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deal about it. No private person would
build two parallel lines of railway to tap
the same country.

MR. ILLflJOWORTH: Mr. Lush is will.
ing.

MR. A. FORREST: The Government
have to satisfy hon. members, I suppose,
and satisfy the member for Nannmne,
who wants to tell his constituents that
lie has got the railway for them.

MR. ILLINOWORTH: No, I will not.
Ma. A. FORREST: I believe you will.

I think we should not have two costly
railways tapping the same back country
and competing in the samue traffic. The
hon. member for Geraldton says if any-
thing is done to delay the Murchison
linelhe will block the other. I do not
think that threat is fair, because the
line from Southern Cross to Coolgardie
is of such importance that there should
be no question about it. We may have
to spend a million in making a good
harbour at Fremnantle, and we may have
to spen *d another million in making
another harboun- at Geraldton, whereas
one railway from the coast to the back
reefing country would serve the require-
ments of both these great goldields.
These two railways are the most iii-
port-ant items in this Loan Bill, and no
doubt they will be both carried by this
House. I have thrown out this sugges-.
tion for consideration, because if these
railways were laid out by private persons,
only one connection with the (coast would
be made for the economical working of
the goldfields traffic. The other works
proposed in the schedule ame of minor
importance, and I shall not take up time
by sp)eaking on them now. In the item
of "Roads and bridges" 1 want to see
the Northern parts of the colony get a
fair share; and unless we get an assurance
that the roads and bridges and harbour
improvements are to be extended to the
Northern districts in fair proportion, I
shall oppose that appropriation. I think
that we Northern members should pull
together, and see if we cannot get some-
thing for the improvementof the Northern
coast. One portion of the district I
represent (West Kimberley) pays to the
general revenue £10,000 per annum;
and yet it has never had a Sixpence of
public money spent in it . That is the
port of Broome, which should have a
jetty. I ain sure the good sense of the

House will agree that if this Bill is a fair
and reasonable one, and if, as the Govern.
ment have promised, the whole amount
is not to be raised at once, it would be
better to pass one Bill for a million and
a half than to reduce this amunt and
leave the Government to come down next
year with an6ther Loan Bill for p)art of
the amount. Lenders do not look par-
ticularly to see what items are included
in a Loan Bill, because they have the
security of the whole colony for their
loan. If the Government could not raise
the money, I have no doubt the pro-
prietors of the Wealth of Nations Mine
would lend them a million.

MR. ISEFROY moved the adjournment
of the debate until the next sitting of
the House.

Question put and passed, and the
debate adjourned accordingly.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 10-40 o'clock,
p.m.

a gs tfibet
Thursday, 30th August, 1894.

Railway Platlorn, At., at East Northama-Leeae of
Absence to Mir. Dardt-Jofenee Forces Bill: third
reading-Excess Bill i8D3- third reading-Post.
voanoment ofOrders of the fly- ~ioipal Testate-
nione Ill further considered in commnittee-Point,
of Order as to Maebers voting in a flivision-Ad.
jo~urtet.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at

4830 p.m.

PRAYERS.

RAILWAY PLATFORM, &c., AT EAST
NORTHAM.

MR. MONGER, in accordance with
notice, asked the Commissioner of Rail-
ways,-

1. Whether the Government had sanc-
tioned a railway Sid infg at East Northam,
and on what conditions ?

[ASSEMBLY.] Northam Railway Station.
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z. Whether representations were not
submitted to the effect that a platform in
a more central jposition in that town
would have proved more beneficial to a
greater number of residents?

3. What provision did the Government
intend making for the general railway
requirements of Northam; and if these
would not be sufficient without giving
special facilities to certain residents at
the end of that town ?

THE COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hlon. H. WV. Venn) replied as
follows:-

i. The Gov'ernmuent have promised aL
siding at East Northamn for the use of the
general public, after repeated and con-
tinued application from the residents of
East Northam, and more recently from
the Municipality of Northam. The Gov-
erment are not, however, able to take
any active steps in this direction at
present, as it would interfere with the
contractor's workshops.

2. Representations have been submitted
to erect a main station in a more central
position in Northam; and this question
was discussed by me. at Northam, in the
presence of the members of the Muni-
cipality, and residents of both East and
West Northam. when it was shown by
myself, and the Engineer-in-Chief, that It
was impracticable to remove the present
Northam station to a more central
position without incurring a very large
expenditure -both for acquiring land,
and for reducing the grounds to a level.
It was pointed out that while the Gov-
ernment were anxious to give every
facility to the residents of Northam in
the way of station accommodation, it was
too much to expect the Government to
provide two stations in the small townt
of Northam for the receipt and delivery
of goods, when such towns as Melbourne,
Sydney, Adelaide, and Perth only. have
one station for such purposes; and as it
was impracticable to provide at station in
the centre of the town, except at a cost
beyond the mecans of the Government,
the main station at Northamn must be
either on the site of the present station
or at East Northam.

3. For the general railway requirements
at Northam, the Government now pro-
pose to increase the accommodation at
the present station site by putting- in
further gooWds sidings, and by increasing

the goods shied, the station building, and
the platform ; and when this is done,
the whole district of Northanm and the
general Jpublic should be effectively served,
without providing greater facilities for
the other end of the town or district
only. It is probable the Milling Comn-
Jpany will have a private siding, for which
they will pay.

LEAVE OFALSNE
On the motion of Mr. HARPER, leave

of absence for fourteen days was granted
to the hen, member for the Murchison
(Mr. Darl~t).

DEFENCE FORCES BILL.
Read a third i e, and passed.

EXCESS BELL, 1893.
Read a. third time, and transmitted to

the Legislative Counceil.

POSTPONEMENT OF ORflERS OF
THE DAY.

On the order of the day for the me-
sumption of the debate upon the second
reading of the Loan Bill,

Tas, PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
said he understood it, was the wish of
soine members that this debate be post-
poned until the evening sitting; lie
tberefore moved that the Order of the flay
be postponed until after the consideration
of the next Order.

Agreed to.
Tun SPEAKER: I wish to draw at-

tention to the growinig custom of altering
the Orders of the Day as they appear on
the Notice Paper, which may be very
inconvenient to some members. Of course
the Notice Paper is of no use to members
if it is lial e to be departed from at any
moment. A member may be interested
in some Bill or some motion, and, seeing
it low down on the Notice Paper, he may
not attend until that stage is likely to be
reached; and if that Bill or motion,
owing to the postponement of other
Orders of the Day, be taken out of its
sequential order, that member may not
have an qpportunity of taking part in the
debate. It is an inconvenient practice;
it creates sur-prise, and ought to be
avoided.

THE PREMIER (Hon. SirSJ. Forrest):
I quite agree with what your Honor says.

Orders of 1he Day. 393
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The Government are quite prepared to go
on with the Loan Bill, but I understood
it was the wish of members that it should
be taken after tea.

MUNICIPAL INSTITUTIONS BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 142 (continued) -Lighting rate:
MRt. LEAXE said that progress was

reported on this clause to enable the lion.
member for Perth to move, anl amend-
mnent. As the lion. nmemiber was not
present, he would suggest that the clause
be passed pro formda, and reconsidered
upon thle recommittal of the Bill.

Mit. JAMES said he was under the
impression that the Attorney General
was prepared to alter this section mn
the direction indicated the other evening.
H~e (Mr. James) had some amendments,
of which he had given notice, his object
being to prevent an injustice that would
otherwise arise if the clause remained as
it stood. He wanted to provide that the
rate for lighting should fall, in the same
proportion,'onl the shoulders of those who
enjoyed the light, whether they had the
light at present or ini the future. This
clause provided that a moiety of the
expense of lighting should come out of
the general rate, and a moiety out of a
special lighting rate, and hie wanted to
provide that the residents of those parts
of tile town that were nowv Lighted should
have their light on the same conditions, in
this respect, as the residents of those
parts of the town that might be lighted
after the passing of this Bill.

THE CHAIRMAN reminded the corn-
mittee that the lion, member for Perth
had. signified his intention of inoving to
strike out this clause, and substituting
another clause.

MR. JAMES said, in that case, hie
would deal with the new clause when it
was broughbt forward. In the absence
of the lion. member for Perth, he would
now move that the lpresent clause be
struck out.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said this Bill had been considered by the
municipal councils of the whole colony
before it was introduced, and in no
instance had there been any objection
raised to this clause. The hion. member
was himself a member of the City Council,
and hie wondered why the lion, member
did not bring forward these suggestions

when the draft Bill was under the con-
sideration of that body?

MR. JAMES said he was not present
at the time, and he did not think that
the attention of the Municipal Conference
had been drawn to the provisions of this
clause. He d id not think it was just at
all that those who enjoyed the light now

Ishould lie placed onl a different footing,
fromt those who might enjoy it here-
aifter.

Tnx ATTORNEY GENERAL (Honi.
S. Burt) said this clause would not
prevenitthe vorucil from erecting lamps
and lighting any portion of the city

Ithey chose fit, if they were able to do so,
without imposing any special rate up1on1
that part of the municipality. If, how-
ever, the council wvere unwvilling to do
so, and the ratepayer-s in that part of the
town insisted upon it, the council would
be empowered to levy a special rate to
defray a nioiety of the cost. That was
aIll.

Motion put and negatived.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 143;
Put and passed.
Clause 144-Prvention of fires:
MR. ILEARE said this clause emn-

p)owered a municipal council to supply
water for extinguishing tires, from tanks
or other reservoirs. This might work a
possible hardship where water was a
scarce comnnodity. Take, for instance, a
goldfields mu nicipality-Coolgardie or
Southern Cross. The Bill, it must be
remiembered, related to tme whole colony,
and, if there should be a fire at Coolgardie,
and some fortunate or unfortunate lperson
happened to have caught a few hundred
gallons of rMin water in his tanks, it
would be rather hard upon him to have his
water supply wasted upon a neighbour's
fire, when possibly the small amount of
water available would never put it out.

MR. SIMPSON said the probability
was that the water would be more valuable
than the building that was onl fire.

MR. A. FORREST said he was con-
nected, as a director, with one of the
insurance companies, and his experience
was that, as a rule, no attempt was made
to put out fires, except at Perth or
Fremantle. Generally, people let the
bunilding burnil down, especially if it was
insured.

Clause ag-reed to.
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Clause l 4 6-Oouncil may construct
fountains and urinals:

MR. JAMES moved to -add the words
"and privies," as it might be necessary
to erect these conveniences.

Agreed to.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 146-Council to prepare annuai

estimate, prior to the first day of No-
vember in each year:

MR. JAMES said there was hardly
enough time now given to prepare these
annual estimates before the first day of
November, and lie moved an amendment
to substitute the "first week" in Novena-
her for the " first day."

Agreed to.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 147-Income of municipality.

bow made up:
MR. JAMES said that sub-section 6 of

tis clause provided that amiongst other
sources of income were the flues and
penalties payable to tile corporation.
excepting so much thereof as was " pay-
able to any informer." He wished to
add, after the word "1informer," the
words " not being a police constable."
He did not know why a constable, a
public officer, should receive portion of a
fine for doing his duty.

MR. T1EAIE thought there was at
special provision in the Police Act dealing
with fines inflicted where the infor-
mnation was laid by a policeman.

MR. A. FORREST thought it would
be very undesirable to exclude the police
from sharing in these fines. They were
always albout, night and day, and were
more likely to witness brethes of the
law than ordinary civilians, and he saw
no reason why they should not receive
half the fine payable to the informer.
Other people might not bother their
heads to lay an information.

MR. SOLOMON would be sorry to see
these words inserted. It would take
away from the police all incentive in
many cases, and he thought they were
wefl entitled to half the fine in these cases.

Amendment negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 148:
Put and passed.
Clause 149 -Lands exempt from

rating:
MR. LEAKE said he noticed that

among the exemptions were lands "be-

longing to any public body created by
statute." What would be the effect of
these words upon a body like the Western
Australian Banik, which was incorporated
by statute, or the &-as Company? He
did not think it wats ever intenided to
exempt these bodies from this rating
clause.

