the roof does not
fall, if you talk, like that, in this House.

MRs. KINGSMILiI: There is another
point, that payment of members offers a.
larger field of choice. The House must
remember that this is a, permissive
measure and not a prohibitive one.
There is absolutely nothing to prevent
anybody fromn coming forward. The
electors of any constituency are stiUl the
judges; but, if I may so oxpress mayself,
they have further evidence before them,
and therefore I claim that the verdict
they are likely to arrive at will be a more
just and equitable one. I am told that,
in case of the Bill for payment of inere-
bers becoming law, a general election
would become necessary. If such is the
case, I for my ownu part would gladly go
back to mneet my electors; and, if I were
not successful, I at least would be happy
in the tlmodght that I had dlone what I1
considered to be mny duty, and had ren-
dered the lot of my successor easier than
my own. I have pleasure in supporting
the motion.

Ma., A. FORREST (West Kimaberley):
It appears that the opponents of this
motion are not desirous of tackling
such a delicate question; but, although
I did not intend to speak upon it,
I cannot allow the motion to go to
a vote without some reasons being
given against it. I intend to vote against
payment of members, and hope I shall
continue to oppose it so longC as I live and
have a seat in this House. There are large
numbers of people anxious to get into
Parliament ithout 'being paid for it, and
I hope this colony will long enjoy the
privilege of being represented by unpaid
members. Everyone who comes here
from the other colonies will tell you-I
have never heard one who was of
a different opinion-to keep'off paymnent
of members as long as you can; because,
once you introduce this principle into
your Parliament, then good-by to
good legislation and to good laws.
[MR. OLDunA~r: Give US their names.]
I cold name half Victoria. Another
reason why I niust vote against the motion
is because of the cost it would involve to
the country. If you pay the members of
your two Houses, you mnust, I presiume.
pay them well, giving them the usual
amount of £800 a year and not less. It
would be perfectly ridiculous to give themi
£50 or £100 a year, and such a salary
would do them no good. But to give
them £300 a year each would cost this
colony £26,400 annually; and that stuni
Would very nearly pay the interest on one
million of money. Would it not be better
for the colony to raise one million of
money than to pay 68 mnembers of Parlia-
ment? I think so. I think that for
many years to come we will be able to
get quite enough members of Parliament
to represent this colony without paying
for their services. The hon. member
for North Goolgardie (Mr. Gregory)
said that Ministers were paid. Well,
I do miot think the two cases are
analogous. Ministers devote the whole
of their time to the service of their
country; we, as members, come here only
for three or four month s out of the twelve,
and we have not the responsibilhties they
have. Every Minister I know has to
give up his 1)usiness in order to attend to
the duties hie has taken upon himself.
He has to neglect his own interests and
his ownv private affairs. [Mu. LEAXKE:
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Whby not retire?] That question, raised
by thle member for Albany, is one that I
have often considered. I could never
understand why members of this House
shoutld be so anxious to get on the
Government bench. There is nothing
to be gained by so doing, but a lot of
work and worry. I do not think- any-
thing that canl be said in this matter will
influence a single vote in this House;
because every man here has made up
his mind as to how ho will act when we
come to a division ; for even if Mr.
Gladstone or any other great politician
were to come here and( speakiz for a week,
he would never alter the opinion of the
mover of the motion onl this particular
question; and I may say for myself that
all the speaking in the world would not
turn my vote in favour of payment of
members. So that all the speeches we
may expect-more particularly from the
Opposition side of the House-on this
question will have no influence whatever
in determining the result. Members onl
the Government side are, I think, pretty
well unanimous in their intention to vote
against the proposal. [A XME MBER:

No, no.] M~any of them who may be in
favour of it are, I think, very luke-
warm in their advocacy, as may be seen
fromn their speeches, which are by no
mneans so enthusiastic as those of mem-
bers of the Opposition, who, as we Iknow,
look forward-a great many of them-to
ultimately sitting o"l the Treasury bench.
If the ]notion be carried, I myself shall
not object to taking my £300 a year. I
should not be sorry; but I will not vote
for it. Get it if you can. The hon.
member for East Perth (Air. James)
made a remark a little while ago to the
effect that the roof of this House might
fall down if certain things happened; but
the hon. member forgets that he and
others of his profession live upon the class
referred to in that remark. He lives and
fattens upon the wealthy classes of the
community, and not upon the poorer
classes. The proposer of the motion also
said that the Federal Convention dele-
gates received two guineas per day. I
understood that that was merely to pay
their passage back and forward. Any
member who went over there must hare
been considerably out of pocket, and more
especially the member for Albany. I
believe they were away over three

weeks, and they received little more
than £60, out of which they had to
pay £21 for their passages; and I am
sure the other £40 would not satisfy
a member of the class represented by the
leader of the Opposition. This is not a
party question; it is one on which every
mnember is independent; and so far as I
am concerned, as whip of this side, I
have not asked a single person in the
House to vote either way. Personally, I
will oppose die motion.

MR. VOSPE.R (North-East Coolgar-
die) : I confess I have listened with
considerable pleasure and interest to the
remarks of the hon. member for West
Kimberley (Mr. A. Forrest), and I can
quite understand-even without the ex-
planation lie has seen fit to give to the
House- his reason for opposing the
motion. Self -preservation is avery powerf ul
instinct; and it is absolutely certain that,
if we had payment of members in this
colony, politicians of the class of the lion.
member would cease to exist, niorb espe-
cially if the constituency of West Kim-
berley should happen, by any freak, or
convulsion of nature, to acquire that
-which it does not at thle present moment
possess, anud that is population.

THFEPREMIER: Perth has Just elected
him its Mayor.

Mn. VOSPER I: I was under the
impression that there is somnething in thle
nature of a mayoralI allowance. [ THE F
PREMIER: 'NO, mi. ] I observe that the
lion. member also said that every person
whom he had met from the Eastern colonies
was enthusiastically opposed to payment
of members. *1 canl only say that this
attitude is significant of the class of persons
with whow the hon. member associates.
He does not takie thme trouble to associate
himself with that class which would be
most benefited by payment of memibers,
but withb that class whvlich has most to lose
by thme adoption of the system. I have
no doubt that the concensus of opinion
amongst those gentlemen was distinctly
against payment of members, and a very
large number of Victorian people could be
found to speak against the system. If it
had not been for i he exposures of the re-
cent land boom, a good many more could
be found whose voices are unfortunately
silent now within the four walls of Pent-

Iridge. A number of very prominent
Iantagonists of payment of members in
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Victoria are inside the walls of the Go-
vernment establishment in that suburb of
Melbourne, and are realising that all
honorary positions tinder Government
are not of thle most pleasing description.

THE PREMIER: Those people were not
of the superior classes.

Mn. VOSPER: They were extremely
superior persons, including shining ]ights
of the church, pillars of society, and
hank managers of eminent respectability,
who wore white waistcoats and. bhatk
broadcloth, and comportedthemselves very
much in the manner of certain members
who in this House are opposing paymnent
of members. Comparing those persons
on the one hand with certain hon. mem-
hers of this House, it is ahuost impossible
to distinguish the one from the other.
There is a distinct family resemblance, if
not in methods, at any rate in appearance.

THE, PREMIER: I think you had better
not talk of appearances.

Mn. VOSPER: At any rate my ap-
pearance is not likely to he mistaken for
that of an inmate of Pentridge. The
hon. member for West Kiinberley said
that the reason Ministers were paid was
that they devoted thle whole of their
time to their duties. That may be true,
and I suppose it is true in some cases;
but I certainly th ink that the hon. member
should remember that every one in the
House has not such a sinecurial position
as he himself holds as a representative.
He sits in this Hfouse as representative of
a constituency which consists mainly of
square miles, mostly empty-a country
which would support about a leg of
mutton to the square mile, with no popu-
lation to spealk of, and where it is almost
impossible to discover a voter, either dead
or alive. I should be of the same opinion
as thle hon member, if I held a similiar
smnecurial position; but when members
represent large populations such as those
represented by the goldfields members
and the city members, it becomes a vastly
different matter.

MR, A. FonEST: YOU are no better
for that.

MR. VOSPER: I amn considerably
worse off for it. Hon. members who re-
present the goldfields and city constituen-
ces will bear me out when I say' that
their duties are of a very engrossing
character. I have to reply to twenty or
thirty letters in the course of the day, and

as many interviews to get through. Thisj
morning I had no fewer than four callers
before breakfast, on matters connected
with the golddields. If that is not ab-
sorting most of my time, I do not know
what is. It is easy for hon. mnembers,
with no constituency to speak, of, to talk
of the lightness of Parliamentary duties;
but the representation of large centres
involves work of con siderable importance ;
and the member who desires to do his
duty conscientiously finds most of his
time occupied, though perhaps not at the
high pressure that is demanded in the case
of a Minister. The member who does
his duty properly to his constituents has
not much tune left to himself iii which to
earn his own livelihood. I regret the
hon, member for West Kimberley is not
open to conviction; bitt the fact does not
come as a surprise. His principles and
prejudices are far too firnuly cemented for
me or any other mnembcr to upset them.
I am only sorry that some of the
gentlemen he has quoted as authori-
ties have been more open to " conviction"
than he is himself. My own position in
regard to payment of members is a very
clear one, and I think I eanl speak in a
manner which will eary sone weight in
the House. I do not advocate payment
Of members because I particularly require
payment myself.- I do require payment,
as other hon. members do; but I am not
advocating the system for that reason.
On the contrary, when I was returned, a
numnber of gentlemen in the constituency,
both opponents and supporters, met
together and invited me to accept a salary
of £300 a year for so long as I remained
their representative. These men were
quite wealthy enough to make good their
offer.

Mn. A. FommnESr: They would have
soon got tired.

Mn. VOSPER: They might have done
so. At any rate, they made all necessary
preparations for paying me a salary,
but I refused the offer because I do not
think the payment of a member should
he made a charge on the constituency.
A- charge of that kind should be a
chiarge on the State. But the fact that I
did refuse the offer goes to shlow I am
prepared to hold mny seat whether there
be payment of mlembers or not. MI~y
reason for supporting the motion is
mainly that I hold that no one class can
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accurately and properly represent another
class. The lion. monitor for -West Kim-
hbeye, for examplle, has no great amount
of s vnipathy with, and still less know-
ledge of, the lives, daily avocation, and
interests of the man who carries a hod.
[MR. A. FORREST: Have I not?] The
hon. member may have had that know-
ledge and symipathy in his younger days;
but a man concerned in matters of high
finance, and engaged in the noble task of
repressing the evil smells of Perth, has
very little opportunity to inquire into the
affairs of other people. The lion. niem-
ber is an exemplification of the old axiom
that " one half the world does not know
how the other hal lives." So long as
there is not payment of members, a con-
siderable proportion of people are ex-
cluded fromi adequate representation.
There is a lack of sympathy and coin-
munity of interest between the wealthy
and the poor. At present a member
must be sufficiently wealthy to retain his
place in the House without any assis-
tance from outside sources, or he must
have such professional attainments as will
enable him to earn his livelihood in Perth
or anywhere else. For myself, happily
there is a certain demand for the work of
my pen wherever I may be, and if it were
not for that I would be unable to remain
a member. I do not say it would 1)0 a
misfortune either to my constituents or
the House, if I were not here. At the
same time, a constituency has the same
right to choose me as it has to choose
anyone else; and the Legislature ought
not to have the power to deprive a
constituency of that right. The tenl-
dency of class representation is to
legislate in the interests of classes, either
consciously or unconsciously. It may
be that in some cases the tendency is
for the country's good, butl, in the majority
of instances, the selfish instinct is a bad
instinct and has a tendency to harm. The
question has been raised as to the desir-
ability of certain persons who might,
under payment of menibers, come into this
House. That is a matter the Chamber has
no right to adjudicate on. It is not for
this Chamber to say who are and
who are not desirable persons to
have as members. If a constituency
chooses to return an iundesirable man,
that is the fault of the constituency,
and it is the constitueno"Y which will suffer

by7 such an electionl. The political
prosperity of a constituency depends very
largely on the amount of influence which
its representative can wield onl the floor of
the House in connection with the depart-
ments; and it is the same all over the
world. If a constituency sends a man
who is unacceptable to the House
and to the public ait large-a man
who gains no respect and carries no in-
fluence-that constituency is the first to
suffer. Constitutional Government teaches
that a country gets the class of repre-
sentatives it deserves. If a blackguard
be sent into the House, his constituency
suffers first, and the country, possibly,
suffers afterwards. If a disreputable yuan
were sent into this House his character
would to sufficient to make his influence
very small, and he would be prevented
from doing much harm by the majority
of good men who usually find seats here.
For Parliament to attempt to arrogatea to
itself the right to decide who are fit and
proper mewmhers, would be going entirely
outside the functions of the Legislature.
Something has been said as to the status
of various Parliaments before and after
payment of members. The hon. member
for West Kimnberley and ethers hold that
Parliaments have been damaged by the
influence of certain persons retur-ned under
a system of paymlent of members. That
is far from being the case, as is proved
by the history of Australia generally
during recent years. In New South
Wales, for example, immediately prior to
the introduction of payment of members
there were in Parliament a number of
men, possib~ly of very excellent repute,
but accustomed to the use of extremely
violent language and to conduct outside
the ordinary rules of procedure. Such a
thing as a free fight was not altogether
unkniown in the Parliament of New South
Wales. After payment of members was
introduced, although there may have
been scenes and very war-m discussions,
there were none of the violent disturb-
ances; which characterised the proceedings
previously. Thle tendency, under pay-
ment of members, has been distinctly in
the direction of improving rather than
degrading the tone of that Rouse. A
few years ago the tone of the New South
Wales Parliament was as low as that of
say Parliament could possibly be. The
great improvement in that House of
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recent years is owing mainly to the fact
that the people are now directly repre-
sented by men who go there not to talk,
but to earn their salaries by doing work.
This has been brought about by the sense
of responsibility onl the part of members,
together with the knowledge that their
salary would be lost in the event of a
general election. So long as, under the
old system, members felt themselves to be
the masters and not the servants of the
people, so long were they, addicted to
personal abuse and not to work. When
payment of members was instituted, the
real work done was very materially
improved. It is remarkable that England
was the first country in which payment
of members took place. In the old days
the burgesses returned for the various
boroughs, and the knights returned for
the shires, were paid directly by the shires
or boroughs, as the case might be. One
feature has been overlooked by the hon.
member for North Coolwardie, ats to
the reason why the practice of paying
members in Enlgland fell into disuse.
Many of the towns franchised under
the old constitution of Great Britain
practically became depopulated, owing
to the removal of centres of trade and
coimnerce. The payment of members
being a charge on the constituency itself,
it stood to reason that when the voters
became reduced to two or three free-
holders, the charge could no longer be
borne. In that way payment of members
gradually fell into disuse, and, shiul
taneously, various boroughs, and in some
cases shires, became the properties of
certain great families, and were bought
and sold in the open market. There was
then inaugurated an era of corruption the
like of which has never been paralleled
in the history of the world, with the ex-
ception of that which mnarked the later
periods of the Roman and Byzantine
empires. People nowadays can hardjy
grasp or understand the open and shame-
less bribery practised in politics in
the reigns of Queen Anne and the
Georges. The elector was paid for
his vote, and the member, in turn,
was paid for his vote on the floor of the
House. Titles, honours, offices, money,
and estates were handed round; the
policy of the Governments being to grasp
the spoils and distribute them for their
own advantage. What corruption we

iuay now see in the United States, ra
Canada, or in anly other part of the
civilised world, does not compare with
the horrible condition of English
politics during the Georgian epoch. The
main influence in preventing corruption
in modern times has been the passing of
the various Reform Bills, giving more
power to the people. It is acknowledged
by English statesmen that the payment
of members would still further extend
the power of the people, a power which
had been beneficially useful in making
English politics a pursuit open to men of
honour, and a credit and example to the
world at large. Western Australia could
not do better than plate on its records an
affirmation of the principle which has
been approved in every civilised country
on the face of the globe.