THE ATTORNEY GEN~ERAL (Hon.
S. Burt) said they were not exempted
now, and these words were in the existing
Act.

MR. JAMES said that suh-,section (3)
exemupted lands " belonging to any re-
ligious body, and used or occtipied as
a place of residence of a minister of
religion." He moved that this sub-
section be struck out. He did so for these
reasons: whilst he thought they ought to
exclude from rating property belonging
to religious bodies used exclusively as
at place of public worship or Sunday
school, hie did iiot think the same
arguments applied to the residences of
ministers of religion. All religious bodies
could not afford the luxury of a manse,
and those who could afford it might
well -afford to pay the rates upon those
residences. As a matter of fact it was
very few religious bodies who had built
on their own lands a residence for their
ministers, and these ministers had to pay
rates, whereas the fortunate few who
happened to have at residence provided
for them on property belonging to their
congregation were exempted fromt rates.
By exempting these wealthier bodies fromt
taxation, we were granting them greater
privileges than were enjoyed by other
religious bodies, instead of subjecting
them, as he thought they ought, to some
taxation at all events for the privileges
they enjoyed. This sub-section went on
the principle of giving to those who had,
and taking away from those who had not.
So far as the municipality was concerned,
it incurred the same expenditure in pro-
viding roads and footpaths in the neigh-
bourhood of die residence of a minister
who was exempted from rates as in the
vicinity of private houses, the occupants
of which had to pay taxes, whether they
were ministers of religion or not.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
S. Burt) said this clause settled the
question of the rating of property be-
longing to religious bodies, and it was
simply a copy of the Act passed only two
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or three years ago, and it was merely
introduced into this Bill because they
were consolidating some thirteen or four-
teen Acts in this one measure. The Gov-
ernment did not propose to lend their
assistance to alter this clause in any way.
It wats well settled, after much debate at
the time, and he thought it was a just
clause, and he hoped the comimittee. would
support the Government in endeavouring
to retain it, otherwvise they should have
a question which was much debated and
settled in that House only two or three
years ago, reopened again, Het was suire
that circumstances had not changed since
that time. They were doing little or
nothing in the way of aiding the religious
bodies labouriug in their muidst. [Mr. A.
FoRREST; The Government give them
£24,000 a year.] And the Government
paid as much to the Municipal Council.
These councils, it appeared to him,
wanted everything that camne to their net.
As soon as a religious denominlation was
exempted fromn rates an attempt was
made to attack it.

MR. MORAN said this was only a
fresh outbreak of anl old disease to which
the hon. member for East Perth was
subject. The 1101. member might as
well go the whole hog while lie was
about it, and levy rates Upon aill
churches and chapels belonging to re-
ligious bodies. These bodies had to
support their Churches, and they also
tad to sujpport their ministers, and lie
did not see the slightest difference be-
tween levying rates upon church build-
ings as upon the minister's residence
oil the same property. He thought
it was well worthy the attention of
any young and aspiring lpolitician,
whether he should not turn his mind to
some of the bigger questions of the day
instead of imposing penalties upon strug-
gling religious lbodies. He thought the
hem. member might well wait until he
achieved a position of somec importane
as a civic guide before arrogating to him-
self the position of a dictator upon ques-
tions of this nature.

MRt. A. FORREST said he intended
to supp)ort the amendment, because his
exJperience during the lasteighteen months
ats Mayor of the City led him to believe
there were too many properties exempted
fromn rates. What with Government pre-
perty, and Church p~roperty, and orphan-

age property, and school property, the
Municipal Council was deprived of a
large amount of income which it could
ill afford to lose. Hle thought the thuid
had arrived when these bodies should
be made to paly their share as well
as anybody else. If he had his own
way he would strike out this clause
altogether and let the Government pay
rates like other people, and keep. their
subsidy if they liked. Hie believed the
Municipality would gain by it. The
Government had the best roads and the
best footpaths in the town about their
property, and yet they paid no rates.
Then, as to religious bodies, wily should
some ministers be taxed and others not?
It was those who belonged to the richest
denomlinations who were exempted, while
the poor minister who had to live in a
private house had to pay rates. Why
should wealthy denominations that owned
nearly half the town, have roads and foot-
ways made around their properties, and
contribute nothing towards them in the
shape of ratesF Surely those who
belonged to these wealthy congregations
could afford to pay rates as well as
private individuals. If the hon. member
went to a division, hie would go with him.
He thought ever-ybody who had property
should pay rates, whether it was the
Government or anybody else.

THE PREMIER (lion. Sir 3. Forrest):
That is ridiculous nonsense.

MR. ILLINGwORTH said if it was
"ridiculous nonsense " hie was going to

support it, at any rate. He should like
the Attorney, General to face the al-gu-
juents of the beln. members for East,
Perth and for West Kimberley, and say
whby a minister of the Gospel who livedl
in a private house, not belonging to a
religious denomination, should have to
pay rates, while the minister who lived
in a house owned by a religious body
should be exempted from. paying rates?
In order to escape p)ayinig a rate,
these religious bodies must be able not
only to keep their minister, but also to
build a house for him, while in the
case of a weaker congregation that
could not afford to do so, their minister
had to pay a rate. He saw no consistency
in that. It was simply giving to the rich
and taking away from the poor. Large
tracts of land within the municipality
were givenl awv to religious bodies in the
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oIleu days, and these p~roperties had cost
those religious bodies nothing in the way
of taxation, though in some cases the
properties Yielded a considerable amount
of revenue, now that roads and otter
improvements had been wade around
them. He saw no just reason for this
exemption. If the amendment now before
the committee should be negatived, he
thought that,, to be consistent, they ought
to exeli])t the residence of every religious
muinister from being rated.

Ali. Rt. F. SHOTJ. said he also in-
tended to support the amendment, because
hie thought it was a fair and just aieud-
went. In practice, the principle intro-
duced in this clause let off the heads of
the Churches from paying rates, as they
got their houses free, whilst the pool-
curate or ill-paid minister had to pay
rates. There was the Church of England,

for instance, occpyig two whole blocks,
with a frontage to the main street, where
there was agood road andgod footpaths,
which had to be kept up by the nunici-
Pality , although the owners of the pro-
perty paid no rates. They derived just
as much benefit from these roads and
footpaths ats any poor ratepakyer in the
city did; and Ile k-new Of no0 sound
argu ment wily such properties should be
exemp1 ted from taxation. As to the
Government subsidising municipalities,
that had nothing to do with the principle
now tinder discussion. The Government
also subsidised religious bodies out of
public; funds, and these bodies were
further subsidised by the municipality, in
being exempted from having to pay any
rates. Re hoped the lion. member would
go to a division upon his amendment.

MaR. RANDELL said the amendment
would have his support. lie looked upon
this exemption of rates as so miuchi added
to the stipend of a minister, not at the
expenise of his congregation, but at the
expense of the general body of ratepayers.
As had been already pointed out, the
present law operated unjustly in the case
of ministers who did not have thc good
fortune to live in a house built upon
Church property. Every denmi natit
could not afford to have a, manse.
There were denominations in town who
received no assistance from public funds,
and who had no manse for their muinis-
ters, yet these ministers would have
to pay rates under this clause. He did

not think there was muich analogy in
the argument that if you exempted
churches and chapels you should also
exempt the minister's residence. A church
was built and supported out of the
pockets of the members of the congrega-
tion, and was used for no other purpose
than a church or place of worship, and
every mnenber of the congregation paid
rates for the houses they lived in. He
believed that in England all ministers of
religion - except, perhaps, the parish
mninister-had to pay rates and taxes;
they had to pay both the parish rate and
the Queen's tax. Therefore it was no
novel principle that was sought to be
intr-oduced by this amendment, and, ais
the question had been raised, hie thought
the distinction should he wiped out
between the position of one denomlination
and another in this respect. Hie thought
that all prop~erty, or nearly all property,
in the city should be rated, li-e did not
kniow what about the Government, so
long as they continued to pay the nieic-
pality a subsidy. He could not agree
with the hon. umember- for West Kim-
berley that the municipality would he a
gainer if the Government p;aid rates and
withdrew the subsidy, lbut lie did not
expect, that this Goverunment subsidy was
going to last, long. They were reducing
it in) thle other Colonies, and], 'vhen it was
withdrawn here, as lie was afratid it would
1)0 sooner or later, lie thought it would
be only right to call upon the Govern-
ment to pay rates in proportion to tme
value of their property.

Tire COMTMISSIONER or CROWN
LANDS (Hon. W. E. Marinion) said the
argument of those in favour of the
amendment was this: because an injus-
tice might be done to one or two minister-s
who might have to pay a rate, a positive
injustice must Ihe done to the many who
were exempted fromt paying. He would
point out that they were not seeking in
this clause to introduce an 'y new legisla-
tion ; if they were doing so there might
be something in the argument. But this
principle had been in operation for some
years, and it was adopted after a good
deal of discussion and consideraion;
and, for his part, he saw no reason for
interfering- with it. The tendency of the
clause was to give a, certain privilege to
allt religious bodies alike-not to say
particular body. No denomination was
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griven any preferential claim, and the
religious body who did not participate
in the privilege to-day might do so
to-morrow. It was open to all religious
denominations-bodies: who received so
little and did so much for their country.
The hon. member for West limber-
ley referred to the fact that they
received £4,000 a year fromn the Gov-
erment -a Jpaltry ineed towards the
support of religion in this enormouis
territory. Slight,, however, as this assist-
ance was, it wats a welcome one, and, hie
maintained, a deserving one. A great
deal of fuss had been made about this
exemption, from rates of a few ministers
of religion-what would it amount to,
after al? The loss sustained by thle
municipality could not possibly be great,
whereas, on the other hand, a wrong
principle would be .introduced, which
would only be the thin edge of the wedge
which the hon. member for West Kim-
honley and others had been seeking to
introduce for many years, but, so far,
without success.

Aln. RANDELL said there was one
aspect of tile case which had not been
touched upon: by exempting these minis-
tcrs from paying rates you deprived them
of their citizenship. (Mr. MARMON
They will forgive you that.) He knew
ministers who would rather pay rates
and be allowed to exercise the franchise.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Ron.
S. Burt) said there was nothing to pre-
vent their paying rates, if they liked to.

MR. JAMES said the Commissioner of
Crown Lands wats quite right in saying
that this was a. question of principle
rather than of revenue; but hie thought
tile principle was altogether in favour of
the amendment, both as regards con-
sistency and justice. Those who sought
exemption from a law that applied to the
majority should. justify their claim- to
such exemption. Tbe Commissioner of
Crown Lands was entirely wrong when
lie said that the resuilt of this amendment
would be to do a positive injustice to the
many for the sake of the few. In Perth,
at any rate, the majority of ministers did
not reside in manses' or houses exempt
from rates; the majority would have to
pay taxation under this clause.

Mn. LEA KE did not know whether the
Commissio ner of Crown Lands had spoken
as a minister of religion or a, Minister of

the Crown when lie opposed this amend-
mont. He did not know that he (Mr. Lea ke)
could claim to be regarded as a religious
member, but he was going to support the
amendment religiously, at any rate. He
thought they should be consistent, and
treat all people alike, and, if they were
not able to exclude all religious ministers
from being rated, they should not make
a law in favour of the few. The principle
of the clause was to ensure a revenue to
the municipality from a particular source,
and, unless under -very exceptional cir-
cunistanees, every citizen should con-
tribute to that revenue.

Mn. RICHARDSON said the eon.
sideration of this question opened up
some important side issues. What was
the definition of a minister of religion,
and what was the definition of religion
itself ? Supposing half a dozen men
banded themselves together and assumed
the functions of a religious body, and
they had no place of worship of their
own, but held their services in some hall
or other building, was that building to
be exempt from taxation? Or these
people might say, " Other denominations
have land granted to them by the Crown,
why should. we also not have a grant
of land upon which we could erect a
building which would be exempt from
taxation, ?" He thought that all sections
of the community should be treated alike
in the miatter of taxation, without respect
to anybody's religious Opinions.