THE PREMIER: Not the great mnother
country.

MR. VOSPEII: Thle mother country
has affirmed the principle twice.

THE PREMIEu: In a very small House.
Mr. GREGoRY: In 1893, in a House

of 606, the House of Commons affirmed
the principle by at majority of 47.

MR. VOSPER: The House of Com-
mons has passed a resolution to all
intents and purposes in the terms of the
motion now before the House.

THE PREMIER: How is it there is not
payment of mnembers in England?

MR. VOSPER: Simply because no
measure to that effect has been introduced
by the Government. A. great deal has
been said at one time and another about
the " professional politican." What in
the name of common sense is meant by
" professional politician ?" Surely a
'nan who assumes the position of Minister
and holds it for five or seven years, or
as long as he can, and takes money for
his services, is a "professional politican."

THE PREMIER: Not at all: he loses
money by it.

MR. VOSFER: It does not matter
whether he loses money or not by his pro-
fession-it is his profession. Would the
Premlier repudiate the title of "profes-
sional politician ?" [THEPREmiER: Yes, I
would.] Will the Premier accept the title
of " amateur politician P"

THE PREMIER: An amateur member
might.

MR. VOSPER: The Premier must be
one or the other.
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THE PREMIER: The " professional
politician" is a luau who lives on politics.

MR. VOSPER: There is nothing dis-
lionuirable in the title of " professional
politician." If a man gives his whole
time, study, and thought to carrying on
the Goveiment of the countryv, either
onl the Opposition benches or on the
Government benches, lie is engaged in no
dishoniourale occupation. So long as the
country accepts a man's services, that mail
has a right to whatever profit the country
may allow him. If we had miore" profes-
sional politicians" of the right sort, and
fewer "amateurs" on the Government
benchecs, it would be better for the coun--
try. In regard to the private member of
Parliment, I believe, as in the case -of
other persons, that the labourer is worthy
of his hire. If the Minister is entitled
to his salary for departmental work, the
private nmember is also entitled to 1)e paid
for keeping that departmental work in
order, which is one of the main functions
of Parliament. I cannot see the consis-
tency of those persons who advocate pay-
ment of Ministers and delegates-who
never lose an opportunity of paying them-
selves when they get a chance in any
department of pu blic life, and afterwards
declare themselves against the principle
of payment of members, which they know
to be a democratic, progressive, and most
certainly a just and equitable principle.
I trust that the effect of the discussion
will be that the affirmation of the prin-
ciple of the payment of members will 1)e
placed onl the records of thle House.

TaE PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) :I do not wish to follow the
practice of some lion. members opposite,
who wait until the last moment so that
they may have the final word in a debate.
That is not my practice at any time, and
certainly will not be my practice onl the
present occasion. I have expressed my-I
self on this question of payment of
members in previous debates in the As-
seambly' , and I believe I have always
taken a moderate view. I have not
looked up what I have said on those
previous occasions, but I do not think I
have ever spoken very strongly against
the payment of members, although I have
always opposed the system. Speaking
from memnory, I think I have said that, in
principle, the system seems to be a very
good one. lIt seems fair enough that a

person who gives up his time to represent
the people of the colony in Parliament.
and incurs a great deal of expense in the
matter, should be reimbursed any ex-
penses he isput to. But while the system
may be good in theory, it has not worked
out so well in practice. In that view I
am supported by gentlemen who occupy
positions in this Housse, and whose niews
I will quote. Amongst these gentlemen
is the bon. member for Geraldton, who,
to Jul last year, expressed similar views

to myownalthough I confess thata
week ortwo afterwardsl he spoke in a
different way. Indeed I believe that on
the latter occasion lie proposed a motion
in favour of payiuen t df members; and I
can only ascribe that to a change of views
on the hon. member's part in a very short
time. The words of the hon. member
appear in the Hansard of the 29th July,
1896, and I can vouch for the accuracy of
the report because I remember the speech.

MR. Suarsow: Then Haneard is right
onl this occasion?

THE PREMIER: I remember your
remarks; but if the lion. member says
Hansard is not Correct, we shall have to
accept his denial. This is what the hon.
member said:

With regard to the principle of payment of
nmernbers, I bave ever been an advocate of it,
as I could never find any solid reason against
it; though I must s9ay that, since its introduc-
tion throughout Australia, it has been an
abject failure. I consider that failure is not
duie to any weakness of the principle, but
simply to the means that have been adopted
to sccure individual members withi means of
subsistence. That is a mnatter that should
never be in the hands of any Government, so
as to give them, tile power of allotting salaries
placed in their hands- a power that could be
worked very much to the injury of the
country. It is known that it has been worked
to the injury of one of the colonies, and that
there a majority was kept together for years
by the threat that, if certain members did not
give their support to doubtful measures, the
Government would demand a dissolution, and
members would have to risk their re-election
and their salaries. To my mind the principle
is unassailable; but the payment of members
should come from the people who seleet the
candidate. Give then, absolute choice, and if
a man is unable to give all his time, let the
people put their hands in their own pockets.
In that way there would be a spirit of in-
dependence established right through the prin-
ciple, that selection should be as wide as
possible, so that the manhood of the country
should have the opportunity of returning
members to Parliantent.
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These are the views of the hon. member
for Geraldton. [MR. SiMPSON: Rear.]
Whien the membher for Central Murchison
(Mr. flhingworth) arrived in this country
somve years ago, seeking his fortune, like
many others who have come here to assist
in developing the country and make it
their home, he travelled from Albany to
Perth with the lion. member for Plan-.
tageniet (Mr. Hassell), and the member
for the Irwin (Mr. Phillips). During
the journey lie warned those hon.
members that the one thing that should
be avoided in this country was paynient
of members. [Ma. ILLINGORon: I do
not think I said so.] That statement
hias been made by both those lion.
members in the House, and has not been
denied by the lion, member for Central
Murchison. It is reported in Hansard
that the lion. mneml)SY for Central
Murchison told the hiou. members to
whom I have referred, that paymeiit of
nmemnbers had worked much evil in
Victoria. That was the opinion of the
lion. member for Central Murchison after
years of experience as a citizen and
politician in that colony. It is apleasant
feature of this discussioni that no party
question is involved. Hon. members cani
speak, aiid vote on this Bill as they think
fit. I do not mean to say that lion. mnem-
bers do not do that in every case, but Nve
know that certain influences are brought
to bear on the decision of mnany qunestions
which come before the House. On this
question, however, we are all free, and
members of the Government and ever-
inember of the House canl express his
opinion, and vote just as lie pleases. I
admit this is all abstract motion;
but my objection to it is that there has
been no demand throughout thme colony
for payment of members. It certainly
has been talked about at the general elec-
tions. Some persons in the audiences at
election meetings ]lave doubtless asked
candidates what their views were in re-
gard to it. In other cases members may
have volunteered their opinions, either
orally or iii their printed addresses;
but I maintain that this question has
never been placed before the people of the
colony as a question of politics. I say
that payment of members has not been
demanded by the people of the colony;
and I can name a dozen constitucricies or
more whose representatives ]lave neither

been asked a question on the subject, nor
volunteered any opinion in regard to it.

MR. GREGORY: Will you put it to the
country on a plebiscite?9

Tur PREMIER: I do not know that
even the lion, member for Albany said
anything about it.

A MEMBER: He said he would not
vote for it.

Tun PREMIER: Well, in that case I
will not say ankything agaiiist him. This
is a very important matter of social legis-
lation; and before we even take upon
ourselves to assent to the principle, we
should bring it before the constituencies
in order that they may have something to
say in regard to it. I do not think we
have any right to pay ourselves without
the consent of the people of the colony.
The lion. member is very wi se in saying
he only wanits us to assent to a prin-
ciphe: but there is no reason whatever
why, if this principle is assented to, the
Government should not bring in a Bill
amd ask the House to approve of it.
Resolutions of Parliament are gei-nlly
taken as instructions to the Government,
and it is therefore useless for the hd%.
inember to say that this is a mnere abstract
resolution which means nothing. It
means this, if carried, that the Govern-
ment are practically directed to bring in
a Bill to carry out the wishes of this
House. Therefore., I wish lion. members
not to run away with the idea that this
is only talk. I thinkl it is a most impu-
dent thing that we, as soon as we are
elected, should at once set to work to
pass a Sill to pay ourselves, though we
have never been asked to do so by
the people who sent uts here. [MR.
GREGORY: I Was.] I think you pro-
posed it. They did not ask youi. [MR.
GREGORY: Yes, they did.] I deny that
it has ever been plated before the country
as a question : Shall we hlave payment
of members or shll we not?

A lEMBER: It has been before the
country for years.

Tun PREMIER: It has been before
the country in talk only; and it should
not be one of our first actions after taking
our seats, to pay ourselves thousands of
pounds a year. It is all very well for
tme member for North Coolgardie to sa'y
that the position of a member of Parlia-
ment carries with it great obligations and
a great amount of work. Are there not
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two sides to the question? If it were
not so, how is it that people are so eager
to become members of Parliament? I
will tell hon. members the reason why,

diety;but before I do so I should Like
to ef~ tosome o the observations

which have been mande in regard to the
salaries of Ministers, as an argument why'
members should be paid. I deny that
Ministers are paid for their services in
this House. If it were so, then all I can
say is that no pay that can be offered its
or that is likely to be offered us would
ever be an adequate comtpenisation for the
worry and trouble and badgering to
which we are subjected in this House. I
am sure that the worry T endured last
night. when I tried' to do mny duty in
regard to a matter before the House, was
worth several hundreds of pounds. Do
von think I would undergo so much worry
if it were a matter of payment 11At any
rate, I do not admit for a moment that
my services in this House are paid for.
Any emoulnient I receive is for the work
I dlo outside this House, anti not in
it. It has often been argued that the
hon. the Speaker and the Chairman of
Commnittees receive payment; but they
are not paid because they are members of
Parliament, but because they have special
and additional duties cast upon themt-
onerous and troublesome duties which no
other members are subjected to. I do
not wish to say that, in theory, the prin-
ciple of payment of mem bers does not
seem very reasonable; Ibut my objection
to it is that paid members make a trade
of politics. They make it a business, and
make a, living out of it. An hen. member
said I was a professional politician. I
amn a professional politician to this extent,
that I devote all my time, every bit of
it, to the service of this colony. But I
ant not dependent for a, Living, I am glad
to say, upon the emoluments of the offices
I hold. That is tme difference. If I
were to go out of office to-morrow, I
should be a richer man, as far as money
is concerned, than I am at the present
mnomenst.

A MEMBER: There are very few
premiers in Australia like you, in that
respect.

Tim PREMIER: I think there must
be; because almost every other avenue of
employment is closed to persons holding
such responsible positions. There are

dozens of honourable and remunerative
offices-such as directorships of public
companies-which I could obtain to-
morrow, were I to abandon my Ministerial
position, and in which, I have no doubt,
I could earn a great deal more money
than I am in receipt of at the present
time. I have refused every one which
has been offered to me. That must be
the case with every mian who occupies a
position such as this. Business people
like to have on their boards of directors
persons who are prominent in the comn-
munity. I object to making a trade or
business of politics. Moreover, I deny
that one class of people in the communjty
is~ necessarily superior to another class. I
do not believe that all the wisdom in the
world belongs to the people who have got
nothing-that all the wisdom and all the
honesty' rest with the needy persons.
I do not believe for one moment that
the needy man makes the best politician.
Of course there are exceptions to every
rule. You might find in the most
needy man in the world one of the most
high-minded, honourable, and ablest poli-
ticians you eve- came across; but it is
not the rule; therefore I deny the asser-
tion that, because a man happens to be
humble and has nothing, hie is, for that

Ireason, in any way superior to a man
Iwho, by his own energy or for any other
reason, has acquired a little more of this
world's goods. In fact, I will go a step
further, and say that needy persons are
not so good as men in easy circum-
stances, in regard to their fitness to
hold public positions. It is a very
hard mnatter for a man to do his duty in
a public post, when hie is harassed, and
pulled this way' and that way, by reason
of his personal necessities. We know the
old saying, that the empty sack will not
stand up- But put a little corn into it,
and it will stand quite well. Whien a

Iman is subject to the troubles and
difficulties arising from poverty, the strain
on him is far greater than that on a man
mn easy circumstances. Do we not see it
every day, in our owvn experience, where
men with whom we have been associated
all our lives, and whom we have always
respected and honoured, get into diffi-
culties, become what we call "shard
up," and fall away into evil courses ?
WThen we hear of it, we say, we

-never thought hie would have dlone
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such a thing! But why has he done
it ? He has not been strong enough
to stand up against adversity. If those
bard times had not come upon him be
would still have been the honourable and
high-minded man whom we formerly
respected. The juan of moderate means,
the man wvho is neither rich nor poor,
is the best man for a public ])osition.
The position of a member of Parliament
is a very lionourable one. We all feel,
when we enter these balls of legislature,
that we occupy a high and hionouble
office in the Legislative Assembly of this
country. What does the office do
for a man? Why, it lifts him lip;
puts him right above his fellows.
Nearly every nan in this House-
I may say every mn-is in a far
better position to-day than hie was when
hie entered it. He is a representative of
the people of this country, and is respected
and honoured. wherever hie goes. If he
is not, it is his own fault; and even in
that case, he is respected and hionoured
to a far greater degree than before lie
entered Parliament. If it were not so,
there would be no reason for the desire
which most people have to enter this
House. A member of Parliament has
also many practical advantages. The
free pass over our railways is worth
money, especially to a man who travels
much; and, what is more, if he leaves this
colony, hie has a free pass over all the
railways of Australasia., and is received
with hionour and respect wherever lie goes.
Is that nothing ? "No," say some hon.
menibers, "unless you put the golden sove-
reigns into his pocket." I say there is not,
and never has been, in this colony, any lack
of candidates for this hionourable office;
and now that we are becoming more and
more prosperous, and people are flocking
to our shores, it will be more and more
difficult every year for men to get into
Parliament Everyone knows the ad-
vanitages conferred by the position, not
only here but in the other colonies and
throughout the world. If it were not so,
how is it that so many candidates aspire
to it? Payment of members, in my,
opinion, would in no way enhance the
position, but, on the contrary would
lower it. No one can now say that men
come into this House for what they, cani
get out of it, or for the sake of making a
living. Everyone must admnit that the

members of this Assembly enter Parlia-
ment because they are ambitious of
serving their country; and that is their
great aspiration. Can anyone tell me-
I appeal to the hon. member for
Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth)
who knows, for he has been there-that
the legislatures of the other Australian
colonies have improved since the iiitro-
ductiomn of paynment of members? Where
are they? Point to the leading men
in their legislatures now, and compare
them wvith the great men, not of yester-
day, but of twenty and thirty years ago-
the men who, in Victoria, South Australia,
and New South Wales, are landmarks
in the history of Australia. And they
were not men who were attracted to Par-
liament by the offer of payment. On the
contrary, they, were there to do their best
for their countr,*y, and to try to build up
this nation on a solid foundation. If
there are constituencies which have a
difficulty in finding men to represent
them, then I say it would be a very easy
matter for the people, if they were really
in earnest, to find the £200 a year, or
whatever sumn was requisite to recompense
their member. I do not suppose anyone
expects that the payment here would be
more than £2200 a year: and it would be
an easy matter to raise this small sum
for the man of thei- choice, if he himself
were unable to find the means. But the
people of this country will not do it.
They will not put their hands in their
pockets, notwithstanding what the hon.
member for North-East Coolgardie (Mr.
Vosper) has said. They might do it for
one session; but if a man were dependent
on the money received from his constitu-
ents, everyone knows that his income
would fall very short of his expectations.
We have not far to go to see how munch
gratitude even the people of our own
nation feel for men who have served their
country, not for a day or two, but for a
long time. Sir Henry Parkes dlied in
abject poverty ! His books, and all the
little curios lie had collected, weire sold
under the hammer a, few days before his
death. He was in absolute want on his
death bed. Then there is Sir Grahamn
Berry-once the idol of the people. He
is a, poor mn to-day, and what do we
find ? They, cannot raise the mere
trifle required to keep the old man
who is no longer able to hold his own. He
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has served his country faithfully, according
to his light and ;ability, and whbat is the
result? The Parliament of Victoria will not
give him even a meagre pittance for the few
years he has to live. [MR. GREGORY:
They have paid him.] I have Sir George
Turner's statement that they could not
get support for a proposal to give him a
few hundred pounds a year; and they
now propose a voluntary contribution
from members themselves. If people will
not do it for men like these, who have
left their mark on Australian historyv, is
it likely that the constituents of the lion.
member for North-East Coolgardie are
going to supply him with money to keep

hmin his place? It is not likely. Those
who advocate this principle know very
well that, unless they can put it on the
statute boo0k, they have no certainty that
the money will be forthcoming. The
member for North Coolgardie (Mr.
Gregory) has advocated this principle
in a moderate manner-in a way, I
am sume. that I may thank him for,
and that everyone else will thank him
for. But it seems to me that he has not
convinced us that it is desirable or neces-
sary. I have shownl the many advan-
tages which hon. members at presentenjoy.
Let no lion, member boast of what he is
doing for the country; for, if I were an
elector, I would say: " Look at what the
country does for y-oul We allow you
to travel free all over our railways.
Wherever you go you are honoured aind
respected in a far higher degree than you
were before von became our member.
But you want the honour and the money
too. Well, you cannot have bo0th. If you
want honour, have honlour; but you canl-
not have honour and money combined "
The hion. member for North Coolgat-die
is fortunate in having a large consti-
tuency. How much trouble would it
give his constituents to contribute one or
two shillings each per year in order to
pay a salary of two or three hundred
pounds to the member whom they re-
turned for such an important and influen-
tial district? It would be a small matter
indeed. Four thousand people contri-
buting a shilling a head would give.£200.
The whole thing could be done ini a inoiment
if the will was there; but the will is not
there. The people in those districts do
not want to pay their members, unless
they can have them paid out of the

national exchequer. To that they have
no0 objection whatever; perhaps, because
they will not stop to think that they
themselves must contribute to that ex-
penditure. But they arc not willing
to contribute for this purpose even one
shilling per alimnum-the price of a
whisky-amid-soda in the hion. member's
district -and he has to come here
and ask this House to pass a Bill
authorising the Treasurer of the colony
to pay to each member £16 or £25 per
month. Of course we all know that the
country could well afford to pay the
money, if it were necessary. At £200 a
year it amounts to £14,000 per annum in
thle aggregate. But if I had an oppor-
tunity of talking to the people of the
country, I do not know that I would be
ulnable to convince them-in view of the
fact. that, there is no demand for this
change, and that there are so many appli-
cants for these honourable positions- that
it would be better for us to borrow haif -
a-million of money for the &trrying out
some work of public utility, and use
this money to pay the interest on that
loan, rather than to give it to per-
sons who are only too anxious to
represent the people of this country for
the sake of the honour of doing so, apart
from any question of payment. Hon.
members have asked to be elected for the
sake of the honour- attaching to the
position. Is it right that they should
turn round and say: " 0, well, never mind
the honour: we will h ave a little money
too." I say that th is change has not been
asked for, and is not wanted in this
colony at the present day. 'When it is
wanted, when the various constituencies
ay.,. clearly and precisely, after the
issue has been put before them,
that they require payment of mem-
bers, then it will be time for us to
deal' with the matter, knowing that ourr
constituents are at our back. I do not
deny that some chance expressions of
opinion may have been given, when
members were seeking the suffrages of
the electors. The question, for instance.
may have been asked: " Are von ir
favour of payment of members ?" ThE
answer may have been 'Yes." If it had
been "No," there would have been no
more dissent than there was when it was
answered in the affirmative.

A MEMBER: Ho"- would von prove it?

Paymout of Members:
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THE PREMIER: I wvould prove it by
making it a cry at a general election.
We must remember that there are
lots of candidates. As a rule, lion.
members whom I see around me have
come forward wvithout being asked to do
so. A man aspires to be a member of
Parliament, and sends out a manifesto
stating that he wants to contest the seat.
No one takes him by the throat and says:
"You must be our member !" He
desires to become a member, and knows
how advantageous it will be to him in
his business. The lion. member for East
Perth knows very well that "WI. James,
Esq., M.t.A.," is a better title than " Ar.
Walter James, of St. George's rrerrae;"
and others know it too. By means of
this distinction they obtain directorships
of companies and other lucrative appoint-
ments. It is all very well to say there
is no money in it. It is an honourable
position, and people are glad to get it. [A
MEMBER: How is it they dlie poor ?J Be-
cause they like honour, and are not always
looking for money. I see no reason why
this matter should have been brought for-
ward. But does the hon. member (Air.
Gregory) think he has taken quite the
right course, in bringing up a great con-
troversial question like this without con-
sulting anyone? Thtis not 'my view of
the duties of an hon. member; and it is
not the proper way of dealing with a great
social question. He says he wants an
expression of opinion; but I do not know
why lie should want an expression of
opinion on this, more than on the hundreds
of other questions which are agitating
the public mind. These questions should
not be dealt with in this off -hand -way.
They should be taken up iby some person
responsible to this House. If the hon.
member for Albany (Mr. Leake) or a
member of the Ministry took it up, then
we could understand it; but, when a
private member sets dlown this question
before us and demands an expression of
opinion on it, I very much doubt whether
he can give us any precedent for his
action, unless it was done after consul-
tation with a considerable number of
members. That the bon. member says
he has not done. At the same time, I
thank him for the moderate and proper
speech with which he introduced it. But
I see no reason for the change. I wish
to tell hon. members and the people of

this country that it is all bwinbug to say
that there are not two Sides to this
question. There is a great advantage,
whether in business or in private life, in
being a member of Parliment; and that
phase of the question is entirely over-
looked. If it goes to a vote, I shall not
try to influence even my colleagues, or
anyone else in this House; but I shall
vote against the motion.

At 6-30 pin. the SPEAKER left the
chair.

At 7-30 p.m. the SPEAKER resumed the
Chair.

MR. KENNY (North Murchison):
There is nothing new in the arguments
which have been brought forward, either
for or against the motion. The samie
arguments have been used throughout
the whole of the Australasian colonies,
whenever this question has come up for
discussion. We might as well try to
keep back the sea with a, broom as try to
prevent payment of members from coming
into force in Western Australia. It is
one of those measures that may be
retarded, but sooner or later the people's
voice is bound to be heard and their
request granted. Much has been asserted
about the failure of the system in Vic-
toria and other colonies. But there are
two sides to the question. Some nim-
bers cite the system as a failure, while
other members just as strongly maintain
that it has been a wonderful success.
Not long ago I was in Victoria on what
might be called an educational trip.
I made inquiries as to the effect of
payment of members of the Legislative
Assembly in that colony; and Mr.
Robinson, .M.G., whbo has held the

position as clerk in that House for 32
years, did not hesitate to express his
opinion on this point. That gentleman
told me, and gave me permission to
use the information, that he considered
the Victorian House of Parliament was
never more free from what might
possibly be termed political corruption
than at the present day, and that the
House was never lower in the scale of
political rectitude than when it drew
the whole of its members from what
had been termed the "wealthy lower
orders." The authority of Mr. Robinson
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ought to carry weight, and is certainly
worth quoting on this question. We
frequently look to the other colonies for
proper and safe guidance in our political
actions, and on this particular question
we hare a very strong example set us.
Western Australia to-day stands out as
the only colony of the group that does
not pay its members. There was one
thing I could not help noticing when in
Victoria, and that was the really- good
feeling which appeared to prevail thirough-
out the House, and the great considera-
tion that appeared to be given to those
who represent the labouring classes
of Victoria; and, in talking over the
matter with some of the membhers there,
and speaking of the present Premier, the
Right Hon. Sir George Turner, and bis
jprevious political experience, and the
very strong htold, which I do not think
anybody can deny, the Turner Govern-
nment possesses in Victoria, to-day' , I was
told that there was no question at all
about it hut that this strong hold was
due largely to the fact that Sir George
Turner thoroughly recognised the honesty
and uprightness of the men who repre-
sented the laboturing classes. It has
been said that pa 'yment of members
creates professional politicians. Possibly
that mnar' be so to a certain degree;
but we must not lose sight of the
fact that it will enable many good
and tr-ue men to take their seats in this
House at the wishes of the people of
this colony, who cannot avail themselves
of that opportunity now, owing to the
absence of payment of members. The
Premier said that the lpeople of this
colony dlid not ask for payment of mem-
bers. As a reprdsentative of the North
Murchison, I say most emphatically they
asked for it there. Not only that, but
they pledged me to support a measure
when ibroughit forward. [THE PREMIER:
I expect you offered to.] The Premier
twitted me the other night, when I an-
nounced myself as the representative of
the picks and shovels of the North
Murchison, with the fact that I did not
use the pick and the shovel now.

THE PREMIER: I never said anything
about it.

AIn. KENNY: I admit I do not use
the pick and shovel now, but I did and
many of us did. If we had payment of
members, we would see in this House men

who had been drawn from the drives and
shafts of the various goldfields of the
colouy. While possibly payment of
members may bring into this House un-
desirable persons, it will also bring nany
who are much superior to myself and
others who are doing our best for those
who sent us here. Nobody can tell how
the boot pinches but those who wear it,
and it is those who wear the hoot on the
go ldflelds of the colony who should be
represented. For that alone I feel j usti-
fied in advocating pa'ymnent of members.
There are some who have a decided
11bjection to payment, as they think it
would be undignified for them to receive
he paynent. The honour and glory of

serving their cotmtrY is good enough for
them. There is no denying the fact that
such members would not be compelled to
take the nmey' . Tihey are not obliged to
spend the money on themselves, and
there are some glorious examples of this
even in the other colonies. There is one
in particular who, although he strongly
fought against great odds whien the qules-
tion first came lip inl theVictorian House--
a gentleman who fought against the prin-
ciple-when payment of members became
an accomplished fact, he never drew his
money. Any members here who have
ainy difficulty on that score can follow the
good example of that gentleman. He
was undoubtedly one of the ablest and
best men who ever stood in the Aus-
tralian colonies, the late Chief Justice
Higinbotham. As far as the principle
goes, it most certainly has been a good
one. I am prepared to say' that possibly
payment of members would lead to a
certain amount of abuse; but, in justice to
both sides of the question, we cannot
shut our eyes to the fact that already
payment has produced some really good
and solid men. If we look around to our
sister colonies, we will find examples
there. Go into Queensland, and what do
we find ' Many of the prominent labour
members there would be an ornament even
to the House of Commons in England.
Who was it that unearthed that peculiar
transaction of some years ago that is now
being exposed to the public gaze of these
colonies in connection with the National
Bank of Queensland? And there are
many other things which have been
exposed that never would have seen the
light of clay, if it had not been that men
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were enabled by payment of members to
take a position in the House which other-
wise would have been denied them.
Queensland is not the only House that
can boast of really honest party repre-
sentatives of labour. Let us go to New
South Wales. I had the pleas-Lre of
spending some evenings there not long
ago during theo debate on the Federal
Bil, and I say that'iu the New South
Wales Assembly the debating power, to
a great extent, is held on the side that is
representing labour. We coins to Vie-
toia, and there I am sure no one in this
House will attempt to gainsay the fact
that Victoria to-day can boast of some of
the finest specimens of manhood in
politics of any of the other colonies.
The leader of the labour body, who
I am proud to call my friend, Mr.
Trenwith, would be an ornament and a
credit to any position throughout the
Australian colonies. And to come to our
own colony, I have had a, lifelong ex-
perience in it, and, whatever may be the
opinion of others, I have no hesitation in
saying that there are men wielding the
pick and the shovel on the fields of this
colony who would certainly, if elected and
placed here as the representatives of their
fellow workers, be as. great a credit to
this House as the labour muembers are to
the Houses in the other colonies. I feel
I would be wanting in my duty, and
false to iny pledges, if I did not record
mny vote in favour of the motion now before
the House.

Ma. RASON (South Murchison): I do
not care to give a silent vote on this
question; therefore, I will briefly state
the reasons which have decided me to
record my vote as I intend to do.
Nothing has been attempted to be ad-
vanced against the principle of the motion
which the hon. member for North
Coolgardie has introduced. I think it
impossible to do so. Approacah the
matter in any light, as a matter of prin-
ciple, and it is impossible to deny that
the principle is the right one. Above
that the position, as far as I rni concerned,
is this: the question was made a hurning
one in my electorate, not at my desire-
it was certainly not introduced by ne~-
but the question was asked ine on several
occasions, and it was brought more
forcibly home to me when I was asked,
if returned, would I introduce a, motion

in favour of paymient of membersP I
said I would not; but that, if a motion
was introduced by anyone else, as there
was no gainsaying the principle, I should
feel bound to vote for it. I have been
informed on the best authority, and I
know it, that my lukewarm conduct as
regards payment of members lost me a
great number of votes. If I had jumped
at the question, and said I wouild intro-
duce a motion, I would have received
many more votes tihan I did receive.
The only argument, or attempt at argu-
mnent, I have heard to-dsx, or ait
any other time, is that the non-
payment of members keeps ont an
undesirable class of politicans. If that
can be admitted as an argumient, it
is, at the same time, a proof of injustice,
because it is an admission that you are
preventing, by non-paymient of members.
electorates from returning mien they
wish to. 'Whether it is undesirable or not
does not come into the justice of the th ing.
If the non-payment keeps out undesirable

.persons, it keeps out, at the same timne,
some persons that the electors wish to have
representing them. I should be sorry to
think that I owe my seat to the fact that
there was no payment of members. I do
not think so, and I would be sorry to
think that any mnember owed his seat to
the fact that somebody else would have
coins forward if there had been payment
of mnembers. I think it is only commion
justice to the electors of this colony,
if they are anxious to provide pay-
ment of memblers, so that they may
have a perfectly free' choice in the
persons they wish to represent them,
that they should be allowed that free
choice. The motion of the hon. member
merely asks to affirm a principle, which
has been adopted in every civilised
country in the world except Great Britain,
and there it has been affirmed on two
distinct occasions. If I thought for a
moment that the mere affirmation of the
principle would lend to hasty legislation,
then, although hound to vote for the
motion, I should very much regret it;
but I do not think so, and, having given
a distinct promise, I cannot depart from it.