MR. MORAN said there was no analogy
between a public hall, used occasionally
for a religious service, and a church or
chapel. A hail might be used for a place
of worship one night, and for a concert
or dancing another night. One was built
for speculative purposes, while the other
was used exclusively for religious worship.
It had been said that these Church pro-
perties received as. much benefit from
roads and footpaths made by the mnunici-
pal councils as did other properties that
paid rates. He happened to belong to a
religiouis body who had a building on the
top of the hill, and who had the second
largest congregation in Perth, and that
building had not a decent footpath near
it, except what had been made by the
congregation itself.

TaxE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said lie dlid not know what the object of
mnembers was, exactly - whether they
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desired to strike out the clause altogether.
olr whether they desired to include persons
in the clause who were not already in-
cluded in it. If the lion, member would
propose that all religious ministers 1)0
exempted, he might have a chatnce of
carrying it. This question was one that
required some consideration. It was at
principle that had existed for a long time
in this colony, and he had heard no
complaint about it before, nor any demand
that the law should be altered. Hre know
this, that all the religious bodies in
this colony were, what he might termi,
languishing; thevy were very short of
funds, and those -who Suppoited them
were not very numerous, There were
clurtain sections of the communuity who
kept the churches going to a very large
extent. If it was proposed to rate the
minister's residence, he thought they
ought to rate all Church property as well,
because he failed to see the difference
between one building and another, so
long- as they, belonged to the Church,
whether it was the huilding in which the
minister lived or the building in which
lie officiated. They would be placing a
large burden upon these religions bodie2s
if they were to tax all their propert4y, and
lie faile jd to see how thley were consis tently
to make a distinction between one pro-
perty and another. His view of the case
was this :in this immense country, with
its scattered population, where none of
the Churches were rich, and where there
was so 'much for these bodies to do, and
so few to do it, hie certainl 'y thought the
Conimittee should hesitate before taking
away any of their funds or impose any
fuither b;urdens upon them.

THE3 ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
S. Buart) was sure the Committee would
like to be just in a matter of this sort, and
there was no denying the fact that until
that afternoon this question had not been
discussed in any way since the House
agreed to exemlpt this kind of property
front taxation sonie years ago. It was a
very uneagre notice to give these people
that it was proposed to levy at tax upon
them. The lion, member for Nannine said
hie thought the Government were inconsis-
tent because they did not also allow a
private house occupied by a minister to
be exempted as well as if the house was
Church property. He did not see any
inconsistency, because the relief granted

by this clause was to the owners of the
property (the Church), and not to the
minister. Any nm mtight call himself a
minister of religioii. He rather believed
that in course of time each one of themn
would have a religious denomination of
his own, and then they would want all
their houses free from rates. He asked
the committee to leave these religious
bodies in Possession of this small_ privilege
which they had enjoyed so long, and not
to rob them of it at a moment's noti;e.
If they began to tax the minister's
residence, they would next want to lax
the Sunday school, and then the church
itself, because' they Would all he probably
on the samne ground. But if they were
to exempt ministers wherever they lived
they would lie departing from the prin-
ciple of the clause altogether, because the
object was to relieve Church property,
and not the minister. There would be
some difficulty in exempting ministers
individually, because a minister mighlt
live in one house to-day and in another
house to-morrow.

Ali. RANDELT2 said the Attorney
General arguied that because this had]
been thle law for Sonic tune it would not
be wise or just to alter it. But were
they not c-ontinually doing that sort of
thinigP Only a year or two ago the
Attorney General himself introduced into
the Municipal Institutions Act a little
clauise which had for its object the very
samne thing as this amiendinent, namely,
the taxation of certain Church property.

TuE COMMSrSI~ONER OF CROWN LANDS
(H~on. 1W. E. Ifarmion): Property occui-
p~ied by other people than miembers of
the Church, and rented for business pur-
poses, and let to tenants.

MR. RANDELL: Was not the minister
a tenant of the Church also? How
could they draw any distinction between
one Church property and another Chinch
property ? Tb e property referred to was
exenipted under the old Act, but the
aniended Act removed the exemption,
and this amiendmnent simply Sought to do
the sanie sort of thing. He Saw no
difference at all in the princi Ple involved.
Sonic years ago, the minister of the
Church to which he belonged left the
colony, and the officers of the Church let
the manse to a private citizen, and the
moment theyr did so the City Council
came down upon them and asked them
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for the rates, and they paid the rates,
and lie believed were the first religious
body in the town to do so, though they
were receiving no State aid, and would
consider it a disgrace if they did accept
State aid to support their own religious
principles. [THE: PREMIER: YOU accept
land from thle State, anyhow.] The
majority of Church ministers had to pay
rates, and he did not see why the principle
should not be gen~eral. If it was right
and proper in one case, it was right and
proper in another.

Tau COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. W. E. Mannion) said
he saw no analogy between ai building
erected by a religions body for the pur-
poses of trade and profit and a building
erected for their minister to live in. The
inister entered into competition with

nobody and spent lida time in doing good;
the tenants of the other property entered
into competition with ev6rybody else in
the samie line of business. In that case
the Church authorities became landlords,
like other landlords, and received rents
for their properties. It was only right
such properties should be rated.

Ma. A. FORREST said that a property
not many yards away, and now belonging
to a membller of that House, formerly
belonged to the Church, and had belonged
to it for -50 years, and never paid any
rates or taxes, though the municipality
made roads and footpaths around it at
great expense. That property was sold
by the Church for £4,000, and, directly
afterwards, the purchaser had to pay
rates.

MRt. RICHARDSON thought it would
throw some light on the subject if they
had a. definition of what a religious
minister meant. no was not sure whether
it had any legal or technical definition.
Was it aL man who wore a black coat and
a white tie, or was it a man paid to preach
the Gospel, or was it the man who min-
istered religion in its truest sense, and who
endeavoured to inculcate religious prin-
ciples and true religious doctrines? It
appeared to him that anyone could claim
to be a minister of religion if he mainistered
to any religion, and could therefore claim
to have his residence exempted from rates
under this clause. [MnZ. VENN: If On.
Church property.] He should like a
definition of "1Church " too. Was not
this section a tax imposed upon the small,

*and humble, and inopulent religious body,
while exempting the rich, and numerous
and more influential body? The poorer
the body, the more they pressed on it.

Ma. MORAN said the hen, member
for the Do Grey had miade out a case
against himself. The only thing he would
have to do, to get exemption from pay-
ing rates, was to start a little sect of his

*own.
QuestLion put-that the sub-section be

struck out-and a division called for.
MR. MORAN (when members had

divided) : Religion triumphs once more!I
AN HoN. MEMBER: If you call your.

self religio us, I am glad I'm not religious.
Ma. A. FORREST rose to a point of

order. Was the hon. member for Yilgarn
in order in calling members onl this side
of thle House atheists ?

AN HoN. MEMBER: He didn't say
that.

SEVERA-L MEMBERS: No, no.
The result of the division was:

Ayes ... ... ... 10
Noes ... ... ... 15

Majority against ... 5

Aves. NOES.
Mr. fliagwortlt Mr. Burt
Mr. Jonws Xi. Clarkson
Mr. Keel) Mr. Connor
Mr. Leal'e Mr* Coekworthy
Mr. BdelSir John Forrest
Mr. Eichardsou Mr. Hre
Mr. Rt. F. ShallI Mr. Rsl
Mr. H1. W. Shall Mr. Marmina
'Mr. Spo Mr. Moran
Mr. ST. roest (Telle). M~T. Pa6terSOnL

Mr, Fearse
Mr. Phasse
Mr. Solomon
Mr. Yen,,
Mr. lefroy (Teller).

Question thus negatived.
MR. ILLINGWORTH said, the com-

mittee having declined to strike out thle
sub-section altogether, he wished to
move an amuendmnent which would have
the effect of exempting from rates the
residence of every religious minister,
whether he lived in a private house or onl
Church property. He did not see how
they could consistently do otherwise.
Why should thle pastors and ministers
of some denominations be deprived of a
privilege granted to the ministers of other
denominations, whether he be the D~ean
of Perth, the Roman Catholic Bishop,
the chairman of the Wesleyan Conference,
or anybody else? He moved that the
words "1any religious body and u sed " be

Municipal Institutions Bill.
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struck out ; the sub-section would then
exempt the residence of any minister of
religion from having to pay rates.

MR. R. F, SHOLTJ said lie agreed that
all ministers should have their residences
free froma rates, if some did; hut there
was this difficulty with regard to those
who lived in private houses, the rates
were struck at a certain time of the year,
and only once a year, and, if a minister
happened to leave a house soon after the
rates were struck that house would not
be rated at all that year, and the miuni-
cipality would lose the rates. The
minister, according to this, would be
exempt from rates, wherever hie wvent to
live, and complications would arise.

Amx. LEAKE thought there *vas force
in what the lion. member for Gascoyne
said; but hie thought the difficulty might
be got over in this way:- let the clause be
passed as printed, and move at the end
that no minister of religion shall be re-
quired to pay rates. They must remem-
ber this: that it was the land thatt was
rated, and not the individual; and a
tenement maight change hands often
during the year.

MR. SOLOMON said the question of
rating Church property occupied thie at-
tention of the Freman tie Municipal
Council some time ago, and the matter in
dispute was referred to the Su prelue
Court, the property having been let by
the Church to a private individual, and it
-was claimed that no rates were payable
in respect of it. There was also this fact
to be considered, that by exempting all
ministers from paying rates they disfran-
chised these people. He should certainly
vote ag-ainst the amendmnent.

Amendment put and negatived.
MR. JAMES said he had an amend-

ment to move in sub-section 6. That
section read as follows :-" No rate what-
"ever shall be struck upon any land or

buildings used exclusively as a hospital,
"benevolent asylwn, orphanage, public
school, private school (being the pro-

"perty of a religious body), public lib-
"rry, public museum, or mechanics'

",institute." He moved that the following-
words be struck out:- " private school
"1(being the property of a.reigious body)."
He did not see why a private school
should be exempted, simply because it
was held in property belonging to a re-
ligious body, any more than a private

school held in at building, owned by a
private individual, If they exempted all
school buildings he would not Mind, but
hie saw no just cause for exempting one
school and rating another in the samne
street, perhaps.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hlon.
S. Burt) said this provision also had been
passed by the House only two or three
years back, after much discussion, on the
ground that they should grant some relief
to those religious bodies who used their
buildings for philanthropic, charitable, or
seliolas tic ;purposes; and it was considered
that Church property used as a private
school came within the purview of that
principle. He saw no reason, -for his
part, for altering, the decision which the
House arived at on that occasion.

AIR. SOLOM ON said that in Fremantle
the Church of England had lots of private
houses let to private individuals, and, be
could not see, if one of these houses
should be used as a private school why it
should be exemnpt from rates, any more
than any other school held in a private
person's house.

.1R. RANDELA said the object of the
Government of this colony seemed to be
to pauperise all religious bodies. He
could not see. why private schools should
be exempted simply because they hap-
pened to be held in premises belonging to
a religious body. The principle had been
recognised that Church property let to
tenants for business purposes should be
rated, and lie failed to see the distinction
betwveen property let for school purposes.
He did not think the Attorney General
had given the true reason why these word s
were inserted in the existing Act; though,
perhaps, it was not -worth while referring
to it now. He (Mr. Randell) was aware
of the reason. -[AN; HoN. Mitrn:
What was it ?] It was the Grammar
School at Fremantle.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. S.
Burt) : That was not the reason at
all.

THiE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest).
thought the reason why these words were
inserted in the present Act was because
some Sunday school buildings were used
during the week for private schools
under the auspices of the same religious
body.