MR. CONOLLY (Dundas): The motion
before the House is one which has been
accepted by all the leading nationalities of
the world. This forward step is only one
indication of the general course of evolu-
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tion which is taking place in society
throughout the world. Men are seeking
to-day to obtain the benefits of the ad-
vanced and improved state of education,
of which people before to-day did not get
the advantage. MAen now felt that they
were capable intellectually of filling the
position of representatives of the people,
and fraing laws for the benefit of the
country. At the present moment there
are many people who are able and ready
to do this, and who are only restricted
from so doing owing to their financial
circumstances. I consider that for the
benefit of the country, and in ordinary
fairness and justice, these people who
are intellectually capable of fillig such
positions should not be restrained from
doing so because they may not have the
financial qualifications. This motion is
specially applicable to a country which
has, not the old traditions of the European
nations. Here we are a new country, and
the general average of eduication in these
young countries is invariably of a higher
standard than in older countries. I do
not say that individual people in older
countries are not more enlightened and
wiser in their special lines than people
are here, but I contend that the average
state of education is superior in the
colonies to what it is in the countries
of the old world. That being so is
a special argument why, in a country
like this, people who have the intel-
lectual power should be enabled to fill
the position of Parliamentary represen-
tatives, and to assist in framing the
laws and general legislation of the colony
in which they live. I think it is only
right for this reason alone that this
measure should not only be ratified, but
that it should b-e put into operation as
soon as possible. The right hon. the
Premier spoke of the impudence of
certain hon. members who so early after an
election had taken. the opportunity of
bringing, forward this measure as if they
were passing a, Bill to pay themselves.
For my part, if it is necessary to go to
the country on this question, I am ready
to do so. I do not think it is a, question
of impudence. I think that, considering
the conditions which exist in this colony,
paymient of members is only right, and
that it should be made the law in any young
country like this. It is undoubtedly true,
as the member for Pilbarra, (Mr. Kings-

mill) stated, that there are members in
this House-i have the honour to be
one-to whom it is a very great expense,

*not only to represent a constituency here,
but to travel from one end of their con-
stituencies to the other. The railway

*pass to me is a matter of very smnall
Iconsequence, as the railway cannot be
used for getting round my constituency;
but to members who are in touch w %ith
the railway system 110 doubt it is a
benefit. To those members who are

Iliving in distant districts it is a source of
expense to represent their constituency

Ihere, and it is a source of expense to visit
i the elctors within the limits of their own
ivast districts. Looking at this mnotion.
ifrom both sides fairly and equital ly,
looking, at its advantages and disadvan 1 -
taes, I think that the balance of good is

Iinfinitely in favour of the motion. For
this reason I shall give it mny support.

Ma . MORAN : I do not look upon th is
motion as an abstract one that is to have
no result. I do not mind saying that I
should like to see this prneiple established
from the commencement of this Parlia-
nient, because I would like to have the
money for doing the work-that is plain
enough. I do not suppose there is ain
hon. mnember in this House who, if he
speaks his miind, would not use the very
same language. The question of the
amnount which it may be decided to pay
to hon. members is also one of great im-
portance to me. I do not believe in
giving members £C200 a year. If you
are going to pay members of Parlia-
ment, who have the highest functions in
the land to perform, and who have the
destinies of this colony in their hands,
you should pay them a sum sufficient to
place them above the needs of ordinary
life. The right hon. the Premier says
that members are sufficiently paid in
having the honour of representing the
people. I take a practi c view of this
question. I know there are many good
men in every constituency -- in mny own
constituency and in everyone of the gold-
field constituencies- good and desirable
men who could well and adequately fill
the position here of representatives of the
people, but who cannot give the whole of
their time to the work. Take the case of
thenmember for West Kimberley: he lives
at Perth, and has his business here. He
does not feel the hardship of having to

Payment of Members.



570 Payment of' Members: fASMYJ DbtonhePicpe

travel over his constituency for two or
three weeks to visit his constituents, as
the member for North Coolgardie has to
do; who has to go at his own expense
to each of the three or four large centres
in his electorate. I had the honour of
representing North Coolgardie once, and
I know what the work is. The right
I-ou, the Premier admits that the prin-
ciple of the motion is sound. I hold
that the way to arrive at truth is
to take it in the abstract. If a principle
be good and true, but does not work well
in practice, there is something wrong
in the application of it. One of the
arguments used by the right hon.
gentlemian against payment of memn-
bers was that in the other colonies the
paid members axe tuld that. if they' will
not vote as the Government wishes tbem,
they will be sent back to their con-
stituencies. W-hatever may be the
amiount of truth in that, I would ask
whether it has not been the unpaid
Parliaments in the other colonies that
have contracted the enormous debts
which those colonies at present possess ?
In Queensland a gigantic, scandal con-
nected with the Queensland National
Bank is being exposed by the labour
membhers. We have been told that, if
pay-ment of members is carried, an un-
desirable class of politicians will be
brought in. If the members who have
succeeded in exposing this great scandal
are an undesirable class of politicians,
then the more we have of them the better.
I know intimately every member of the
labour party in South Australia and in
Victoria. The members of that party in
Queensland I know in a lesser degree.
Of thle N.S.W. labour party I have not the
same knowledge; - but, ats far as South
Australia and Victoria are concerned, it is
an honour to mix with such mnen. It is a
credit to any, country to produce such a
man as Trenwith-the leader of the labour
party in Victoria. But he is a, profes-
sional politician, of course, and is there-
fore an undesirable politician. In. South
Australia. to-day there is no more honour-
able or desirable class of politicians than
the labour members. I have been to their
meetings, I have lived and travelled
about with them for months, and I know
that their aspirations arc of the highest
kind, and that they have nothing but the
good of the country at heart; and I deny

Ipoint blank that it is owing to payment of
members that any misfortunes have fallen
upon the Eastern colonies. All the huge
swindles there have been worked by those
to whom £300 a year would be a, mere
fleabite. The huge swindle of the Queens-
land National Bank was worked by men
to whom the payment of members was a,

Imere bagatelle; and this swindle is being
exp~osed, and its repetition will be pre-

Ivented in the future by the very men who
were brought into existence by payment
of members. There is no one in this
House who believes that the present
Government have any skeletons of that
kind in their cupboard. We do, not say
so, but we say:- If these men in the other
colonies have been the means of purifying
finance and purifying legislation, if they
ha-ve become a wath-dog on the public
exchequer, the time will come when
this class of people will be required here.
In reference to the only other argument
of the Premier-that there arc plenty of
canldidates for Parliament who do not
,Want papncnt-.-I will ask any man in
this House whether, if he -were running a
large warehouse or financial concern, he
would accept the services of a man who
offered to work for nothing? I say, No.
Hie woud rather pay the man a fair
thing and trust to his honesty afterwards.
Our members of Parliament are merely
humuan, like anybody else. They have
proved themnselves very human in other
parts of the world; and the most human
of them have been those who do not
believe in payment of members. The
great swindles have been carried out hry
those who deal in thousands and not in
tens. Now we have one professional
politician in this House. We cannot
imagine the Premier of the colony selling
groceries behind a counter. We cannot
imagine him apart from politics. The
greatest example of a professional poli-
tician in the whole of Australasia to-day
is Sir John Forrest, the Premier of this4
colony. The Premier understands the
reference. He knows that there is not
the slightest taint of reflection upon him
in the expression. He knows perfectly
well, and the country knows, that it
would have been a bad thing for Wes-
tern Australia to-dlay .-if the Premier
of this colony had riot been it, pro-
fessional politician. It would have been
a bad thing for this country-starting,
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as it did, upon a new political life--if
there had not been somebody at the head
of affairs who was prepared to devote
himself, nit and day, as the Premier
has done-and we honour him for it--
to the supervision of the a-ffairs of this
counatry. He has been enabled, as he said
himself, to devote his whole time to the
politics of the colony. He said this after-
noon :"I have no time for anything
else." Nobody ever imagines the Premier
doing anything, else. We know that ie
is, perhaps, the hardest worker in this
colony; and, if the Premier had been
unable to do that, we should have Lost
the services of the ablest professional
politician in the colony to-day. Portmx-
ately for him, lie is above the everyday
necessities of life. But I would poin~t
out that y ouing lln starting political life
in this colony-young men such as the
majority of the members here-are not
in the same position. They have to
struggle on as best they can. Those of
them who came here from other colonies
did not come because they were rich and
independent: they came here to better
themselves; and, if they have a desire to
take part in politics, they are none the
less honrourabLe, none the Less desirable,
and none the less able to do justice to all
parties because they think they should
have a fair thing from the country in
return for their services and expenses.
I will conclude by contradicting the
assertion of the Premier that the country
has not asked for this change; and
also to refer to the pointed assertion
of the member for West Kimberley
(Mr- A. Forrest), that all the Victorians
whom he had ever met said: " Above all
things, do not introduce payment of
members! " I happen to represent a
constituency out of which 999 people in
a thousand are from the other colonies,
and only one in 1,000 belongs to W.A.
How is it that the people on the goldfields
-comning, as they do almost to a man,
from the Eastern colonies -have not
found out the ciurse which payment of
members is said to bring upon a country ?
Why, no man, were he ever so popular,
would have a chance of being returned
for Coolgardie if he were opposed to pay-
nient ofimembers. That is a&sine qud non
in practical home politics. Every man
believes in it them- the rich as well as
the poor. Nobody raises his voice against

it. We have heard a great deal of the
advantages enjoyed by mnemblers of Par-
liament; but it must not be forgotten
that they bare to run the gauntlet of
every possible public subscription that
comes round. We are called upon, more
than any, other class in the community,
to subscribe to everything that is going;
and, as far as I am concerned, I amn per-
fectly certain that £9200 per annum
would not repay me for what the
public have cost me in subscriptions
since I have been in this House. There-
fore it is only fair that members of
Parliament should be supplied with at
least some of the sinews of war to enable
them to uphold the position. That money
will find its way back to the public; and
we know that every politician in Australia
can see doom ahead of him: every man
who sticks to politics is going to die in
the poorhouse. We are all going to be
Sir Graham Berrys and Sir Henry
Parkeses: we are all going to have the
glory and honiour in the next world, and
misery and starvation in this, if we stick
to professional politics. [Mn. DOHERTY:

Give it up, old man.] There is a certain
fascination about it; and, if I gave it up,
some less desirable party might get
into the House. If payment of members
were instituted to-morrow, every single
member in this House would be re-
elected-il nobody else stood against
him. I am glad the Government have
not made this a party question.; and it is
just as well not to make a party question
of a, thing, if you are going to be beaten
upon it. The Government have shown
their good taste in this matter. The
Premier has showvn his tact. He shows
that his opposition to this proposal
is not of a very strenuous kind; and
I know perfectly well that he will
be able to lend a hand to make it
workable. I want to say, in conclusion,
that I expect the Government to take this
motion as a direct mandate from this
House, and to give it legislative effect.
There are no highi-class polities about this
motion. It is a very practical demand
from this Assembly for some of the good
things of the world. If the Government
do not, at a very early stage, give practical
offect to this motion, I shall be one of the
first to move that they are not carrying
out the wishes of the House. It is a
change in the home politics of Western
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Australia, and I believe it is going to be
carried by) a majority of this Rouse; and
if it be carried, there is no sense whatever
in allowing it to lie dormant. I have
great pleasure in supporting the motion.
I brought it forward myself two or three
years ago in this Assembly, and I was
very poorly supported. We can see how
big a change has taken place siuce then.
The verdict of the country has had its
effect upon this House. The Premier
knows that, years ago, when I mentioned
this matter, I did niot get one-fourth
of the Chamber to support ins. Blow,
therefore, can hie say that the people
have not asked for it? Here is a
majority of this Assembly who have been
pledged to support this idea. It is a
distinct advance in public opinion, and it
would be foolish to disregard the mandate
of the people. The public believe in it.
They believe in paying those who are
working for them; and it is a wise
Government whic;h takes tie by tie
forelock, and does not wait to be blamned
for not carrying out the wishes of the
people as expressed in this House.

lip. 11LINOWORTH (Central Mur-
chison) : At the outset, I desire to
express my conviction that it would
be an improper thing and an indecent
thing for this House to vote itself
pay ment of members. I say that, unless
this House is prepared ' to deal with this
question in a constitutional way, by passing
a Bill for the amendment of the Constitu-
tion iii this particular, and going to the
country to test the feeling of the electors on
the subject, it would be an indecent thing
to pass a Bill which would pay the Mem-
bers of this House, who have been re-
turned to it on their honour, pledged to do
the work entrusted to them without any
pa-y at all.

MR. MORAN:. You need not take yours.
You can give it to the Hospital.

MR. ILLINGWORTH : With regaird
to myself, I have in my time done a very
great deal Of Public work of one sort and
another, and have never received a shilling
for doing it; and, if payment of members
becomes the law of thi s country, I shall 1)0
disposed to take something like the saine
course that was taken by the Hon.
George Higinbotbami in Victoria. Per-
haps I shall not take identically the same
course; but I shall take up the same
attitude that ho maintained. He sup

poited the Bill; he was a member of the
Ministry which passed it; but he took an
independent stand with regard to himself
personally, by saying that hie would never
place himself in a position in which it
would be open for anyone to say that he
was working for the public for money;
and he did not draw his pay. I want to
point out to hon. members the difference
b)etween advocating a. principle anid acting
independently as an individual. Dealing
with the motion itself, it is utterly im-
possible, I think, for any mnember who
faces this question to say anything else
than that, in a consistent, democratic
government, there must be payment of
memlbers. What do we find when we
look ait this House to-day ? Out of the
44 memnbers -who sit ini it, 27 are not
resident in the constituencies they repre-
sent. This clearly shows at the outset that
27 constituencies are compelled, by exist-
ing circumstances, to mnake their selection
of members to represent them from among
those who live outside their own boundaries.

IThe consequence, of this system might
Ibe the selection of men who are not so
well acquainted with the wants of the
constituency as the man who resides in
the district. The question of representa-
tionlhas to be faced. People have a right,
in a democratic country, to select their
own representatives, and I. want the
Premier to tak-e note of the point I try
to make hero. It is no answer to say
that aL constituency may send an iun-
desirable member. If a constituency
wants a, dishonour-able man as a repre-
sentative, that constituency has a, right to
send a disihonourable man to Parliament.
If there be a, constituency composed of
dishonest men, and they wanta dishonest
representative, by all the laws of justice
that constituency is entitled to the repre-
sentation it desires. I am, of course.
putting an extreme case. What I mean
is that a constituency has a right to make
its individual selection, and, in most cases,
a constituency gets the man who is good
enough for it. The right to vote for a.
representative must in all constituencies
tarry with it the right to sit; but a
disability exists through circumstances
over which the individual and the con-
stituiency have no control. A constituency
mnay desire to elect a certain man, but
that man is not in a position to leave his
district, his homne, and his work, and
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settle down in Perth for three, four, five,I
or six months in the year. To be a true
representative, a man must reside the
greater part of his time in Perth, and to
do that he must give up his ordinary
occupation. The answer has been made
that if a constituency desires a man to be
paid, the constituency should pay him,
The only effect of that would be to
return to this House men who would be
placed in an invidious position, and
would, p)erhaps, be pointed at as the
"bon. and paid members" for their con-
stituencies. The only way of getting over
the difficulty is to noake it a law of the land
that the representatives in Parliament
shall be paid out of the State coffers. The
question of amount is one that may be
discussed. We have to legislate, not forI
the highest standard but for the lowest.
If a constituency chose to select a man
whose abilities would enable him to earn
£22,000 a year, such a figure would not
be a proper standard of remuneration
for Parliament to fix. The standard
must be set at the other end. A man
who could earn £2,000 a year would be
free to give his time, if he so desired, to
Parliament. There arc not many mem-
bers who oppose this motion-indeed I
think there are scarcely any-but there
are some who seem to have an idea that
payment of members would bring nien of
dishonourable character into Parliament,
The Premier appealed to my opinion of
what I had seen in Victoria of the system.
I do not k-now that my opinion is worth
very much, as an individual opinion on a
broad question like this. If half a dozen,
twenty, or thirty men here on a visit say,
"Oh, well, whatever you do, keep back

payment of members,' that should not
be taken as an expression of the opinion
of the people. I was in Victoria before
they received their present constitution.'
I was at the first election and wvatclhed
politics all the time. As the result of
my observations, I say fearlessly that the
colony of Victoria suffered incalculable
wrong and injustice, from which they
have not yet recovered, and from which
they never will recover, by the ill-deeds
done by the Parliaments which existed
before the payment of members. Vast
tracts of country were passed into certain
hands by the worst of bribery and
corruption, assisted by men who sat in
Parliament before payment of members

was established, it was not until Richiard
Heales came forward with the cry of
" Unlock the lands," and gathered round
him Graham Berry and other men of
that character, that the lands of Victoria
were liberated for the people. Twenty,
thirty, and forty miles outside Melbourne
there is some of the very best land in the
whole country--the most magnmificent land
in thecontinent- which passed into private
hands for £1 and as low as 10s. all acre.
This was done under a dummnying system
assisted by Parliament. If lion. members
have any fear of bribery and corruption
being the consequence of paid member-
ship, they are on the wrong track. The
narrower the selection of muen, the greater
the opportunity for bribery and corrup-
tion. If. for instance, the selection in
Western Australia was reduced to, say,
1,000 possible men for seats in this House,
it would simply mean greater opportunity
for combinations which might be inj urious
to the State. Widen the selection over
the whole of the population, and allow
every district to make its own selection,
and the death-knell of such combinations
is sounded. I am prepared to admit that
all men selected under the payment of
members are not perfect. No system you
can provide will produce perfect men, for
the simple reason that nature has not
produced many perfect men. Those wvho
have approached perfection have not had
a very good reception, consequently we
are not likely to have a standard of per-
fection. But there is the standard of
commercial honour, which has been re-
flected in the House to night. The hon.
member for North-East Coolgardie re-
ferred to certain members of the Victorian
Parliament who are now "1doinig time"
in Pentridge. But what those men are
suffering for now is, not something they
(lid in their capacity, as members of Par-
liamient, but offences committed in theim-
private capacity as speculators. Had it
not been for the fact that these men stood
on a p~inllacle as members of Parliament,
,and had their reputation to maintain as
representatives, the corruption would have
been far greater than it was. Can it be
said that, in the French Government, pay-
mient of members is responsible for the
rings which are formed there ? Can it
be said that the payment of Amenican
members has ally connection with the
Tammany ring of New York ? The



674 Paymnent of M~embers: [ASSEMBLY.] Debate onl the Principle.

things are separate. It is true that indi-
viduals in the Tammany ring may use
their power to get into Parliament for
their own purpose; but their candidature
is not influenced, one way or the other,
by the fact that members are paid.
If there were no payment of members, tha.
class of men might still go into Parlia-
mient; and if there were payment of memi-
bers, they would not stop out, but would
rather be elected because of the remnunera-
tion. The Premier has referred to some
statements made by the bon. members for
Plantagenet and the Irwin, in reference to
a private Conversation which took place
in a railway carriage when I first camne
to the colony. That conversation, if it
dlid take place, Ought not to have been
quoted onl the floor of the House. When
the conversation is said to have taken
place, I was coining to Perth merely on a
visit. I knew very little about the waunts
and requirements of this country. I have
no recollection of ever having mnade the
statement referred to by the Premier;
but I am perfectly certain that, if I did
make it, it wals surrounded by qualifica-
tions which I cannot recall. Admitting
that I did say " Keep back payment of
members," 1 also said to those gentlemen
what I am prepared to say to-day nder
the same circumstances : " You are going
to have a rush of population to the colonly
from all quarters and of all kinds, and
you are going to elect a Parliament"-
remember the elections were then onl-
"be careful and select men you know
something about at the start, because
everything depends upon your first Parlia-
meont, under Responsible Government."
Is that in any way inconsistent with mny
present advocacy of a widened franchise.
The circumstances must be taken into
consideration. What was my attitude in
Victoria? Wkhen I stood for Parliament
there, I put up for the Legislative Council,
which had struck the clause out of the
Bill providing payment of the membeirs
of Chat body. But I was in favour of
payment of nmemubers then, and said so,
and consequently could not have made
the statement referred to by the Premier
mn the sense in which it has been
presented to the House to-night. The
question arises as to whether this city
representation in Parliament is to con-
tinue. Have Perth residents to rutle this
country P It practically cones to that.

All the Fremantle and Perth members
live in their constituencies. Outside these
there are 27 members living in Peirth who
represent districts other than central city
districts. H as it come to this, that ninles
we have somne change in our system,
Parliament must for all time be composed
of Perth residents? Can such a state of
things be for the benefit of the country ?
We have one or two noble exceptions in
the hon. members for Coolgardie, Pilbarra,
and Dundas, but even in their districts
the selection was restricted in consequence
of the distances and difficulties of attend-
ig the sittings of Parliament. We have
to face the question whether, in the
future--and I am only speaking of the
futiu-e -we shll havte aParliamienit whii,
of necessity and by virtue of refusal to
establish paymnent of members, will sit in
Perth and have its representation and
interests all in Perth. If payment of
memnbers takes place, I mna y be one of the
first defeated, and I would not particularly
object to that. If my constituency can
find a local man with better local know-
ledge, and better able to represent the
district than myself, I shall be pleased to
give way to him. I have no particu-
lar ambition for Parliamentary life If
a better mnan be found for my present
constituency, I may, perhaps, find an-
other district in which I will be of some
use. I do not wish to say more on this
subuject; but I hope the House will affirma
the principle, and I hope thie Government
will note the motion, and if an occasion
should arise nlecessitating a dissolution of
the House prior to its natural date, then
one of the points put before the country
distinctly and fearlessly will be that of
payNment of members. I am sure the
coiuntry will send back those to this House
pledgedI to payment of members, and,
when the country, does so, thle House will
be justified in voting the money; limt I do
not thinkit is justified in voting the money
in present circumstances. I want to say a,
word in reference to the arguiment used by
several members, and used by the Premier
in regard to Victoria. Mly conviction is
that, if at the next election or any election
in Victoria, anyone was to go out declaring
distinctly that he intended to bring in a
Bill to rescind payment of members in
Victoria, he would not get his seat. Out
of the 98 members, if one was to go openly
and say hie was going back to Parliament
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to rescind the Act, he would not get the
chance. It is all very well to argue on
individual opinions. Thie constituencies
know what they want, and what they
desire, and they know how t his thing
works. 'The opinion and feeling of
Victoria is definite on this question, and
the people certainly would not return a
mnan pledged against the system of
payment. Hon. members know that no
one was returned to this House on any
particular principle. There are always a
combination of questions, and I do not
pretend that in my constituency the
question of the payment of members wats
made a burniiig one, ally more than it was
an vwhere else, and I do not think that
any member or myself was materially
in Iluenced on this particular question; buit
the opinion of this country, as far as I am
able to judge, is that it is in favour of pay-
mnent of members. I say, if the mnotion is
to be passed, that the Government should
note that it is an expression of opinion
of tile House that paynient of members
should be an established principle iii this
country, and they should take steps to
place the matter before the country at
the earliest possible opportunity. Tf the
Government desire to take tile step of
bringing in at Bill at once, and dissolve
the House on it, I shall be prepared to
go to the country on it. [A MEMBER:
We are all most anxious.] It would be
an indecent aind improper thing for this
House to vote itself payment, mntil the
constituencies were first consulted upon
the question.

MR. LEAICE (Albany): We are asked
by this resolution to affirnn that the
principle of payment of members of the
Legislative Assembly is desirable. I
should have been better pleased if the
motion had referred rather to Parlia-
mnent generally than to the Legislative
Assembly alone; but in dealing with this
as a matter of abstract principle, I may
tell hion. members that I am not going
to oppose the motion. [A MEMBER: You
said you would.] Did I?' When I go
about the country with this little token
on the end of my watch-chain, whlich
enables tue to travel from one end of
Australia to the other on the railways,
how can I consistently say that I am
opposed to the principle of payment of
members? Nor canI, as amember of the
Federal Convention, say I am opposed

to the principle of payment of members
of Parliament, when I am prepared to
assist in the passage of the Federal
Bill, whlich affirms tile principle of pay-
ment there. But when I say I am not
opposed to tllis as a mere matter of
principle, I do not say that I am in
favouir of the system of payment of
members which obtains and is recognised
in the Australian colonies generally. I
am not in favour of a hard and fast
salary for eachl member of Parliament.
It is a question of degree. I would not,
for instance, place myself on the same
level as the lion. member for Pilbarra, or
lion. members who come down from the
goldfields. Tflose lion, members are
entitled to be paid something for their
travelling, expenses and their out-of-
pockets; but, whilst I admit that in
those particular instances members are
entitled to payment, from my) point
of view, so far as I personally am
concerned, living in Perth and carrying
on my business in Perth, and not being
taken from Perth for the purpose of
attending to my Parliamentary duties, I
am not entitled to one penny. That is
the position, as Itake it. Theconditions
of this colony are exceptional. They are
more peculiar than tile conditions of our
neighlbours. Members travel here from
far greater distances. They devote more
of tlleir spare time to politics than the
members of Parliament in the other
colonies; and it is not fair to say that
there should not be some remuneration
for thle expense members are put to ini
coining to Parliament. If it is a question
of making money out of one's position as
a member of Parliament, then I may say
I am opposedl to it. Difficult as it may
be to support these particular instances,
yet it does not affect the principle. If
we say that we affirmn the principle, it
does not commit us to any question of
detail. There is nothling really Vicious in
the principle, thlough, perhaps, the
question of its application may -have
discovered some vices. It seems to me
this principle must certainly be adopted.
It is better to debate a principle now,
when members approach the subject
calmly and deliberately, than wait until
the country is upset by agitation and
discord on the-subject. Because, if we
approach the question with our minds at

irest and cool, we shall be better able to
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apply our reasoning faculties, and act, in
a spirit of compromise which is expedient
in all imnportanit reforms. On the gon
of expediency it might be necessary-iti
necessary, I think-to affirm the prinil
at once. It is a necessity of our con-
dition, I say of the political conditions,
because it is inevitable. I am prepared
to look at it from that point of view; and
though I do not approve of payment of
members as it is applied in the neighbour-
ing colonies, yet I see nothing vicious or
bad in the principle. I put to myself
the question which I know operated
in the mind of the hon. member for
Ashburton (Mr. Burt)-wvhose opinions
we all respect-when, on the introduc-
tion of our present constitution, the
question of the franchise was before the
colony, that member, looking ahead, saw
f all wvell that the question of mainhood suif-
frage, would crop up, that it was inevitable,
and lie argued soundly: Let us look the
matter in the face, and debate it, so as to
avoid any burning. agitation in the near
f uture. If we take a calm and deliberate
view of the question in the directions I
have indicated, we shall arrive at a more
just conclusion. Although opinions on
the subject may be fairly strong, we have
a right to respect or regard the wishes of
others. If we see something, looming
ahead of us, which we must sooner or
later come in contact with, let us be
prepared for a fight; and if we are to be
beaten, let us be prepared for an honour-
able truce. I cannotiaccept this principle
of the payment of members as at panacea
for all things political. It is not going
to put the best men in Par-liament, nor
do 1 think it is going to turn the best
men out. So far as I am concerned, if
payment of members takes place to-
Morrow, I honestly think I shall get
back for the constituency I represent.
At any rate, I should try. Onl the ques-
tion Ea to what form of paymlent shiall be
adopted, the motion is silent. I ain
witlh the Premier on this question, and my
friend the hon.inember for Geraldton (Mr.
Simpson). I am with them in saying,
let constituencies pay their members. I
think that the fairest form of payment
of members.

A MCEMER: We do not want legisla-
tion for that.

Mr. LEAKE: Legislation is notasked
for, in this motion. The resolution

sipyak whether or not the House
condemans the system of payment of
members. That is really the position.
If the constituencies like to pay their
members, why should they) not? Anld I
do not think, it derogatory of members
to accept payment under those con-
ditions. As far as I am concerned,
I would not accept it from my
constituents; lut if it became at ques-
tion of statute law, and a certain sumn
was allotted to every member, I am
not going to deal in sham heroics and say
I will not accept it. I am with the hon.
member for West Kinberley (Mr. A.
Forrest) when he says he will take it; but
I tell the House I do not want it. If
we can meet the views of the mnember
for Geraldton, and the views of all
members, why should we not do it? We
can approachi the mnatter now unbiassed
by strong feelings, actuated by a spirit
of compromise, and I fanicy we can frame
a measure which wvould meet the view of
every member of die House, and offend
the susceptibilities of no one. If pay-
mnent of members will extend the power
of the people, and excite political activity
which does not now exist, then it must
do good. The only real danger I see is
this, that it may introduce-for the want
of a better term we may call him-tme
political carpet-bagger. We do not want
him. We do not want the mnan who goes
into the House to draw his salary, and do
nothing. I am satisfied with the kudos
which attaches to the position of a memn-
ber of Parliament. ITam proud of the posi-
tion I amn in, and I Ii lie the work, ad I am
glad to be repr-esenting my constituency.
I am satisfied with the distinction which
attaches to the office, and I agre wvith
the right hon. the Premier when hie says
that members are lifted up above their
fellows, or at any rate they should think
so, and should act up to that idea. So
farl ats the professional politician is con-
cerned-[A MEMBER: He is everywhere]
-- lie is ab good sort o f a man. If I
could afford to throw up my profession
to-morrow and adoptpoitics, I would do
it.
i THE PREDITER: That is not what is
meant by the term.

MR. LEAKE: A professional politician
seems to be regarded as anl undesirable
politician. The only undesirable politician
I know is anl opponent, and I never saw a
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House so full of undesirable politicians as
the presenit. That, perhaps, is a narrow
and personal -view to take of this question,
and possilbly bon. members opposite wvill
turn the argument against me, and will
say that I ant an undesirable politician.
The right lion, gentleman opposite said
that the worrv in connection with the
Reappropriati~n Bill alone was worth
£k700 or £800. Before this House rises,
and the Estimates are passed, tire right
lion. gentleman wvill value his position at
the rate of about £50,000 a year. If
politics are to be red nced to the level of a
mnere trade, then I thin], it. would be
adverse to the interests of tihe. country;
Or if the Passing Of this Motion would
encourage what son'~ehon. members called
the needy politician, then it would have
its disadvantages; but I am not prepared
to say that such a result would followv.
The danger is more likely to arise if we
affirmn the principle that every member
should have £400 or £500 a year, irres-
pective of the conditions under which lie
wvas to work. I wish my position to be
distinctly understood. I hold that pay-
mient of members is a question of degree.
The railway pass is suffcient reward for
some of its; we do not hanker after much
more. It is not fair to put me on the
same level as the members for Yalgoo,
North Coolgard ic, Pilbarra, and other
members who represent the golddields,
who have to travel long distances to
represent their constituencies in this
House. Pay them, and do not pay me.
If you can introduce a principle such as
that, we shall do no hiarmn.