MR. A. FORREST said the Girls'
High School, in Perth, a flourishing in-
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stitution, was, he believed, held in Church
property, and, for that reason, paid no
rates. Was that fair to other private
schools that were compelled to pay rates ?
This High School charged high fees to
the scholars, and whyv should it act he
rated like any other school ?

Mit. JAMES said they did not care
what the reasons were two or three years
ago for inserting this provision in3 the
Act; what they wanted to know was what
reason there was for inserting it now.
If the principle could not be justified
why should they continue it ? Why
should these schools, held in premises
that happened to he Oh urch property, be
allowved. to enter into unfair competition
with schools held in premises that were
private property 9 One school did as
much good as the other. If these Church
premises were exempted because they were
used for scholastic purposes, why should
they not exempt all other premises used
for scholastic; purposes?

Upon the question being put-that, the
words proposed to be struck out stand
part of the Bill-the Chairma~n of Corn-
inittees announced that on the voices, hie
thought the noes had it, whereupon Mr.
Simpson and -Mr. James called for a
division.

The doors having been locked,
TnE CHAIRMAN said the hon. memi-

ber for Geraldton (who was sitting with
the noes) having called for a division,
when he (the Chairman) had said he
thought the noes had it, must vote with
the ayes.

THE COMMISSIONER or CROWN
LANDS (Hon. W. E. Mlarmion) said as
the hon. member for East Perth (who was
also sitting with the noes) had also called
far a division, must he not, too, vote with
the ayes?

THE: CHAIRMAN said he must.
Upon hearing this decision Mr. Simpson

and Mr. James retired behind the bar of
the House.

Ta s CHAIRMAN: Hon. members
will please be seated.

MRs. SHOLTJ said, with all due respect
to the Chairman, he thought the Chair-
man was wrong.

THE CHAIRMAN said the two hion.
members' votes must he counted with
the ayes.

Mn. SIMPSON, who took his usual
seat on the Government cross lbenecies,
said he would like to ask from his place
whether it was possible for him to leave
the House before a division, when the
tellers had not been namned?

THE CHAIRMAN: No. The doors
are locked.

Mn. SIMPSON:- And if I stand in
the gangway, SirP

THE CHAIRMAN: I had to request
hion. members to be seated, and I did
so.

Ma. SIMPSON wanted to know if, in
the event Of his not being seated, his
vote was counted.

THE CHAIRMAN said it was.
MR. RARDELIJ thought the practice

in the House had alway s been, if members
had inadvertently called for a division,
not to tie them to it, but if fromn in-
advertence or other causes they crossed
the gangway their vote was counted on
the side they intended to vote upon. He
should like the ruling of she Speaker.

THE CHAIRMA.N said hie was bound
by the Standing Orders.

MR. RANDELL: I think there was
ai misunderstnding of the question put
to the House. As Chairman, Sir, you
were aware these members intended -to
say " no," and not " yes."

MR. SIMPSON begged to direct the
attention of the Chairman to the f act
that uinder the Standing Orders, when the
hour of 6:30 f~m. arrived, the House
adjourned.

Tan CHAIRMAN: Not when a
division is taking place.

MR. SIMPSON: I was not aware of it.
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Wrong

again.
MR. RICHARDSON (speaking from

the left) wvas quite sure the Govermnent
would not take advantage of a catch
division.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:. It is not a
catch division.

T HE CHAIRMAN said lie must abide
by the Standing Orders, and lie did so.
He heard the member for Geraldton
challenge his statement that lie thought
the noes had it, and hie had no alter-
native than to require the lion. member
to vote contrary to what he (the Chair-
man0) said.

The committee divided on the motion-
that the words proposed to be struck out
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stand part of the Bill-with the following
result:

Ayes..
No

14

Majority against... 3

Mr. Clarkson
Mr. Connor
Sir John Forrest
Mr. Hassell
Mr. James
'Mr. blnio

Mr MOra"
Mr. Pears,
Mr. pies$
Mr. it.' F. Shell
M. Simpson
Sir. J3 . Lee Steere
Mr. Vean
Mr. Burt (Trlar)e.

The amendment
atived.

NOES.
Mr. Cook worthy
Mr. A. Forrest
Mr. Harper
Sir. Ifliiigworth
Mr. Keep
Mr. Lefroy
Sir. Paterson
Air. Richardsont
Mr, H. WV. Shell
Mr. Solomon
Mr. Randall (Teller).

was therefore neg-

Mx.R JAMES ask-ed if his vote inight
be taken on protest.

THE CHAIRMAN was understood to
say the hon. member would have anothcr
Opportunity of dealing with the matter.

-At 6-4O p.m. the CHAIRMAN left tile
Chair for an hour.

At 7 30 p.m. thme CHAIRnAN resumied
the Chair.

TnE CHAIRMAN, referring to the
point of order raised prior to the suspen-
sion of the sitting, quoted Standing Order
1971, in support of the ruting he bad given
previously - " A member calling for a
division shall not leave the House, and
shall vote -with those who, in the opinion
of the Speaker, were in the minority."

Clause 149, which had been under dis-
cussion, was put and passed.

Progress reported, and leave given to
sit again on Monday, 3rd September.

LOAN BILL, 1894.

SECOND BEADING-RESUMED DEBATE.

Debate on the motion for the second
reading resumed.

A. LEFROY: My hon. friend the
leader of this (the Opposition) side of the
House, when addressing himself to this
question the other evening, said he would
not speak as representing a party, but as
an individual moember. I therefore con-
sider it my duty, sitting beside him, and
speaking on an important question such
as this, to adopt the same line. The
Premier, in the able speech with which he
introduced this question, marshalled his
facts with eon siderable skill, and added

his inferences with no inconsiderable
astuteness; proving, no doubt to his own
satisfaction, that we are in a position, as
a. colony, to borrow the amount of money
proposed in the Bill. It appears that
hon. members on this side of the House
were thought, last evening, by a certain
hon. member on the other side, to be
bewailing or bemoaning the position of
the colony. I do not think it is the
desire of lion. members on this side to
wail; but we do consider it a duty to
criticise freely any important measure
of tisi sort. I think we would not be
doing our duty to the country if we
adopted any other principle. With
regard to this loan, I am not afraid to
1)0rrow money for advancing the interests
of thle colony, nor do I congider that, if
we are in a position to do so, we should
not go into the money market and bor-
row for the improvement of our national
estate; bitt at the same time, I think the
amount now proposed is of very large
proportions. The Premier told us this
matter had been before the c;ountry, and
that it was known to the colony and the
different constituencies that the Govern-
mnent proposed to b)orrow a million and a
half for certain public works. I ami not
so sure of that. I am not so sure that
somne constituencies in the colony would
not lbid UaS pause before writing our signa-
ture to the large amount proposed in this
bill. When Responsible Government was
introduced, the Parliament adopted the
policy of borrowing for railway works,
and I think that policy was generally
approved at thc time by the country, as
well as by the Parliament then in exist-
ence. I also think that if we had not
adopted that policy we would have lagged
far behind in the race among the Aus-
tralian colonies. There is no doubt that,
seeing there is quick transit in other
parts of the world, we should adopt the
same lines of development in this colony;
therefore, I think we were wise in adopt-
ing that policy when proposed by the
present Government. At the same time,
we ought to be careful and cautious, so
as not to get into difficulties when
borrowing extensively. Our revenue has
been increasing for the last three and a
half years, the total increase amounting
to £2266,932, and that is held out to us as
an argument for more borrowing. But I
say the increase is a sine qtu& non, because
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wye would be in a terrible state at the
present time if our revenue had not in-
creased. The increased amount of interest
we have to pay on the loans of nearly two
millions borrowed since the introduction
of Responsible Government would have
been such a drain on the revenue as must
place us in a sorry position indeed if our
revenue had not increased. The revenue
was certain to increase under the borrow-
ing policy at the time. Our Customs
returns have increased naturally as a
result of borrowing money, and of the
money sent into the colony by individuals,
causing the further imp~ortation of articles
required in the colony, and these being
taxed through the Customs; but this
operation seems to me like taking money
out of one lpocket and putting it into the
other. Although I approve of borrowing
to a certain extent, I rather follow the
lines adopted by my hon. friend (Mr.
Loton), and would prefer to borrow less for
the present. I do not see why this House
should sanction a loan of one and a half
millions, when it is not all required to be
spent for nearly four years. I would
rather start those urgent works which are
required now, and after a lapse of twelve
months, if the colony were prospering
then ats it is at present, we might
empower the Government to go into the
market and add to the indebtedness.
With regard to the first item in the
schedule, a railway from Mullewa to Cue,
it is imperative that this line should be
constructed or commenced as soon as
possible; but I think, with my friend the
bon. member for the Swan, it might be
as well if only a portion of the amount
required for this railway were sanctioned
by the House at present. With regard
to the question of constructing railways
by private enterprise. I cannot agree with
those hon. members who have supported
that principle. The lproposals alluded to
by the hon. member for Albany were
entirely different from the conditions
under which land-grant railways have
been built in this colony; but, at the
same time, I cannot help thinking that
in the long run we would have the same
result. It is held out as an argument
in favour of the private proposals that
the deposit which the syndicate or com-
pany would have to place in the hands
of the Government would be a, sufficient
guarantee that the works would be pro-

ceeded with satisfactorily. I do not- be-
lieve in that. I believe, on the contrary,
that if some of those gentlemen were to
place in the hands of the Government a
deposit of £210,000 or £20,000, as a
guarantee, and if they found out after-
wards they were not in a position to carry
out the railway, they would approach
some hion. member of this House-per-
haps my good-natured friend the member
for York (Mr. Monger), who is always so
ready to take up the cudgels for those in
distress, and I am sure, with his usual
good nature, hie would come forward-or,
perhaps, the hon. member for Geraldtou
would try an appeal ad misericordiamn in
this House, and in one way or other the
Government would probably be induced to
give back the deposit instead of forfeiting
it. There are certain people wvho argue that
it would be miostunpopular for the Govern-
ment to hold a deposit when an appeal
was made for the money to be returned. I
know that persons who hold debentures
in the Midland Railway Company say it
would Ibe a terribly hard thing, if the
0Government forfeited the money which
was deposited as a guarantee for the
completion of that railway, because they
say it was not the promoters' money that
was deposited, but was really the share-
holders' money subscribed for the work;
and they say, " Why do hiarmn to un-
fortunate people who were induced to
invest their money innocently in that
concern ?" That is the sort of feeling,
and I am sure we would have to give in
to it; therefore I am not in favour of
building railways by means of private
enterprise, now that we have started the
building of railways with State funds.
The Coolgardie railway no doubt is
necessary, and is urgent, and I think the
sooner it is made the better. There is no
doubt the discoveries of gold have been
of great assistance to the finances of the
colony' during the last few years; and
without those gold discoveries our posi-
tion at present would have been very
different from what it is; therefore it is
for us to endeavour in every way to foster
and cherish th is goose that lays the
golden egg. There are other questions
with regard to the Donnybrook--Bridge-
town railway and the Collie coalfield
railway. I think the Bridgetown project
ought to stop, for the pr-esent, for I do
not think, the condition of the colony
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warrants tue in voting for the expenditure
of money onl that work. I am sure that
in the immediate future, as soon as-'we
are in a p)osition to build this railway, it
will be necessary, for there is no doubt a
great amuount of good land in that part
of the colony, and I hope that before
long a ra ilway will be made into that
district; but at present the project
should be held over, because we must
1)0 most cautious in the way in which
we borrow extensively, and 1 hope that
before two years are over we will be in
a position to borrow sufficient money
to carry on this work. For the present,
I would rather see it held over. There
art, other questions wvith regard to addi-
tional rolling stock, and so on. Of course
we require the rolling stock, hut if the
existing railways had been properly
equipped. a great deal of the additional
rolling stock now asked for would not be
required. 'With regard to thle item

Development of agiriculture, including
land purchase, clearing of land, drain-
ing," and so on, I think that item might
stand over. I cannot understand why
the Government require to go into the
market and buy land, for I have never
heard of any reason for doing so, and I
should have thought there was sufficient
Crown land, without having to purchase
from private owners. Suffioct reasons
for that itemi have not been given, and I
cannot support it. With regard to the
Collie coalfield railway, we have most
excellent reports upon the coalfield, but I
would like to see more of that coal raised
and tested before consenting to borrow
money for that railway, and I think that
project imight be held over for a time.
If these two Southern railways are post-
poned for the present, there are many
other items in the Bill which would
bear consequent curtailment. Schools I
think might be left out of the Loan Bill,
for we ought to be able to build schools
ount of current revenue. Unfortunately,
the priniciple crept into the last Loan
Bill, and was skipped over, and I suppose
it is for that reason that the Government
have placed the item of schools in this
Bill. But, if people want to have their
children educated, the necessary schools
ought to be built out of current revenue,
and not out of loan money. I have now
given my reasons why I shall not be
prepared to suplport some of the items in

the schedule. So many arguments have
been used by hon. members in this
debate, that I do not want to go over
the 'same ground, and weary the House
by expressing my views to the same
effect; but I am Sure the Government
will give us credit, on this side of the
Rouse, for performing a duty, when we
vote on the items of the Bill, which
we conscientiously consider we owe to
the country. We d& not wish to act
in a sp~irit of factious opposition; and
we claim to be imbued with as mnuch
patriotism, and as much anxiety to pro-
mote the interests of the country, as the
hon. gentlemen who sit on the other side
of the House. The delbate last night
seemed to have a somewhat harrowing
effect on some hon. members. The only
hon. member onl whom it seemed to have
a soothing effect was the Commissioner
Of CrTown Lands, and on him it seemed
to have a somnniferous effect; so that hie,
at any rat%, did not consider the utter-
ances coining from this side of the House
were of a wailing description. I merely
rose to make a few remarks on the
principles of the Bill, pointing out the.
direction in which I am likely to vote
when the matters are to be dealt with in
that form.

Ma~t. PIE SSE! I, with others, have
much pleasure in congratulating the
Premier on the able manner in which he
has introduced this Loan Bill to the
House. With regard to the financial
aspect of the Bill, I shall not deal much
with that, because it has been so ably
spoken upon by those hon. members who
make a study of finance. I wish to state
my practical views on certain questions
which have cropped up during the de-
bate; and, before doing so, I would like
to say the principal items which have
caused discussion have lbeen the two rail-
ways to the goldfields, which no doubt
are warranted by the late important dis-
coveries of gold, and by the successful
developments of the fields during the
past twelve months, which have attracted
so much attention to their wonderful
productiveness. Hon. members agree
that these two railways must be con-
structed, and in order to properly de-
velop our great goldfields it is certainly
necessary that these fields shall be con-
nected with the centres of population. I
cannot agree with some speakers as to
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the methods they would wish to see
adopted for constructing the railways ;
that is with regard to syndicates. My
experience of railway syndicates has -been
of long duration, for I have lived on a
line of railway which is pointed to as the
most successful of those constructed by
syndicates, in the past, and that is the
Great Southern Railway. We must give
to that company every credit for its good
intentions, and for the way in which its
line has been built and equipped and
workied up to the present. The company
has had great disadvantages to contend
with, and had the company's affairs not
been in the hands of good financiers at
Howe-men of determined character, and
inenwho were able to raise the funds nec~es-
saryfor carryingon thework- it ispossible
wve would have seen just as much trouble
with regard to that railway as occurred
with regard to the Midland railway. At
the time the concession was made .to the
promoters, the colony congratulated itself
upon having got persons to construct
that railway, and we all thought we were
having a good work pushed through, and
one which the colony was not capable of
carrying out by itself. Had we then
foreseen the difficulties that have since
arisen, no doubt we should all have voted
against the granting of that concession ;
ad I will prove to-night that, although

that railway has been looked upon as a,
great success, it has really been a bar to
the settlement which we so much expected.
The hon. member for Nannine mentioned
last night that, had it not been for the
death of Mr. Anthony Hordern, we should
have seen much greater progress with
regard to that railway; but I may tell
the hon. member that, at the time of Mr.
Hordern's death, he had sold his conces-
sion to a number of persons in England,
as a speculation, and that at the time of
his death he owned very few shares in
the railway -in fact, not ahy shares.
With all respect to his memory and to
his efforts, there is no doubt his intention
was to carry out a scheme of his own as
to land settlement; but as to carr~ying
out the objects or desires indicated in
that concession of die railway, I think
they were furthest from his mind. Ile
never intended to carry oat that railway
scheme himself, and lie had disposed of
the concession, upon satisfactory terms,
to financiers in England who afterwards

carried out the terms of the contract.
No doubt had he lived lie would have
carried out his scheme of laud settlement,
or we may hope so; but, at the same
time, his desire to do so was no argument
in favour of land-grant syndicates, or
syndicates of any kind. Although die
proposals recently laid before the Gov-
ernment by Mr. Lush and others did not
contain conditions as to land-grant pay-
ment, yet the experience we have had
with regard to land-grant railways might
also be repeated with regard to the rail-
ways proposed to be built by those syndi-
cates. We know the difficulties that
have occurred with regard to the Midland
Company, and the Premier has already
assured us that although these proposals
were made to the Government, the par-
tics were not prepared, at the time, to
back them up with the money, that the
money was not forthcoming, and that
the parties would have to raise the money
in the market, the same as Mr. Anthony
Hordern, Mr. Waddington, and others
had to do; so that by the time they had
sold their concession to financial investors
in London there would have been so
]nuch time lost to the country in the con-
struction of these railwvays. We have
been fooled enough by these syndicates,
and I can assure hon. members that the
syndlicate system hitherto has been one
of the greatest bars to settlement in the
district in which I live. With all grati-
hide to the Great Southern Railway Com-
pany-and I have taken every opportunity
of giving credit to that company, because
they have carried out their conditions
satisfactorily and well-yet their schemes
of land settlement and other matters that
were to follow the building of that rail-
way have not been faithfully performed;
and so it will be with any land-grant or
other syndicate that you may enter into
engagement withi-we shall have these
difficulties cropping up. I consider the
Government acted wisely in rejecting the
proposals of those gentlemen; and I
think this colony should never again
enter into arrangements with syndicates
of any character or class to build a
railway, if we can build it ourselves;
and if we cannot undertake the work,
letuwatutlw get into a position
to do so. Private syndicates for these
purposes are a curse to the country ; for
though they may make their proposals in
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good faith, and no doubt intend to carry
them out, yet thle question is: will they
carry them out ? No; they never do.
With regard to the proposed railway to
Bridgetown, for opening up an agricul-
tural district to increased Settlement, I
have not had an opportunity of seeing
that country, but no doubt the persons
residing there should have some means
of communication. It is a district which
is calpable of great development, and
it has been pointed out to us by those
who have visited the district, that it
is a country of large resources; but
we cannot lose sight of the fact that
it will be a costly line, and, until
more particulars are placed before US,
I should not like to pledge myself to
it in any way, although I would favour
the construction of the railway for the
reason that I think we should afford
every opporturnity to those persons who
settle in the bush and make homes in the
back country, to bring their produce to
market. We cannot lose sight of the
fact that we have already, adjacent to
existing railways, large tracts of country
which are as capable of being developed
as the land in the district to which this
railway is proposed to be built. Let us
first develop the Crown land we have along
existing railways, and we shall find sulfi
cient scope in doing so. If the facts t
be placed before the House will prove
this railway will not be so costly as I
anticipate, they will be duly considered
by the House. The lion, member for
Albany seems to have said he would Sup-
port the building of a railway to Bridge-
town because the line should be continued
through to Mhbany in the fiuture; but, as
I have said before, to run a line through
that country to Albany, parallel with the
Great Southern line now connecting with
Albany, would he madness.

MR. A. FORREST:- The same olhjection
applies to the Murchison line, too.

MR. PIESSE: The character of the
laud, after passing Bridgetown southward,
is much inferior, and the country is hilly.
There is no necessity for a second through
line to Albany, and the character of the
country does not warrant it. No doubt
the Premier has favoured the construction
of the line to Bridgetown entirely from
good motives, because he thinks the
pioneer settlers in the bush should be
afforded the Same advantages for bringing

their produce to market as have been
provided in more favoured distric ts ; and
I agree with that argument, and would
be pleased to help in giving effect to it,
but, at the same time, 'we should not
pledge the country to so large an
expenditure for this purpose. We should
look to other old-settled districts which
are very productive already and capable
of great development-such an old
district as that of the Williams River,
where the land under crop is ten times as
much as that under crop in the Bridge-
town district, and is capable of greater
productiveness, especially in cereals such
as the country most requires, chaff and
potatoes, which are imported in such
large quantities, also butter and other
dairy produce. The Lower Williams and
Maradong would be able to send by
rail way large quantities of chaff and
cereals, if a short line of 2.5 to 40 miles
were constructed from the South-Western
Railway, and that branch line to the
Williams district would hielp largely in
feeding the main Line with payable traffic.
That brnch~ line would also open up the
Limber forests of the Murray, which are
admnitted, by those persons who know that
country, to be the best in the colony
therefore, by tapping those forests, this
branch rail-way would afford to the people
in that district a cheap means of sending
their produce to market, -and would pro-
vide somle 'traffic immediately, because
the land is already, nuder cultivation.
Much good land there has been thrown
out of cultivation as a result of the Great
Southern Railway being constructed 25
miles too far eastward of the Williams
district, so that thle old settlers who were
located along the Perthi-Albany Road, and
who used to cart their produce 100 or
125 miles to the Perth markiet, are nowIin a, worse position w%%ith a railway 20
mniles e astward of their locations, because
the -costi -of transit by railway to Perth,
at the rate- for 180 iiles, simflply prohibits
theIL fromn sending produce at al. The
lion. memiber for the Swan mentioned
that settlemient along the Great Southern
railway had not taken place at such a

I rapid rate as had been expected, and that
is a fact which strengthens my argument
aanstland -grantraways ad syndlicates.
But hie should not lose sight of the fact
that within reasonable distance of that

I railway the settlement is going on apace
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now; and there are thousands of aeres of
Crown land in that district still available
for agricultural settlement. With regard
to the Collie coalfield railway. I do not
know anything about it. The reports
lad before us showing the extent and
quality of the coal are very encouraging,
and I amn not quite so pessimistic iu my
views as some lion, members who oppose
this railway, though what the Govern-
ment should consider is that, after suff-
cient coal has been produced to supply
local wants, we cannot expect to become
exporters of coat, taking into considera-
tion the low price at which coal can he
put on board ship at Newcastle (N.S3VW.),
and be delivered at Albany and Fre-
mantle and other ports along the coast.
There is one thing the Government might
take in hand to do, and that is to
thoroughly prospect the coun try near
Albany for coal, and also country nearer
to Perth than has been already prospected,
because geological measures have been
found near Albany which should induce
the boring of that country for coal. If
coal can be found within a, reasonable
distance of the fine port of Albany, where
there would be no difficulty in putting it
on board steamers, that would he a
greater advantage to the country than to
have to make a port at Bunbury for
loading coal. It has been stated by
geologists that the country in the neigh-
bourhood of Albany offers encourage-
ment, to Prospect for coal, and shows
certain measures which indicate ear-
boniferous deposits. I think the Gov-
erment should put down bores in
different parts of that district. I am
pleased to see in the Bill a further pro-
vision for thle extension of telegraphs.
This is very necessary, and, as I men-
tioned last session, I hope the Govern-
nient will consider the extension of the
telegraph from Broomne Hill to Albany,
so that, with the increasing business
created by the goldields, this line maky
be an alternative route lbetween Albany
and Perth in case of breakages, and by
relieving it would he of great service to
the country. The item of " Roads: and
Bridges" is one which, although not
reproductive in a. sense, is of great
service. because unless there he good
roads over which to travel to the railways,
the usef ulness of the railways for carrying
produce cheaply to market miust be barred

to some extent. I should like to see the
item of " Schools " transferred to curren t
revenue. The building of more schools
is necessary, and there is a sense in which
schools are reproductive, because we shall
be providing for the future mnen and
women of the colony, and in that way
schools will be productive of good, by
educating them as good citizens. As to
the itemn " Development of Agriculture,"
I do not think that needs, any defence.
There is also before the House a Bill
which duals with agricultural settle-
nment, and although opposition may

Ibe taken to it, I hope the agricul-
tural development which is provided for
in this schedule -will prove beneficial to
the country. Generally speaking, the
itemis in the Bill, even if reduced some-
what, will be of general good to the
colony. The sums are large, and possibly
may be pared down a little; but I quite
agree that, if we wish the colony to make
progress at all, we must go into necessary
works and not be afraid to spend mouey
on them. Those who have faith in the
colony, as I have as a West Australian,
must not be afraid of pushing ahead,
because if we do not do so, a long time

Imnst elapse before the resources of the
colony can be 'developed. We depend a
good deal on the development of the
goldfields and on the development of
agriculture;i and I hope that when this
House has an opportunity of helping for-
ward both goldinining and agriczulture, it
will favourably consider the 7ieasures for
these purposes.