A MxnERn: What about the member
for West Kimberley ?

MR. IjEAKE : He would not take the
money. We are not voting upon a Bill
to confer payment to members. It is quite
possible if a Bill were brouglitforward based
upon this motion, hon. mnembers would]
find me m1oving its rejection, if it Con.-
tamned provisions which were foreign to
time ideas I have expressed ;but this
motion is one practically of non-committal.
It merely affirms the principle. We can-
not, at any rate in the present state of
our finances, pass a Bill to pay ourselves
£300 or £400 a year a-piece. Now is the
time perhaps when, without being im.
pelled by any greed for gain, or by any

imrprmotive, we can approach the
cosdrtion of this question, and

determine its details for years to come.
'When I was before the electors in 1894
1 was asked if I was in favour of payment
of members, and I said, no. I was not
then; but I regarded the question at the
time as it was understood in the neighbour.
ing Australian colonies, that is that mem-
bers should be paid a fixed salary of £300 a-
year, whether they resided in the
metropolis or in the depths of the bush.

MR. MORAN: That is the only practical
way.

MR. LEAKE: Then I cannot say that
I approve of it. If a Bill were to be
introduced to carry out the views of the
member for North Coolgarc, I should
not feel bounmd to support it. We have
already recognised the pi-ineiple of pay-
mient of imembers in the issuing of free
railway passes, in the payment of
Ministers, and in the proposed paymnut
of the members of the possible Federal
Convention; and it is hardly consistent
for any of us to brand this principle as a
vicious or an imuproper one. I wish
distinctl y to be understood that I am
supporting the principle merely upon the
grounds I have stated, and that I hold my-
self at liberty, when the question of detauil
comes up for consideration, to maintain
and insist upon the views I have expressed.

MR. JAMES: In every Parliament in
which I have sat, I have spoken strongly
in favour of the principle of payment of
members. Now for the first tune I think
we have a majority to support it, and the
new members have spoken so ably on it
that the older ones can afford to refrain
from saying anything more on the subject.
I wish, however, to oppose strenuously
any attempt to introduce fancy franchises
into the principle of payment of members.
Any distinction between the member who
can afford to pay and the member who
cannot, afford to pay is wrong. One
principle should apply to all. I think it
would be indecent for us to pass legisla-
tion for the purpose of paying ourselves.
The constituencies did not send us here
for the purpose of hiaving our services
paid. They sent us here, not that we
might gain by this principle, but that
they might gain byit. Ifwe passed aBill
through the present session giving pay-
ment to the present members, it would
not serve the real purpose intended: it
would simply benefit ourselves. It would
be much more decent of us to carry out
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the suggestion of the member for Central
Murchison, to allow the matter to remain
dormant for the time being, and to bring
in a Bill at the close of the session which
could be placed before the electors. If a
majority were sent back in favour of that
Bill, it would be at once passed, and the
members could be paid.

THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION
(Ron. H. B. Lefroy): My views are well
'known on tis question, but I: think it is
only fair to the House that some other
member occupying a seat on the Govern-
meat benchies besides the right bon. the
Premier should express his views in
regard to this principle. I was led to
understand, from languag-e used by the
hon. member who introduced this motion,
that the only principle he had in. his
mind was that which prevails in the
eastern colonies, namely that members of
Parliament should be paid at a fixed
salary of so much per annumn. I
quite understand that this is the prin-
ciple which the hon. member meant to
introduce by this motion, and I think
that the member for Albany (Mr. teake)
will not be able to support the lion. mn-
her (Mr. Gregory) in the motion. The
lion. member for Albany has stated in
this House that he can only support a
principle whereby members who live at a
distance from this eitv would be paid, or
rather the principle of payment according
to the distance that hon. members resided
from the city. That was the idea con-
veyed to my mind by the utterances of
the lion. member. I think, therefore,
that he cannot consistently support a
-resolution of this kind. A great deal has
been said this eveningiwith regard to the
working of the system of payment of
members in the other colonies, and the
influence it has had upon legislation
there. The hon. member for Central
Murchison (Mr. Illingworth) told us
that, under a system of non-payment of
members in the other colonies-after the
introduction of Responsible Governent
-bribery and corruption were rife; in
fact, that they were eating almost at the
very vitals of the country. The condition
of those colonies was something terrible.
[Mr. WILSON: SO it was.] If that be
an argument that members of Parliament
should be paid, then, carrying out the
argument to its logical conclusion, mnem-
bers in those colonies became more

honest as soon as they were paid. But
I do not think we have an analagons
case in this colony. We all know that,
when Responsible Government was intro-
duced in this country, we bad within
the four walls of this chamber possibly
the most conservative body of men ever
collected in a, Legislative Assembly in
Australia. T will defy any lion, member
to say that there has been the slightest
inkling of corruption amongst hon. memn-
bers of this House since the introduction
of Responsible Government. I do not
think any new member of this House, or
anyone outside, would be prepared to rise
tip and say in public that there has been
any bribery or corruption in this House
under non-payment of members. There-
fore I say that the cases are not analagous,
even if the conclusions wvhich the lion.
meniber seemed to draw are correct. If
this Parliament has carried on the govern-
ment of this country in the way it has-
I think to thme satisfaction of the people
of this colony and of the world in general
-for this length of tune without lmymen t
of members, I see no necessity for adopt-
ing the principle at the present moment.
A great deal has been said about the pro-
fessional and the amateur politician. It
is difficult for me to define what is an
amateur politician and what is a profes-
sional politician. I have heard the term
"Professional" applied to all sorts of
persons, and particularly to persons
engaged in games, and hon. mnembers
know as well as I do that the " profes-
sional " element has ruined everything of
that kind. That is the reason why I
object to payment of muembers. Profes-
sionalism comes in when a man takes up
a profession as a livelihood, and the
amateur is he who takes uip a thing for
the love of it. That is the difference
between the two, and I say the man who
takes up politics for the love of the
thing, and really has his heart in it, is a
better man and a better Politician than
hie who takes up the work for the sake of
a subsistence, takes it up as a liveliood.
I believe in getting the ideal as nearly as
possible, and that is my ideal politicin.
'That is the man 1 wish to see elected to
Parliament; and that is the reason why
my views are opposed to the system of
pay-ment of members. We have been
told that representatives cannot afford to
come here and attend to their legislative
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duties, without receiving some payment.
I quite believe it, and that it must be a
great call on a person's time, to say
nothing of the calls on his purse, to come
here from a distance and attend to legis-
lative duties for three or four months in
the year. I fully spnipathise with those
who are so circumstanced. Of course, if
a majority of this House approve of pay-
ment of members, if a majority consider
that the system is good forthe country, and
thaqt we will not get men to engage in the
game of politics for the love of the thing
and nothing more, then I say we will be
bound, at some time or other, to pay re-
presentatives for attending here. But
lip to the present there has been no diffi-
culty in obtaining members to come
here and represent the various constitu-
encies of the colony. Whien we first
entered on Responsible Government, some
seven years ago, we were told we would
not be able to get sufficient members to
represent the people in Parliament; but I
think the last general election afforded
good evidence that there are a, number of
men all over the colony who are able and
willing to represent the constituencies in
this House. Why did those candidates
come forward ? Can I believe for a
moment that those gentlemen who were
returned as members to this House came
forward simply with the ulterior object of
obtaining two or three hundred pounds a
yearP I do not wish to insinuate such a
tinug.

MR. MORAN : Very handy, all the same.
THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION:

But without the principle ever having
been passed by this B ouse, and seeing that
there were numerous candidates at the last
general election, the constituencies gener-
ally being well contested, and that the
candidates were willing, for the love of the
thing, to give their time and abilities in
car-rying on the legislative work of the
colony of their birth or adoption, I think
there is no necessity for the payment of
members. If it could be show-n that pay-
ment of members would be likely to bie
any benefit to this country' , I might be
inc-lined to go with them; but no bon.
member who has spoken to-night has
Shown, that the country would be in any
way benefited by establishing that prin-
ciple. Therefore, in the absence of proof,
and feeling that the principle is often bad
in the results it produces, I cannot bring

Tmyself to support it or to change the
views I have had on this subject for a
considerable time. I have considered it
my duty to express my diews with regard
to this question. I think, also, it is an

*inopportune time to bring forward this
Iquestion. Had hon. members left it for
two or three years, when a general election
might not be far off, or if they had waited
till the pr-esent Government were ousted
from office, that would have been the time
to bring forward the question of payment
ofimembers. Idonotthinkhion. members
are desirous to throw this country into
the turmil of a general election at the pre-

*sent time. (MR. Moaiu: Not necessary.]I
I quite think, with sotin who have spoken
on this question, that it would be indecent

hf on. meambers were to pass a Bill for
the paymnent of so much a year to repre-
sentatives in this House; because, having
affirmied the principle by resolution, what
is the next thing to do? P f you do not
carr-y out the principle by passing a Bill
to give effect to it, you will be only
beating the air. Hon. members must
have made up their mainds in regard to
this question long before coining into this
House, and I do not suppose they' will be
greatly influenced by an *ything said in
this debate. I am sure iny mind was
made lip oil this subject long before this
debate began.

MR. SIMP80N : IS it a wise thing to
occupy the time with debate, when your
mind is made up before 'you beginP

THE M\INISTER OF EDUCATION:
If the hon. member has not made up his
mind on a big principle of this kind, and
is likely to change it in this evening's
debate, he can hardly have any mind at
all.

Mu. SIMPSON: What is Parliament
for, if not to debate ?

THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION:
These are my views, and other bon.
members have their views. One hon.
member has told us his constituents are
determined to support a certain principle.
I came here opposed to that principle.
The hon. member's constituents are, I
dare say, satisfied with his views, and I
believe my constituents are satisfied with
my views. It would be most injudicious
to establish the principle at the present
moment. It would look very much as if
hon. members had simply found their
way into this House for the purpose of
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voting themselves £300 a year. The
Colonial Treasurer would tell the House
that lie wvas not now prepared to devote
£20,000 a year to payment of members.
Some hon. members would not be satisfied
with £200, and would take £2500 a year
if the *y could get it. If members of the
A esemubly were paid, the members of the
L~egislative Council might want to be
paid also. [Mfr. MORAN: Quite right,
too.] But that would be a big charge on
the exchequer of the country. The p-in-
ciple of payment of members was affirmed
in England years ago, and the Foreign
Office has received reports fromn its repre-
sentatives in all patrts of the world on the
question, but nothing definite has re-
suilted. What is the good of affirming
the principle, if no result is to come of
it for some time to come ? It will be
-well to wait. until there is a general
election, or until the present Government
are about to go out of office, before
taking any action, A question of this
sort ought to go before the electors, be-
f ore it is decided by this House.

Mit. OLDHAM (North Perth) :The
definition by the Minister of Education of
the " professional politician," or " pro-
fessional " anything else, is rather a pecu-
liar one. According to him, an "amateur"
is a man who works " for the love of the
thing," and the " professional " is a man
who works for money. There are people
in various professions in this colony who
work both "for the love of the thing "
anld for mleans. of subsistence. Under pay-
Ilent of III embers, Ineil would] comle intothis
House who would work not only for "1the
love of the thing," but also for the means
of subsistence. We have been told that
there has been no difficulty in getting men
to comne forward as candidates for Parlia-
ment prepared to "work for love." Cer-
tainly not; there never has been any
difficulty in getting Parliamentary candi-
dates; but constituencies of large popu-
lation have shown that they do not want
mn who will represent them in Parlia-
ment for " the love of the thing." In my
own constituency, at the last election,
there were four candidates, one of wvhom
said hie would be quite content to work in
Parliament for the love of country and
the honlour and glory of the position.
The constituency did not elect that man.
If any of the present representatives of
metropolitan or goldfields constituencies

had at the last election said hie would
vote against the principle of payment of
members, he would not have been aff orded
anl opportunity of doing so. It has been
contended that it would be indecent haste
if, on the principle of pay-ment of mem i-
hers. being affirmed, hon, members were
to intimate to the Government the desir-
ability of bringing in a Bill to give effect
to the resolution. That point was raised
by the hon. members for East Perth and
Central Murchison, aind also by members
on the G overlnment side. But there is no
Act of Parliament to compel those mein-
bers to take payment; and, personally, I
am prepared -to take mny share of re-
sponsibility for any "indecent haste"
there may be in the matter. Any hion.
member who is pledged to vote for pay-
mnent of mnembers would be rejected by
his constituency if hie did not take the
first opportunity of redeeming his promnise.
Whilst T am gratified that somie hon.
members on the Government side have
expressed their opinion on this question,
I am disappointed that other hon, mnem-
bers, whom we believe to be against the
principle of payment of members, have
for the most part kept silent. Hon.
members who have spoken fromn the
Government side have contended that
payment of members would be the means
of introducing an undesirable class of
miembers to the House. I can hardly see
how that would be the case. No man
can enter this House except as the repre-
sentative of the people. The Premier
has said it would be impudent on the
part of any lion. membter to bring forward
a motion for payment of inem hers. No
matter to what position a6 Um may have
risen in this country, he ought not to say
that it would he impudent onl the part of a
member to submuit a motion to the House.