Ma. JAMES: lIt is somewhat amusing
to those who sit on this side of the. House
to listen to the somewhat airy easiness
with which members on the other side
arrogate to themnselves the privilege of
believing most firmly in this great colony.
If it is reassuring to them, it is pleas-
ing to me, to hear this from lion.
gentlemen, many of whom have not
been as long as I have been in the
colony, and many of whom have not
got the interest which I, as a West
Austrahain, have. I will venture to
suggest that we on this (the Opposition)
side of the House have as much interest
in the colony, and are prepared, just
as much as members on the other Side,
to take on our shoulders the responisi-
bility of a bold policy; but even
boldness must be tempeRred with caution,
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especially when we find the bold policy
of the Government supported with such
arguments as we have heard in this
debate. Twelve short months ago, the
Premier apologised in this House for

b Inn forward a comparatively small
Loan Bill, and he almost promised that
no more Loan Bills should be introduced
for some time to come. I recognise that
in twelve months the conditions and
ciroustanees may change so materially
that men may be justified in changing
their opinions. I recognise that only
fools are afraid of changing their op~inions.
But I say the majority of the works
proposed in this Loan Bill are such as
mnight as well have been undertaken
twelve months ago as now. Can the
Premier tell us what has happened
to Bridgetown that a railway to it
should be proposed now, not as a
desirable work, but as a, necessary
work P I know the -necessity" was
that because the Government found
it necessary to construct railways to
the two principal goldflelds, they said,
"Let us put into the Bill a few lplums;

let us start sonic log-rolling." That was
the real reason why this Bridgetown
railway and other items were put in this-
Bill-in the interest of log -rolling. Isay
that, if the Premier has that forethought
which we generally give him credit for,
he mnust have had some idea, twelve
months ago, that it would lie necessary
in a short time to ask this House for a
further loan, when he made that state-
ment about no further borrowing for
sonic time to come. If he tells uts now
that he had no idea of it then, I say that
is sufficient for striking out the Bridge-
town item at once. In connection with
the harbour works at Fremantle, also, did
not the hon. gentleman have some idea
then that a further amount would be
required in a short time for carrying on
those worksP Most of the items in this
Bill must have been present to his mind
twelve months ago, if he exercised that
foresighbt which we attribute to him.
The h n. gentleman said, last evening,
that it is very easy to make proposals.
Yes, but it happened in that case that
the proposal camne from tile Opposition
side of the House, and of course that was
a criticism and an attack on the
Opposition side of the House, when a
proposal AS nmade from this side,

Mlight I suggest to him. that it is just as
easy to come to this House and make
proposals for large loan expenditure P It
is necessary not only to inake proposals,
but to support them. 1 am not one of
those who think that railways arc justi-
fled because we are able to build them ;
nor do I think this loan policy has come
before us supported by the figures of the
Engineer-in-Chief. I cannot repeat that
too Often. We have had this policy put
before us, and supported on this ground,
that the more you borrow the less y-ou
owe, If so, you have only to borrow this
money, and the taxation won't increase,
and the indebtedness per head will in-
crease a comparatively small amount. If
that is true, I say the Premier might have
introduced a Loan Bill for not only a
million-and-a-hialf, but for five-millions-
and-a-hall. He might have said: "Look
at your revenue, and the rate at which
it is increasing; and if we build these
additional railways the population will be
increased by so mnuch, and, being so much,
the indebtedness on that basis of popui-
lation will be so much pr head less than
it is now." So I say, according to that
argument, you could. have gone into
big developments, and have justified a
loan of three times this amount. But
has the Premier taken the trowuble to
look up the speeches made by Premiers
who have introdu-ed Loan Bills in other
colonies ? If so, lie would have found
that almost the same facts and figures
were used by the Premiers in those
colonies. at the time; and can it be said
that the loan policy so introduced and
recommended in the othicu colonies has
been successful P That policy has brought
ruin and disaster on those colonies, as it
may do here. Although I sa *y this
country is unanious in desiring some
loan expenditure, and while we recognise
that to be so, and the Government recog-
nise it too, yet, because they recognise
that much, the * want to bring in these
undesirable items. We on this side
recognise that the borrowing of money
for necessary works should he restricted
to the goldflelds. Can we shut our eyes
to the fact of how muchi we'are depend-
ing now on the developments of these
goldfields; how miuch the settled districts
of the colony are depending on th ese fields;,
how mucli the exports depend on the
produce of these fields? Can we shut
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our eyes to the facet that if it had not
been for the discovery of Coolgardie,
which was not thought of before the
Yilgarn railway was authorised - if
it had not been for the discovery of
the Murchison goldfields, which were
not thought of when the Mullewa Rail-
way was proposed and sanctioned-where
should we have been now? [AN HON.
AfSbBER: Where we are now.] No;
the Opposition side would have been
where the Government side now are, and
rightly so. To introduce a bold lx'licy
of expending money, and say it is bold,
is not a sufficient reason why we should
support it. It does not signify that,
because a thing is bold, therefore we arc
wanting in faith in the colony's future if
we do not adopt it. We should recog-
nise that, by supporting this Ibold policy
of borrowing largely, we are hazarding
all this outlay practically upon one throw,
upon the success or failure of these gold-
fields, upon the development of that
industry, and that industry only. A more
practicail course would be to say that
most of the items in this Bill could well
afford to wait, at all events for a year or
two; and unless there is an immediate
and pressing need for the coustruction
of these works, I do say "1Let us be
cautious "; and I say that, having as
great a faith as any person can have in
Western Australia, and also because I
ami bound to live in it, and it is the land
of my birth. When members on this
side have pointed out the bitter experi-
ence of the sister colonies, and pointed
out how necessary it is not to he too
hasty, when we have pointed out the
disasters that have fallen on some of the
sister colonies through indiscriminate
borrowing, wve have heard members on
the other side get up and whittle down
the force of these lessons. It is said that
what happened in Victoria cannot happen
hero, because the railways luilt there were
more expensive, and that borrowed money
will go further in the construction of
works in this colony. I say that no
colony in Australia has pledged itself to
the expenditure of so much money as we
are going to pledge ourselves to here, for
the purpose of oue industry only. Surely
wye must have some regard to'the popu-
lation that exists now. Is there any
colony that has spent so much on one
industry at once? We are building these

railways for the development of the gold-
fields, and we recognise that unless the
progress (if these goldfields themselves
justify it, the surrounding country will
not. Therefore, we are spending this
mioney for One industry only, and I do
not believe any colony in Australia has
ever spent so much on one industry as
we are proposing to do. Apart from the
fact that we are depending so directly
on the gold industry, are there not
questions worthy of consideration as
to whether we should construct these
railways P 'faking the Coolgardie rail-
way, are we justified, beyond reason-
able doubt, in saying Ooolgardie is
going to be the centre ? And, if not,
must we not all see that in a short
time, peirhaps in twelve months, we shall
be called on to extend this line further in
the direction of the recent discoveries to
the northward of Coolgardie ? We shall,
in the course of, perhaps, a few months,
have to face the need of a further
extension of the Coolgardie railway for
developing this industry. A valuable
suggestion was made by the hon. member
for West Kimberley (Mr. A. Forrest),
whether it would not be wiser-as we are
building these railways, not for the
development of particular towns or ports,
hut for the development of the gold
industry-to construct this railway up to
Coolgardie, and thence, as he suggests,
in a northerly direction along the new
finds, and so connect with Cue, being the
same centre as that to which the Mullewa
extension is proposed to be taken. The
distance from Fremantle, viii Coolgardie,
to Cue, and tapping the whole of the
auriferous country northward of Cool-
gardie, would be 600 miles; and the
extra length of line to be built by this
suggested route, as compared with the
Geralilton line from Mullewa to Cue, pro-
posed in the Bill, would be only 50 miles.
The Geraldton route, viel Mullewa, would
leave untouched all the auriferous country
and all the new finds existing between
Coolgarii and Cue. According to the
published reports from Coolgardie, thoe.
is a doubt among people there as to
wvhether Coolgardie is to be the centre of
those fields. The Ninety-Mile, I under-
stand from persons who know that
country, promises to be ai new centre
more valuable even than the centre at
Coolgardic. It is clear that there are
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finds running out northward from Cool-
gardie, and by building a railway from
Ooolgardie to Cue you would tap all those
plates, the extra length of line to con-
struct being only 50 miles for taking in
all those finds. If we must spend this
money almost solely on the goldfields,
let us spend it to the best development
of that industry; therefore I say the new
route by way of Coolgardie to Cue is a
suggestion worthy of consideration, and
it is also worthy, of consideration ats to
where is thle particular spot for the ud
of this railway on the Coolgardie gold-
fields. We cannot wait for months to
have that point settled, because thle rail-
way must he built; and so, on the other
bend, we cannot be certain. that these
fields are going to be as permanently rich
as we hope. I believe the Thames gold-
field, in New Zealand, was enormously
rich, even richer than Coolgardie, when
first discovered, but after a, time that
goldfield collapsed; and we cannot he
certain, beyond any doubt, that theso
fields arc rich, and permanently rich, nor
can we be certain that Coolgardie is going
to be the centre, nor c;an we be certain
that we are right in building a railway
from Muilewa to Cue instead of building
it from Coolgardie to Cue. In view of
these doubts, and in view of the all-
important question as to the wisdom of
spending this money upon one industry,
ours being a comparatively small com-
munity, and depending for our increase
and development in other directions upon
this one industry, we should consider
that, if this one industry collapses, the
colony will collapse for twenty years.
When a mani has his pocket full, it is
wonderful how rosy and nice the world
looks; and if vou find a "1Wealth of
Nations," the whole colony looks nice
then, and the possessors of such a treasure
cannot imagine anything collapsing. But
if those who have not the " Wealth of
Nations " do look upon it with a some-
what " blue " view, it is necessary to give
some cheek to the rather rosy view which
the Ministerial benches always39 take of
this policy. I think, therefore, that the
offers which have been made by certain
private syndicates to build railways to
the goldfields, are worthy of consideration.
The question is whether thle terms pro-
posed are such as we call reasonabl iy
acccept. It is absurd to say that a mian

must be judged by the proposal he mak-es,
because a man always asks considerably
more than he expects to get; and I want
hon. M~embers to bear in mind, when they
deal with thlese proposals, that they should
not look solely at the proposals made,
hut ask themnselves whether terms may
not be arranged on a basis suitable to the
colony, What I complain of is that
these mnen who made the proposals have
been treated with a. large amount of
contempt. We have heard, and will
often hear, from the Ilecad Of tile Minlis-
terial bench, that we miust do nothing to
frighten the foreign capitalist. We arc
expected all to hew down and worship the
foreign capitalist. But if that is a correct
principle, why should it not be adopted
in referen-ce to men who make proposals
in which foreign capital must lbe involved P
We know that some of the persons
connected with those proposals arc capi-
talists; and certainly it does not seemi
to me we ar-e treating the foreign capitalist
with proper courtesy when we treat with
such contempt proposals coining front
men who give the best proof of their being
capitalists by being prepared to put
dlown the money. Why should the Gov-
ernment have treated these proposals in
such a, manner? It is an astonishing
fact to me. I look carefuilly along the
Ministerial side of the House, and I have
an idea that sonic of the iem ers there
have been connected with syndicates,
that some of them are fond of syndicates.
I have an idea. that this new-born oppo-
sition towards somebody else's syndicate
is extremely* suspicious; and I should
like to know whether there would have

benthis suspicion, this hostility, if
somebody else had been in the syndicate ?
Only a, few months ago there was a
syndicate in connection with a coalfield.
Where then was the Premier's opposition
to syndicates P We had one in connection
with the tinflelds. Where then was his
opposition to syndicates ? It is a pe-
culiarity that this new-born opposition
to syndicates should have come into
existence so suddenly. If the best pro-
posals that could be, obtained had been
unreasonable, the Premier would have
been justified in having nothing to do
with them; but I do say he was wrong
in treating the proposals with contempt
before ascertaining whether those who
muade themn were acting betas fide, and
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before ascertaining whether those who
made them had stated the best terms
they were prepared to make. If we arc
to have a pre-emptive right over the
railwayv, and also have State control so as
to regulate the charges made to the
public, we should be inh this position,
that they would build the railway and
run the risk, and then, if it turned
out an assured success, we could step
in and buy it. If we can borrow thle
money now, with the chance of these
goldfields being a success, surely we
can. borrow the money at a later
period more readily, when the goldfields
are an assured success; and thus thle
private syndicate would run all the risk,
and we would have the opportunity of
coming in subsequently and buying themn
out. Unless we had the pre-emptive
right and the State control, I say we
should not listen to proposals; hut I
complain that these men have not had an
opportunity of showing whether they will
come to such terms as the Governmnent
would consider reasonable. The Govern-
ment have put the House in this position,
that we have not got the terms before us
now-we have not got thle termas so as to
know whether they arc such as we can
accept; and, in view of that fact, we
shouald not be wrong in striking out these
two goldfield railway items 0from the
schedule. I understand the practice in
dealing with loan works is that after the
Bill has gone through conmmiittee, a
separate Bill for each rail way is brought
in for authorising its construction. Per-
haps before the separate *Bill comes bef ore
us in each case, we shall have anl oppor-
tunity of seeing whether these men can
nmake reasonable proposals which the
Government can accept, anid care being
taken that, if proposals are made and ac-
cepted, there will be a sufficient guarantee
to carry them through. I do not believe
it is impossible for the Government to pre-
pare an agreement sufficient to bind these
men. I do not believe the Government
must always be so flaccid as not to enforce
its right against syndicates. The giving
of the guarantee to the Mridland Railway
Company was so supported on this
ground, and this only, that if the
interest and the principal be not duly paid,
we will resume the railway. And yet
the Ministry tell us they cannot adopt
that principle towards those who have

made proposals in this case; and why
not? Why should the Governmient turn
round now, and say that resumption
powers are mere waste paper, and that
the Government have not got backbone
enough to enforce them F' I believe tile
Government have got any amuount of
backbone to ensure that contracts muade
with syndicates will be carried out and
enforced, the same as con tracts nmade
with private individuals P Another ques-
tion, as to whether we shall be justified in
spending the whole of this money on
these paticular wvorks, is whether it will
be altogether wise for us to construct such
an elaborate railway as is contemplated
by the estimated cost in the schedule.
It has been suggested that light lines
should be constructed to one or both of
the goldfields. Is not that worthy of
consideration ? The Government will tell
us the' Engineer-ini-Chief is against the
light lines; but I say you can have too
much of the Engineer-in-Chief-too much
of a man who wants to spend lots of
money in order to make a monument to
himself, and not a monument to the
colony. It is the experience elsewhere
that the head of that department is very
apt to expend money on building large
and elaborate works, far larger than
necessary for the immediate Wants Of
the colony. Until we have definite pro-
posals. in connection with these railways,
I think these items must stand over. We
agree that these railways to goldfields
must be built, and built promptly; lbut
the House is almost unanimous that the
remaining items in the schedule should
stand over for a little while. Let them
stand over a few months, until we kniow a
little mnore about theta. It is suggested,
in connection with the Collie coalfield
railway, that a. light line would serve.
That suggestion has not been considered,
but apparently it does not suit the ambi-
tious views of tile present Government,
who like to have extravagant works where-
ever they can build them. This railway
is proposed in thle Bill for the purpose of
developing that coalfield. Now, why
should the State build a rail way for the
development of coalfields and allow pri-
vate syndicates, -which the hon. gentleman
dislikes so munch, to quietly step in. and
reap the whole benefit from the construe-
tion of the railway? If we have this
immnse store of wealth, say a hundred
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millions in value, is it not somewhat
peculiar that for the development of this
work it is necessary for the State to build
a railwvay, and then let private capitalists
come in and seize bold of this hundred
millions and themselves develop it ? If
the Government are prepared to work the
mines for the benefit of the colony, as
a State industry, anid secure to us the
enormous amount of wealth lying hidden
in that field, I should like to see
them do it, and if they arc prepared to
do it, I am willing to support the
construction of this railway by the Go-
vernment; but unless they are prepared
to do that, either now or twvelve mouths
hence, I shall oppose the construction of
that railway, because if there is this
enormous wYealth in that coalfield, I am
sure the individuals who would work the
mnines would not m-ind spending some
X60,000 for the purpose of getting a
million. As to the coal, I have a grave
suspicion of both the reports before uts.
I1 base my opposition on the wider prin-'
ciple tha if the Government are going
to work these mines-and they ought to
work them if thtey axe so valuable-I
will support this railway; but if they do
not intend to work them, I will oppose
the railway. Now the Bridgetown railway
can surely wait. When are we going to
have an end of agricultural. railways, and
hrave somne determined effort made to
settle the land along, the existing rail-
ways? Year after year we are met with
proposalds for borrowing money to con-
struct railways for the settlement of
,agricultural land. Is that the whole of
the Land that is available for agricultural
settlement? I say that until we have
built these goldfields railways, and feel
more sure than we can be at present of
the permanency of those fields, we shall
he wise in deferring the construction of
these lines. I see that a notice of motion
has been given by the hon. member for
Beverley, to defer the construction of this
railway for eighteen months, and I shall
give mly hearty support to that. As to
the Fremantle harbour works, we ought
to make Fremantle a thoroughly good
port, and I am glad to see the Govern-
mnent are going to carry out the schemne.
But surely it would be sufficient for our
present wants to borrow £2100,000 rather
than £200,000. As to the item of

Schools," I do not approve of that.

Surely if we have a surplus of over
£80,000, we can build new schools out
of that. As to the item " Roads and
Bridges," etc., the loan money devoted
to roads in the past has been spent
upon existing roads. That, I think, is
wrong, and I hope the money in this item
for roads will not he spent on the upkeep
of existing roads. The same remarks

apply to " Rolling Stock for Railways,"
if th~e money is to replace rolling stock
which has become worn out; but if it is
for procuring new rolling stock for carry-
ing Onl the existing railways, and the
new railways, it may of course stand
or fall with the railways in the schedule.
in speak-ing on the Address-in-Reply, I
exlpressed my regret in very strong terms
that the Government had devoted so
much of their attention to spending
money. I think it is much. to be re-
gretted that we have not had attention
devoted to other mnatters that arc just
as important as spending money. I aim
not one of those who believe a colony
is always best and most prosperous when
loan money is being expended. I believe
most firmly that the present Government
have a chance of dealing with difficult pro-
blemns which no future Government ever
will have, and I should like to see them
tackle those problems. We are told, in con-
nection with this Bill, that there will1 be no
need to introduce further taxation; but
I sa-y ve are taxed too high now; we are
bled to too great an extent for making
up the present revenue, and the Govern.
ment ought to consider the absolute need
of reducing the taxation on the neces-
saries of life. That ought to be done,
perhaps, by a land tax. But why do the
Government not introduce the betterment
principleP If we build rail-ways, now is
the time to introduce this principle.
Without going into the merits of the
principle, we all recognise that, iu its
broad aspect, it is a just one, because
by it those who benefit from the con-
struction of a railway are made to pay
some share towards the cost of construc-
tion. This has been a serious considera-
tion elsewhere, and is so now;- and in this
colony, where there is a need of reducing
taxation, and when the Government have
such a magnificent chance, by reason of
their majority and the support they get
from every member in this House, surely
there can be no more honourable task,
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and none that would reflect more to their
credit in the future, than in dealing with
this important matter, and no time is
more opportune than the present one,
nor any opportunity so mnagnificent as
this. The fact is that, in talkring, of
borrowing this money, to a certain extent
our heads are turned, and we have all
been bitten with the gold fever; and if
the Government will not recognise it,
there is the more need for niembers on
this side of the House to insist on the
necessity of caution in dealing with this
policy. We are prepared to support the
Government as far as possible, if they
will spend the loan money on the develop-
ment of these goldifields; and I say
that when so much depends on the
gold industry, when the whole future
of this colony rests in the balance to
a large extent, there is surely an abso-
lute need, 'when we are borrowinag a large
amount of loan money in proportion to
population, that we should recognise the
special circumstances of the present, and
,above all things be cautious. Be brave,
certainly, and be bold, certainly, but not
forgetting that boldness must be mixed
With Caution.

MR. SOLOMON: The question before
tme House is one in which every member
should take part and give his views.
The policy of the Government is one of
vigour, and is a bold one. I do not
think any member of the House on this
(the Opposition) side will say "1No " to
that. The question appears to me to be
this: Do the present prospects and the
future outlook warrant the outlay of so
large a stun of money, in addition. to the
works that have already been done, and
for which at large amount of money has
been borrowed? If we as a colony wish
to progress the same as other colonies
have done, or if we wish to progress
according to the opinions of people who
come amongst us to settle, we shiall, with-
out doubt, have to launch into public
works, which cannot be done without
increasing our responsibilities. For my
own part, I think the time has arrived
-when we are justified in taking upon
ourselves the responsibility of a further
loan, with a view of catrrying on works of
a public nature. A. great deal has been
said with regard to the importations;
but I would ask, what has been the cause
of a great deal of that importation ? Has

it not been in consequence, of the influx
of people, chiefly coming to our gold-
fields, and through which we have been
obliged to send money out of the colony
for importing produce to feed them ?
Taking that into consideration, I think
that, while making the necessary pro-
vision for the development of our gold-
fields, it is also incumbent on us to
look to the agricultural interest, and see
that the development of agriculture goes
hand-ini-hand with the development of
the goldfields, so as to put the colony on
a proper basis for coping with whatever
contingency may arise hereafter. The
amount of money which has been sent
out of the colony dluring the last few
mon ths, for produce alone, amounts to
over a million; and that fact must im-
press every member with the immense
sums that go out of thme colony for the
purpose of feeding our population with
imported food. This colony is as yet
* oung, and I should like to see it progress
as well in the development of agricul-
ture as in the development of the gold
industry. We must try to grow enough
produce fdir feeding our owu population,
for if we do not, we arc bound to go
backward. 1 do not say we shoutd row
more than we require in the colony,
because, taking into consideration the
low prices for produce in other places,
this colony would be far better off if it
were to produce just sufficient for its own
population, rather than growing staff
for export at very low prices. In my
opinion, the exports from the other
colonies have not enric'hed them to
the extent that should be expected.
In fact, I do not believe that a large
amount of exportation is a sign of
prosperity, because we have known wheat
sold in other colonies at something like
Is. 8d. a bushel, and I do not think
any farmer could afford to grow wheat
and sell it at that price. Consequently,
where prod-ace is exported at such low
prices, that export mnust be a loss to the
country which grows it. As I have said,
we must develop this country as a whole,
and must not confine our attention and
assistance to one particular industry. We
must look all round, and see that every
part of the colony is receiving that atten-
tion and stimulus front the State which
is necessary and desirable. What is it
we are doing for the goldields? We are
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spending thousands upon thousands in
providing water and railways. Who is it
thatt is paying the interest on this nionevY
It is the people of the colony generally,
and not one particular class. The agri-
culturists pay their share, which they can
ill afford, under present circumstances;
and it is our duty to do all we can to
foster and develop that industry along
with the goldfields industry. With re-
gard to the principle of land-grant rail-
ways, after seeing the experience of themn
in this colony, I cannot see, that the
Government have acted uinwisely in the
decision they have come to. It is very
easy to say a railway, if built by a
private syndicate or company, will cost
the State, nothing; but I look upon
it in this way, that if a railway is not
worth paying for, it is not worth hav-
ing, and. I think this colony, with the
future before it that it has, can well
afford to lay out the money, and reap
whatever benefit there is from it. I am
surprised ihe hon. member for Albany
should so support the land-grant system
of railways,

Ma. LEASE:- I did not say a word
about land-grant railways. I said private
railways.