Tan PREM~IER: I did not say so.
Mn. Snwpsox -: You used the word
impudent."
THEm PEEMIEn- I did not use the word

in that connection.
Mr. OLDHAM: I accept the Premier's

explanation ; but I understood him to use
the word in the sense I quoted it. Those
who fear the " undesirable memnber " are
going beyond their functions. It is not
for hon. members to quarrel in anticipa-
tion with the choice of the electors. The
only interpretation I can place on the
expression " undesirable member," as used,
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is that men may be returned who will
give expression to opinions disagreeable
to some lion. members. I believe that
all the members of the Government are
agais payent of members. If that be

sthe Houe oght to have some expres-
sion of opinion from members of the
Government. There is no question about
the honesty or integrity of the members
of the Ministry, who have a reputation
both in the House and in the country
which could not he excelled. Although
their notions and mneasures are some-
times mistaken. everybody gives themn
credit for being desirous of conducting
the business of the coutryi- on sound
and conscientious principles. I do not
say this for the purpose of cajolling
those lion. members into supporting
the motion. No matter what may be
said on one side or the other, the result of
the debatte will not be aiffected, :ii]lion.
members having, I believe, made uip their
wninds as to how they are going to vote.
Under a systemt of payment of mlember's
there aire men who would comle into this
House, whether we liked it or not, and
those men would come actuated by
motives quite as honour-able as those of
,any members of the Ministryj. I amn
supporting the Bill because it enlarges
the choice of the electors. It enables the
people to elect the man they want, no
matter what sort of coat he wears or what
his finlancial position may be.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
R. WV. Peunefather) : The question of
payment of members is not only as old as
the bills, but it is so ancient in English
history that there are few members of
this House, who have read history aright,
who do not remember that so far back as
the reign of Henry VII. paymtent of mnem-
bers was an English institution. In
those (lays it was looked Upon not ats a
privilege or as a right; it was looked upon
as a burden, and for the reason that the
constituents were compelled to pay their
members to send them to Parliament.
That existed for some time, until a class
of people, who had both the leisure and
the intelligence to represent the con-
stituencies, camne for-ward and asked for
no payment, and that system has con-
tinued from that period down to the
present day, unaltered by the English
Legislature. Of course we are met with
the argument that the conditions are not

the sanre in these colonies as those which
exist in England, or on the Oontinent.
They are not; but the question arises:
are the conditions so vastly different
that it is absolutely necessary for a
true and full representation of the
people that the representatives of
the people should be paid? T 1hat is
the point. As far as I understand the
arguments in support of tire measure,
they, are based-if I nray be permitted to
say it-on a fallacy. The assumption is
that, because members are not paid, there-
fore there are in this country persons of
such wonderful capa~city, and of such
ability, that it is a disgrace, at national
disgrace, that they are not in this
Chamber, or in the other Chamniber of this
Parliament. Where are they? Turn
the telescope onl one of them. Members
who put forward this proposition are
laboutring under an egregious mistake
when they say that there are numbers of
mnen in this country who should be in
this House, and are not in it, and the
reason they are not here is because they
are poor and not able to get here. The
member for East Perth, who is always
logical, however bad his logic may be,
adduced a reason for the principle, and
his reason was that without pay)ment of
nmembers you cannot have a true expres-
sion of the opinion of all the people of a
constituency, and it is necessary to have
payinent of mnembers to widen the choice
of the electors. I hear an lion. member
say " Hear, hear' to that. That hion.
member will also bear in mind that, if
that be so, it has a natural corollary; in
order to get the best talent, why not con-
tribute to his electioneering 'expenses.
[A MFMnsa: Why not?] Exactly, why
not?0 You see, the greed for public
money is so strong and potent that, once
you get payment of members, the next
step is th~at you want electioneering
expenses as well. (A AMErElu: They are
paid in democratic countries.] That is
so, in some countries. I have yet to
learn that. because it is so in some
countries, there is such a vast difFerence
in those countries compared with our
own. What shining talent do we see in
those countries where they have payment
of membersP

Mn. SimpsoNv: The Senate of the
United States is the most intelligent body
in the world.
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THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL: And
the lion, member, too, is a highly intelli-
gent man. One of the most potent agita-
tors for the bringing forward of payment
of members in Victoria was the late Hon.
George Higinbothani, and the very first
time after the institution of payment of
members in Victoria, that brilliant-minded
man was set aside by his own rate collector,
an obscure cabbage grower, Toni Bent-
not that lie was any the worse for his
occupation. That shows the high amount
of intelligence that payment of members
brings forth. It returns a luau who has
been engaged all his life in growing cab-
bages-Toin Bent. The member for East
Coolgardie, and some other representa-
tives of the goldfields, have told us that
on the goldfields this is a burning ques-
tion.

MR. MORAN: The burning question is
the want of water, just now.

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The
hon. member has had his say unmolested,
and I ask, the same indulgence. When I
strive to put -arguments, which become a
little forcible, perhaps hion. members will
have the justice not to obscure what I say
by interjections. I would like to point
out that this is a bogey cry. This pay-
ment of members is the bogey raised. by
men in the other colonies, whose whole
life and existence they have (dedicated to
setting class against class. They have
gone from Saturday to the following
Saturday, day after day, preaching on all
occasions that they must have payment of
members, and people were gutted into
thinking pawment of members was neces-
sary to true representation. So much has
this doctrine been preached, that the
people-thoughtless of the result-allowed
these men to carryv out their foolish in-
stincts. There are, in this Country, Con-
stituencies which speak out fearlessly
against the payment of members. They
have a right to be beard in this House.
[A MEMBER: The farmers.] If they are
farmers, they are just as honourable in
their calling as the miners, and they
have a perfect right to be heard
in the House. [A MEMBER: No,
they have not.] The hon. member
says "No, they have not." Very often the
native impetuosity of the hion. member
carries his judgment beyond the bounds
of reason, and this is an illustration of it.
I1 wish to point out, as one of the peculiar

uhar-acteristics of payment of members,
that since the introduction of
payment of mnembers into Victoria-al-
though it has been in operation for nearly
23 or 24 years, and although, before
payment of members was introduced,
there were many dissolutions of Parlia-
nment before the natural expiration of
time-there hare been only two disso-
lutions. This is a singular thing. Have
we not read several times in the debates,
and do wve not know, that during the last
Parliament in Victoria the Premier was
so heckled by the labour pairty that, when
numbers were trembling in the balance,
and when the Premier did not know the
day lie would be defeated, he turned
round and threatened the labour members
that if they persisted in their conduct he
would send them to the country,amid they
knuckled down at once ? That is the class
of men that payment of members puts in.

MR. SIMPSON: Do not put such a powver
in the hands of the Premier.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Do
not put such a class of men into Parlia-
ment. It raises up a class of men who
go from one electorate to another begging
the people to send them into Parliament.
There is the candidate who goes around
kissing the baby, and who knows how
many ducks and hens there are in the
estalishiment. He is the friend of the
family: they must look upon him ais a
man they should worship: he is bound uip
in them. " That is the man for Galway."
The hon. member for North-East Cool-
gardie is a gentleman who, when he speaks,
says what he has to say, mixed with a
strong dilution of vinegar.

MR, MORAN: Is the lion, member re-
ferring to me or some one else?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: I said
the hion. member for North-East Cool-
gardie.

AIR. VosrEn: His geography is yer-
bad.

THEn ATTORNEY GENERAL: My
geography may be bad, but my common-
sense is very sound. The hon. member
must take his gruel quietly, as he likes to
castigate others. As I said, payment of
members is a principle that is as old as
the hills, but the question is entirely one
of expediency. Is it right to introduce it
to this colony? It will cost this country
£30,000 or £40,000 a year, and what are
we going to get for it? PWill it raise the

[ASSEMBLY.] Debale on the Principle.



Payment of Afeinbers: [24 NOVEmBER, 1897.] Debate on the Principle. 583

chanacier of the House, or its intelligence
and ability ? Not one jot. I do not
hesitate to say that it will bring into
Parliament a class of men not equal to
the hion. members now in the House,
but mnen who will be able to cajole
the electors in such a way that they will
send such men here.

A MEMBER: What about the Primrose
League dames ?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member knows moreabout them than I
do. There was one observation from the
lion. member for Central Murchison, which
lie gave as one of his reasons for supportin
the resolution. It was that payment of
members would introduce into this Hlouse
a greater nuin her of local men, men raised
from the soil, men who have come from
the identical spot; these men who are
dying for representation. I will ask that
lion. member this question: Does he con-
tend that an inferior, I may say indifferent,
stupid man should he preferred because
he is a local man, to one of intelligence
who lives outside the electorate ? Is it
necessary that a man should know the
back yard of every house in the elector-ate
to be able to represent the electorate
properly ? [A MEMBER: If they wish
it.] We are legislating for the bulk
of the people in the community. Some
men would like a legislator to them-
selves, and then they would be dis-
satisfied with him. In conclusion, I
will say that if a measure of this nature
is introduced into this House, it will
be one of the most disastrous events
from which this colony has ever yet
suffered.

AiR. EWING (the Swan): Payment of
members follows a a, logical con sequence
of the principle of representative govern-
ment. At one time the people were not
represented, and had not a right to sit in
the legislatures of their several countries;
but that day has long since passed, and
we now believe in the representation of
the people in the truest sense of the word.
We can have no true representation of
the people unless we allow every section
of the people to elect any one, be he rich
or poor, to represent them in Parliament
who may seek their suffrages. The right
to vote is admitted to be the inalienable
right of every man; but I go further and
say that the right to sit in Parliament is
the inalienable right of every man, pro-

vided he has the confidence of a majorityv
of the constituents, and that right should
not be taken away simply because a man
has not the means to fll] the position.
The Attorney General (Hon. . WV.
Pennefather) laid down a very true
principle when he said that the ques-
tion was: Is it necessary for the
true and absolute representation of the
people that we should have payment of
members?' That I believe to be the
principle underlying the whole question,
and if we can answer it in the affirmative,
then we shall vote for the resolution.
Payment of members appears to me to
he absolutely necesary for the true repre-
sentation of the people. We must admit
that everyv man is surrounded by his
prejudices. These prejudices may be the
outcome of social environment, or profes-
sional environment; but, however they
arise, every man is surrounded by pre-
judices of some bind- The rich man looks
upon things as right which the poor man
does not, and to say that the poorer classes
and the working men of the conmnunity
can be adequately and properly repre-
sented by the rich appears to be a fallacy,
because you are asking those to represent
the working man who, in one sense of
the word, have no s 'ympathby with him.
Every man should have symipathy with
his fellow men, but the monetary interest
which stands between the member who
can sit in the Assembly without payment
and the working man is an absolute bar
which prevents the member from fully
atppr-eciating thewants and requtirements of
his poorer fellows. The working men are
not represented by the wealthier sections
of the community. If we wanted any
evidence of the fact that the members
who can afford to sit without payment
do not represent the feelings of the com-
munity, do not represent the people, and
certainly have not very much respect for
the feelings of the poorer sections of the
community, we have only to listen to the
remarks of the member for the G reenough
(Hon. R. W. Pennefather). They are
pregnant with dislike to the working
people of this country. The manner in
which the Attorney General delivered his
speech indicated distinctly that he did
not intend to represent the poor of the
community. It was the glove thrown
down in the face of the people, which
showed absolutely and conclusively that
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men who can afford to sit in Parlia-
mient without payment do not represent
the people at all. it appears to me the
Attorney General was unihappy in many,
of his expressions; also. I think it was
dangerous to take one election as estab-
lishing a principle, because every election
is sm-rounded with its side issues, and
in every election the personality of
the contesting candidates is in question,
and these side issues often obscure the
main question; therefore, the mnere fact
that a cabbage grower in Victoria de-
feated such at leaLrned person ats Mr.
Higinbothami is no argunient against
payment of miembers. Individual in-
stances never prove principles, and I say
that if the particular electorate was an
electorate of cabbage growers, an elector-
ate of working men, those persons had a
right to send ano intelligent xvorkin~g
man, even though a cabbage grower, to
Parliament ats their representative, they,
believing his feelings and instincts were
in accord with their own. I believe it
is absolutely right that every section of
the community should be repi-esented;
and I say one section cannot be repre-
sented by a man out of another section,
surrounded by all the prejudices which
are common to a section of society.
No doubt those working men considered
that Mr. Higinbothani, although an
able mian, dlid not represent the principles
which they favoured. I take it there is
something broader than personality in
parliamentary elections; that although the
personality of at man is generally con-
sidered in elections, yet there is at question
of principle as to whether the particular
candidate is supporting the views which
electors believe to be in the best interests
of the country ; and it is onl principle, and
not always on the individuality of a
candidate, that he is elected or rejected for
a seat in Parliament. Therefore I1 think
it is not necessary to urge this question
at much length on the attention of the
House. I do not think there is any,
danger of the motion being lost.
So long as we are a Parliament pro-
fessing to represent the people, we
should give to the people the right
of being represented in Parliament to
the fullest and the most absolute
extent.

MR. WILSON (the Canning) : I do
not wish to consider this question froni

an individual standpoint. It is not a
matter as to whether I individually re-
quire payment, but a matter of principle.
Notwithstanding, I should like to say
distinctly that I dlid not come here, nor
did I seek election, for the purpose of
securing- for myself at salar-y; but I cme
into this House distinctly pledged to sup-
port the principle of payment of mem-
hers. I contend that the principle is a
sound one; and no amount of argument,
to myv mind, can upset it. The principle
has been affied times ot of number. It
has been affirmed at the bustings, in the
recent elections; and I believe a large
number of members of this House were
returned pledged to support this principle.
We have only to consider that the iem-
bers we sent to the Federal Convention
affirmed the principle there, to make it
conclusive to my mind that it is also
sound for us to affirm it here. If we pay
members of the Governmuent for services
they render to the State, why should not
memnbers of Parliamient be paid in pro-
portion to their laboursi I cannot get
away from that position; and it is neither
just nor fair for Ministers who are di-iw-
ing salaries to get up and argue strongly
against other members of Parliament
being paid for their services also. If
this motion be passed by this House, and
if a measure be thereafter introduced to
give effect to it, I certainly think the
principle should apply to both Houses.
What is good for the Legislative As-
sembly must be right for the Legislative
Council. Therefore I would like to see
the motion amended to that extent. I
wvill go to this extent also with regard to
the method of payment, that, if it is
workable, I would not be averse to
heaving miembers paid for the work they
actually perforn. Pay them, if you wvill,
not only for the expenses out of pocket,
but also for the time they expend on the
public sevc.Pay them according to the
sittings:wic they attend. The argument
has been brought forward. by many that
payment of members necessarily means
that you will get men of inferior character
and inferior standing' I join issue on
that argument, and say that, if you con-
sider the responsibility which certainly
rests with the electors, we are here to
legislate rightly, to do what we consider

is ust and fair;i and, if the electors then
return men of inferior intellectual ability
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to represent them, let the responsibility
rest upon the shoulders of the electors.
I (10 not agree with the argument that
the constituencies should payv the ineni-
hers they send to the House to represent
them. I do not think for one moment
that would be a good plan. I Lelieve
that, if the nienber were paid by his eon-
stituents, he would become merely the
nmuhpiece and the servant, practically,
of those who raised the funds to pay imi
his salary ; and I do not think that is a
desirable end. I consider we are sent
here to (10 the nation's work, and that it is
the nation's duty to provide the payment.
I was sorry' to hear front the Attorney
General-and I regret lie is not here to
note what-I say-the jusinuation thrown
out that we who are supporting this
principle are greedy for public money
and I must say that was not a nice re-
mark to fall from a paid Minister of the
Crown. If Ministers do not deteriorate
through pakyment, how can we then con-
clude that ordinary members of Parlia-
ment will deterioratte through payment?
The principle has been affirmed over and
over again; and although it has been
affirmed, I believe, twice in the British
House of Commons, yet we are asked to
come to the conclusion, in this youlig
country, that if we pay members, the
whole of our legislation will deteriorate
and the country will practically "go to
the dlogs." I cannot take that view;
and I pledged myself on the bust-
ings to support this principle, be-
lieving it to be sound, Bad that
it will secure to the electors a larger
scope for the choice of representa-
tives. I intend to vote for the support
the motion.

DIR. DOHERTY (North Fremantle):
I have very few words to say on this
subject. I am afraid I will shock some
of my friends on this side when I say
that T do not intend to vote with the
Government on this occasion.

THE PREMI1ER: It is not the Gov-
ernment. This is not a party ques-
tion.

Bin. DOHERTY: I intend, on this
occasion, to Support payment of members.
I agree with the gentleman who has just
sat down, that it is sometimes necessary
that a working-class constituency should
be represented by a. man who thoroughly
Understands them, and is in symipathy

with them; andwho, though hemay not bea
highily-educatcd mnin, willvoicc their wants
and their ideas in this House, and will ad-
vocate the kind of legislation they desire in
the way that will best stit them. In no
count-y, whether new or old, is it necessary
that the people who have the mtoney, aind.
who represent capital, should be the only
representatives of the country in Parlia-
mient; and everybody knows that it is
almaost impossible for a tradesman, who
may be a very intelligent mail, to
comie here and (devote his time to his
fellow-workmnen without some reimuera-
tion. Tile problem has been solved in
the other colonies. People say it, works
Ibadly; but if it works badly it is the
result of the misguided judgment of the
electors, who have sent in the worst
men.

MN'T. VOSPnu: They are getting over
that, too.

Mu. DOHERTY: They aire learning
sense; and I hope that, if we do get, this
through, we shall profit, by the experience
of the other colonies, and that the system
will work better with us thtan it has
worked there. I support it because I re-
present a democratic constituency, coni-
posed almost enti-ely of working mnen.
I myself would be pleased to see that
constituency represented by a working

ini.It may seem to be against my" own
interests to say so; but if that consti-
tuency thinks that at working mail can
represent it better than I, the voters have
a right to elect that man. Individually,
paymnent of miembe-s would not, in al
probability, affect Rue; but I agree with
the member for the Calning (Mr. Wilson)
that we must not take the individual
view; we must take a broader view of it;
and, if the people can find better memn-
bers than we aire, then they have a per-
fect right to have them in this House.
For this reason I support the payment of
members.

AIR. LYALTJ HALL (Perth): Afterthe
speeches of the members for West Kimber-
ley (Air. A. Forrest) and Plantagenet (Dir.
Hassall), no amount of argument will
alter the ideas of beln. members onl this
subject; and they have, as a rule, come into
this House with their minds made up as
to how they will vote. I am entirely with
the member for North Coolgardie (Mr.
Gregory) in reference to his motion,
and 1 believe in the Iprinciple of pay-
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ment of members. I believe, also,
that in affirming this principle we shall
be securing the greatest good to the
greatest number. I feel myself practically
bound to vote for thle payment of members,
because that was one of the main questions
put to me upon the hustings: Was I, or
was I not, in favour of this principle?
and my reply in the affirmative was
received with applause. The member for
West Kimberley advances, as one reason
why members should not be paid, that
there are plenty of good men who are
anxious to enter the arena of politics.
But that is no argument against it. There
are plenty of good men who are anxious
to enter politics who are not able to
do so, because they are not in a, position,
financially, to devote their time and
energy to the service of their country.
I support the principle because I do not
see why members who are put to the
expense of remaining away from their
homes and their business should be cash
out of pocket by the honour. It certainly
is an honour to represent our fellow-men
in Parliament, but it would be none the
less. an honour if -we received payment for
it. It has been said that the members of
the Ministry are paid because they do
work outside the House; but hon. mem-
bers know perfectly well that there is
more actual work done by ni hers outside
the House than in it. They have to be
conistantly on the run to oblige all their
numerous constituents. As to the
advantages of being a member of rarlia-
umunt, we know what they are. One has
to subscribe to -all the football clubs and
cricket clubs and charities in the place,
and I am sure members will agree with
me that it is a very expensive luxury. I
shall support the motion.

Ma. MONGER (York): Several mnem-
bers have stated that they pledged them-
selves at the recent election to suppoit a,
motion for payment of members. When I
had the honour of appearing before my
consgtituents, I told them that if there was
one question I was opposed to it was that
which the member for North Coolgardie
has brought forward to-night. After all
that has fallen from hon. members, it is
not necessary for me to attempt to ex-
plain at any length my reasons for
opposing the motion; hut I may say that
if I were alone in this Hfouse, and had no
support from hon. members on either side,

nothing would give me greater pleasure
than to call for a division and to stand
alone in expressing, my disapproval of the
principle, which appears to have tak-en so
strong a hold on members on the
Opposition side of the House. I am,
at al 1 events, glad to think that
there are gentlemen occupying seats
on this side of the Rouse who
are not in favour of the proposal,
and I do hope that even if this motion is
carried the day will be far distant before
the Government will attempt to bring in
a Bill to carry the object of the member
for North Coolgardie into effect. I take
it that, even if the motion is carried, the
Government are not in any way pledged
to bi-ing in a Bill, and the d-Lty of intro-
duceing it ill1 devolve upon some person
occupying a seat on the other side of the
House. I intend to vote against the
motion, and I trust the good sense of the
House will lead it to reject a principle
which has hithei-to proved disastrous to
the other colonies.

MIR. SIMPSON (Oeraldton): Nearly
every phase of the question has been put
before the House, to enable it to come to
a deliberative vote. It is a pleasure to
me to again support the principle of pay-
ment of members. I ha-ve supported it
for years. My view was entirely outlined
in the words of the iigbt hon. the
'Premier. I have held those views all
along. I have often said that, apart from
the policy of taking as much money as,
they canm out of the pockets of the people
and spending it. on public works, die
Government are utterly out of to uch with
the people on questions affecting their
social and domestic well-being. The
Minister of Education said he adored the
inan who pursued politics for the love
of them. If that remark applies to
the individual member, how much more
does it apply to a Minister -who has
the opportunity of devoting the whole of
his time to both die admuinistrative as
well as the legislative branches of politics;
yet the latter is paid, and the former is
not. The Attorney General, in the ex-
position of what I suppose are his
Oabinet views on the question, certainly
made a revelation to the Housc and the
country. That speech will either lead
to some unsatisfactory developments at
the ballot box for the Government, of
which he is the latest member, or it may
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lead to personal disaster. The attitude
of the member for York (Mr. Monger)
was not a surprise to me. His views on
this question are well known, and he is
always fearless in expressing them. I
remember when addressing his con-
stituents at York, on one occasion, he
described the duties of a member of
Parliament as " Sell first, constituency
next, country next."

A MEMBER: That is what no other
member of the House is game to
say.

MR. SIMPSON: M1Y only reason for
supporting the principle is that I have
realised, from a study of history, the
splendid work done by the British
nation through Parliament, At the
same time I realise the fact that the
administrative salaries in the British
Legislature amotunt to some £875,000 a
year. The British Legislature has done
magnificent work for the people, and
establisheda splendid record throughout
the earth. We, in Western Australia,
have no parallel population to select our
legislators froni. We ha ve no great
leisured, cultured class. The greatest
and most powerful liberals who ever
fought the battle of the people's rights in
England sprang from the wealthy ranks,
who, with their wealth, had leisure. As
to "workmen" and " working men," I
know of very few people in Western
Australia,, from one end to the other, who
are not workers. I have for years been
trying to find the true meaning of the
phrases "working man," "'middlemian,"
-producer," and kindr-ed terns. We are

all either producing or working in the
interests of production. Italy and Spain
are the only countries which have not
adopted the system of payment of mem-
bers, and these two countries have the
two mnost corrupt legislatures on earth.
The Federal Convention at Adelaide evi-
dently regarded the United States Senate
as the ideal legislative body.

THE PREmiER:- I would not say that
at all.

MR. SIMPSON: In America every
senator and member of Congress gets
£1,000 a. year, with travelling expenses,
and an allowance for stationery. America
has institutions, language, and conditions
similar to our own. I am not bound by
precedent or by the determination of
majorities, but I think the facts I have

cited should carry weight. I have no
inclination to pay any attention to sinister
remarks or suggestions as to the amount
of the remuneration. The allowance to
members should only cover travelling ex-
penses, and the cost of attendance during
the session. On constitutigual grounds I
object to placing the power of dissolution
in the hands of a. Premier to such an ex-
tent as has been suggested. As pointed
out by the Attorney General, that power
of dissolution has in the past been used
to keep a majority together, when that

lajority had lost the confidence of the
people. The results achieved by pay-
mnt of members in the other colonies
have not exhausted the intelligence of the
people or the powers of le gislation. By our-
own thoughts and efforts, assisted by the
expei'ience of other bunds, we may secure in
this Chamber the representation of the
people to the fullest extent. What we
want is not merely the representation of
the "1golden calf," but the representation
of the two great ideals --character and
brains. Isolated as we are in this corner
of Australia, we are liable to become
prejudiced. We hare been told that men
from Victoria,. South Australia, and New
South Wales have warned us not to adopt
payment of members. But when the
names of those men are asked for, no
nanies are forthcoming.

Tir PREMIeR: There is the member
for Central Murchison.

Mn. SIMPSON: The hon. mnember for
Central Murchison can fight his owvn
battles.

BIB, ILLU{GwoKTH: I never made the
stateiment.

MR. SIMPSON: If the authors of
these warnings be found, they are dis-
covered to be men who would never be
elected for a parish, much less for Par-
liament. They are men whose im-
portance lasts only until they are found
out. Directly the light of human reason
and intelligence is shed upon them, their
importance disappears. No one would
suggest that.£100 or £800 a year would
turn an honest mani into a dishonest
member of Parliament. If we take it for
granted that there are a few men who
would make desirable members of Par-
liament, but who cannot afford to atttend
the sittings without payment, would it
not be a gracious thing to open every
avenue and door to those who, the
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people are satisfied, would represent them
bestP

MR. A. FORREST : Let the people themn-
selves pay thjeir representatives.

MR. SIMPSON1: I myiself would like
to see pay ments of miembers an absolute
charge onl the 'electorates. When a mnan
records his vote, he should pay a smiall
amount towards the iiiaintenlance of the
successful candidate.

MIR. A, FORREST: No votes would be
recorded.

MR. SIMPSON: Oh, yes, there would.
The people in this country aire becoming
very fond of the franchise, so the Govern-
ment had better look out. So tar as can
be judged fromt the tonle of the debate,
there is no desire to keep out of the
House any man who is proved to be a
representative of public opinion. Our
new Attorney General, who has achieved
his present honiourable position in a new
land, rather traduced the land from
which lie came, when hie spoke of the
results of pay Lneut of members in Victoria.
I lunderstand that hie was a candidate at
two or three parliamentary elections in
Victoria, but never had the misfortune
to have to receive the vile £200 or £2300
aL year. If the desire of this House is to
remove any possible ground of dissatis-
faction amongst the people, why should
thle small aiiiowit necessary to remunerate
memibers not be providedP Members who
disappr' ove of the system need not take
the money.

Mn. A. FonaEsv: O. h, we wnil all take
it.

MRs. SIMPSON: Possibly thle lion.
-member for West Kiimberley is speaking
for bon. members who sit on the Go-
vernmnent benches. An unhappy remark
fell from the Premier in regard to New
South Wales and that great mnan, Sir
Henry Parkes. I have a tender re-
gard for that colony; and I aim per-
fectly satisfied that no mnan was ever
regarded with mnore gratitude and respect
than was Sir Henry Parkes by the people
of New South Wales. Sir Henry, during
his political life, drew over £30,000 in
salaries; and to-day his wife and children
are being provided for by the State. The
last hours of the great muan were soothed
by the present Premier of the colony, who
placed the coffers of the StaLte at the
disposal of the dying statesman and his
family. Returning to the main question,

I Mr. Zox, M.L.A. of Victoria, who comes
of a, race which has a, fair knowledge of
humlaa nature, once said that a man fit
to be a member of Parliament ought to
he able to earn more than £2300 a year
in other directions. The question is
whether people have given Parliament
the right to legislate on this matter. The
dignity of Parliament will deal with that
question in the proper way. If there be
the faintest shadow of a doubt as to there

Ibeing a mandate froin the people, the
question should he referred back to the
coIuntry for positive determi nation. I
congratulate the lion. member for North
Coolgardie on the manner in which lie
submitted this motion, but I regret he
hias not proposed to miake the system of
payment of members apply to the whole
Parliament. The members of the
Legislative Council are representatives of
the popular will; and ats the hon.

Imembher cannot amiend his motion at this
stage, I move that the words " Legis-
lative Assembly " be struck out, and the
word " Parliament " inserted in lieu
thereof.

MuI. WALLACE (Yalgoo) : I beg to
second the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.
Mn. GREGORY (in reply) : I will not

detain the House long, but I wish to
reply to a few Of the arguments which
have been used against the motion. I
ask die House simply to affirmi the
principle of payment of members. I did
not adlvocate that any specified amiount
should he paid to reimburse members,
and the Minister of Education nlisunrler-
stood me when hie said I was advocating
a.n fixe salary. All I wish to dIo is to

afii the principle of payment of
m~embers. I do not think the remarks
miade by the Attorney General have
advanced the cause of the opponents to
the principle at all. The Attorney
General when speaking miust have
unagined he was addressing a meeting
at Bendigo. The point submitted by the
Attorney General as to local representa-
tion did not assist the debate. If a. con-
stituency wished to have a local representa-
tive who was in sympathy with the local
projects, then it should be able to elect a
local man. The Government always
want strong precedents to follow when

Itaking a new step. In the British House
of Comnmons seventeen years ago there
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were only twenty-seven members who
voted in favour of the principle of pay-
ment. but in 1893 there was an absolute
majority of members in the House of
Conmnons who favoured the system. In
at House consisting of 505 members a
majority was found voting for the
principle. The Premier can want no
greater precedent than that. It has been
stated that I am advocating class leg isla-
tion. When I advocate legislation in the
interest of the majority, the idea of class
legislation is exploded. When hon.memb~ers refuse to vote for paynent of

-members, they vote in favour of the
wealthy classes.

HON. H. W. VENN (Wellington) : I do
not wish to give a silent vote on this
occasion. When a motion in ref erence to
payment of members was submitted on at
former occasion, I said, as I say now, that
I believe in the principle: it is;a difficult
matter to argue against the princip~le
of payment of niemnl. ers. On the previous
occasion, when this subject was discussed,
I did not support the motion; but, as
the hon. member now submitting the
motion only asks the House to affirin
the principle, I take it that the mere
affinnilation of the principle will not lead
the Government to be in any hurr-y,
therefore I shall vote for the motion.
Unless there is a decided expression of
opinion given that the Government should
immediately take action, I assume that
the Government can suit their own con-
venience in considering the question. At
the next general election this question
might be very wvell placed before the
country. As the hon. member who
moves the motion does not desire the
Govenimnent to take immediate action, I
shall be very glad to support the principle.
I do not see how it is possible to advance
any argument against the principle. A
man should be paid for services rendered
to the State, and that being so, I shall
support the motion now before the House
affirming the principle of payment of
members.

Motion, as amended, put and division
taken, with the following result: -

Ayes..
Noes ...

... ... 20

ArTs.
Mr. Conolly
Mr. Doherty
Mr. Euw

Dir. Higha.
Mr. Holmes
Mr. Tllingworth
Mr. Kenny
Mr. Ziugemill
Mr. Leak
Mr. Mora
Dir. Oldhuam
Mr. Eson
Dir. Simpson
Mr. Ven.
Mr. Vesper
Mir. Wallace
Mr. Wilson
Mr. James (Teller).

Sore.
Sir John Forrest
Mr. A. Forrest

Dir. Hubl
Mr. Hero

Mr. Monger
Dir. Penefitler
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Piesse
Dir. Burt (Teller).

Motion, as amended, thus passed.

REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL.

Received f rom the Legislative Council,
anid, on the motion of Mr. JAMES, read a
first time.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10-50 p.m.,

until the ]text day.

fosiaibt doumciL,
Thursday, 2511. November, 18.97.
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sation .e Hainault Leses-Question: Mr. 0. D).
Simpson and Peak Hill Mining Properties-Ques.
tion: Site of W.A. Smelting Comnpny's Works-
Question Fremantle Water Supply- Question
Sabineo Roads Hoard District-Steamr Boilers Hill,
select committee's report-Underliround Surveyors
Bill: farther consideration in committee; chrisio.
on amnsedment to Clause 5-Enloynsent Brokers
Bill first reading-Sale of Liquors Amendment
Bill: first rending-Industriall Statistics Oil]1: first
reading-Immigration Restriction 1511: first reading
-Banhuptoy Act Amendment Bill: in committee;
division . oaenmnt to Clause 4-Locai Courts
Evidence Bill: in commnittee-Loaus Reappropriat-
tioss Bill :in committee-Mines Riegulation Act
Amendment Hill: seod reading-Motion: Leave
of Absence-Adjournment.

THE PRESIDENT took the chair at
4-30 o'clock p.m.

Majority for 9PAES... 9 PRAYERS.