MR. SOLOMON:- Well, taking into
eonriideration. the fact that one of the
streets of Albany was taken away fromn
the town by persons who represent one
of those railways--

Mu. LEAKE: I am against land-granit
railways. I said so.

Mat. SOLOMON: With regard to our
mineral resources, wi should develop them
in the best possible manner; but, at the
same time, we have to look to the position
of affairs. With regard to the Collie
coalfield railway, I think that work
should stand over for the present, I
should like to see a quantity of the coal
at grass before that railway is put under
construction. The other items in the
schedule I do not think anyone cain object
to. The goldfields railways are a fore-
gone conclusion, and, in my opinion, the
agricultural railway (the railway towards
Bridgetown) should also be taken in hland
at the same time. 'When the Bill is in
committee, we shall be able to deal with
the items seriatim. In conclusion, I say
the circumstances of the colony warrant
the Bill which has been so ably brought
forward by the Premier.

Mn. COORWORTHY: I am glad to
see on the Opposition benchies one lion.
member who is not opposed to the Bridge-
town railway. One would fanlcy, from
seine of the remarks made in this debate,
that this colony is going to the dogs, and
that instead of these recent grand dis-
coveries of gold, not only at Coolgardie,
but on the Murchison, being a benefit to
the colony and attracting population, -we
had had no such discoveries, and that the
colony was almost in a, state of bank-
ruptcy. One hon. member-in fact more
than one-has preached to us the neces-
sikv of caution. No doubt caution is a
very good thing, but I think that all
practical men of business, when they can
borrow money at 4 par vent., and see a
prospect of utilising it to earn 8, 10, or
12 per cent., will not hesitate to borrow,
particularly when the market is favour-
able. The London market is favourable
to us now, when our bonds are quoted
at a higher rate than has ever been known
in any of the colonies. Personally, I
know nothingi about the goldfields. Every,
one says, and hon. members on the Oppo-
sition side have acknowledged, that there
is a great amiount of gold bcing (is-
covered by merely scratching the surface.
At Coolgardie I believe there are hardly
any stampers -yet at work, and at the
Murchison, which is thought by some
to be a still better reefing coluntry,
there are only about five batteries;
so that, in fact, these gold~fields are
only in the earliest stage of develop-
ment. Still, if there is gold to be got
onl these fields, you May depend upon it
there will very soon be people on those
fields in greater numbers than ever, and
they will create traffic for the railways;
and when the deviations on the Eastern
Rail way are completed. and the railway
workshops at Fremantle are shifted out
of that hole, and you give your engineers
an opportunity of working the railways
to economical advantage, then I say the
Government railways-speaki ng now. of
the Eastern line and the South-Western
line--will be a source of revenue to the
colony. You must recollect that the
recent lines have been constrnoted at a,
very cheap rate ; and I feel certain that
if political jobbery is removed from the
management of the railways, they will,
under the prese nt administration, in the
near future be a source of strength to the

Loan Bill, 1894. [30 AuoUST, 1894.1



416 boan.Bill, 18,94. [SE BY)La il 84

revenues of the colony. Something has
been said about light lines of railway.
I have not seen any railways of that
kind, but I do know that where they
have been constructed, though the cost
in the first instance may have been less,
yet the expense of maintenance and
working has been very heavy, That
system was tried in the early days of
America, and failed. It was, for a. time,
the American versus the English system;
and though the English system was
laughed at and called expensive, yet
experience showed eventually that the
English system was the best, and the
Americans had, at great expense, to
revert back to the stronger and more
permanent English system.

Mn. RienAnnsou: They make light
railways still in America.

Ma. COORWORTHY: I doubt it,
very much. But our railways, at lpresent,
are not of the light description; and,
when you can get a railway such as we
have at present for £2,500 a mile, I think
that in any settled part of the colony it
will pay to send a railway there, as the
best kind of road. Thle hon. member for
Nannine has stated that this policy of the
Government was not placed before the
country prior to the elections. I beg to
differ from him. The policy of the Gov-
ernmnent was brought before the country;
-it was telegraphed far and wide; and, I
say, without fear of contradiction, that
policy was the accepted policy of the
people of the country. [Mn. LEAkKE :No.]
As far as I am able to judge, I never saw
any opposition whatever in the public
Press, or by individuals even. The hon.
member for the De Grey, apparently,
would have accepted the whole of the
proposals of the Government, excepting
only the Bridgetown railway. He puts
mue in mind of that person we have all
read of, who would s9tra-in at a. gnat and
swallow a camel. The hon. member would
swallow all the million and a half, with
the exception of the £80,000 for the
B3ridgetown Railway. He would even
swallow the -million and a half plus the
Marble Bar Railway! If you can c;on-
struct a railway to the Bridgetown dis-
trict, which I contend contains some of
the most valuable land in the eolony, and
which, according to the expert. who was
sent round by the Agricultural Bureau,
is one of the best parts of the colony,

both for agriculture and horticulture, and
which largely consists of a volcanic
formation, you will enable the settlers
there to grow produce at a profit; for,
recollecting that there, are a great numa-
her of settlers in that district, and that
the freight rates from the other colonies
by the large steamers are very low, that
the settlers in that district having to cart
their Iproduce by teams over long dis-
tances cannot compete against the impor-
tations from other colonies, this railway
is the only mneans which can develop
agriculture in that district, and make it
of value to the colony. I thoroughly
believe that if this railway is constructed
and the district is brought into connec-
tion with the South-Western Railway,
the line will not only pay its own
expe~nses, but will add to the results
which I predicted of the South-Western
Railway and the Eastern Railway. I
cannot say much in reference to the other
railways in thle schedule. As to the
Midland Oompany's Railway, I only hope
that, when completed, it will be as profit-
able as I believe the Eastern and South-
Western lines will be. I can assure hon.
members that the districts through which
the Bridgetown Railway is to run are
capable of maintaining a larger popula-
tion per acre than any other part of the
colony, and it is population you want to
see settled on land that is capable of
mlaintaining tlien in comfort. If you,
deny them this £80,000 for a railway out
of a million and a hall, you will be doing
a very great injustice: to men who have
borne the heat and burden of the dy in
times gone by.

MR. OLAiRKSON: It is nearly time
that we on this (the Ministerial) side of
the House had something to say upon
this important Bill. The hon. members
on the Opposition side have had a very
good innings. The policy of the Govern-
ment, as set before us in this Bill, is, I
think, what most of us expected it would
be-a continuation of that bold and pro-
gressive policy which they adopted when
they first tooki office under the new Con-
stitution. A weak and timid policy
would have met with little favour in this
House and in the country. We are all
agreed that the time has arrived when
we should, with the aid of borrowed
money, attempt to develop the resources
of all parts of the country by the con-
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stniction of reproductive public works.
The difficulty, to roy mnind1 is to say what
are likely to be reproductive public works.
The hion. mnember for Albany has said
railways are not reproductive. []Nf .
LEAKE: Do not misquote.] Some lion.
member on the Opposition side said
roads and bridges are not reproduc-
tive public wvorki. Well, I do not
know that they are immediately re-
productive, but possibly indirctly they
may be so. I bare always placed them
in the list of works for which we are
justified in carrying out a loan policy,
and I think so still. If we are justified
in bltding railways to cenitres of poput-
lation, for tapping country that is capable
of supporting a population and capable
of large development, I think we @.re
per-fectly justified in spending loan money
on thicse works. We have heard a great
deal from the other side of the House in
suipport of syndricate railways. When I
first heard of the offer placed before the
Government by Mr. Lush, I moust say I
thought that it was a very liberal one;
but upon mature consideration, and bear-
ing, iii mind the trouble wve have had in
connection with our syndicate railways
in the past, I concluded that the Govern-
mnent were justified, and were quite right,
iii rejecting the offer. We are all sick
of allusions to the Midland Company's
railway, which has thrown back that part
of the colony sonmc eight or tenl years,
and has caused aUl the best of our lands
in that extensive district to be locked up
against settlement, as they arc still, in
the interest of that company. There is
not an acre of land open for sale in the
whole of the district I represent (Toed-
yay), excepting the land belonging to the
Midland Company, and they are asking
such exorbitant prices that people will
not buy it. I have been astonished to
hear such a. far-seeing gentleman as the
lion. mtember for Albany advocatinig the
building of railways by syndicates.

Bin. LEA KE: Without the Land grant,
I said; and how would that lock uip the
landP

'MR. CLARtKSON. I am qute aware
that the offer of Mr. Lush did not ask
for grants of land, but possibly we should
have had a repetition of the delays which
have kept back the construction of the
Midland Railway, and some of the
trouble we have had in reference to the

appeals for extension of time, and other
concessions. Time after time concessions
have been asked for by that company,
and been granted, and virtually now the

Icolour is finishing that railway, and I
believe the colony will have to take it
over eventually. I amn not at all afraid
of borrowing money for the purpose of
developing the colony's resources, pro-
vidingthe money is spent judiciously. I
take -a very hopeful view of the future of
this colony, but I ami not prepared to say
I canl adopt every item in this Bill. I
think there is a limit to evoi-ything. I
will say at (once that I do not think we are
justified, at present, in constructing the
propdsed lines to the Southward. We
can well afford to wait a little while for
them. We were told, when the South-

*Western Railway was proposed for con-
struction, that th Perth miarket would

I very S00]i be swamped with butter,

cheese, eggs, and all sorts of good things;
ibut I believe there is less butter pro-
duced in that district now than before
the railway was buit. I have been told
so, and have been also told that a land-
owner close to Bunbury, who has some
excellent paddocks there suitable for
dairying purposes, does not produce
enouli butter even for his own use, and
that he uses imported butter for his, own
table. Now we are asked to construct
another line of railway from Donnyhrook
to Bridgetown, and we are again assured
that there will be butter, cheese, eggs,
jam, and all sorts of things brought to
market by that railway. One would
think there are "jam " trees there. We
have jam trees in the Eastern district,
but, perhaps, they are not the same. At
this stage, I do not think it is advisable
to spend so large a sum on this railway,
upon the chance of producing the articles
enumerated in the petition from that
district, lately presented to this louse.
We have a large amount of land on the
Eastern railway suitable for cultivation
-tens of thousands of acres, and we are
asked why the owners do not cultivate
that land? I will tell you. It is be-
cause the operation does not pay. Land
there has been cleared at a cost of about
£3 an acre, and we find it does not pay
to clear miore land and cultivate it at the
present low prices of produce. Is it to
be expected that the people at the Black-
wood, who estimate the cost of clearing
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at £10 to £40 anl acre, can clear such
laud and cultivate it at a profit? Surely
if it does not pay us in the Eastern dis-
trict at a cost of £8 ain acre, bow can it
ever pay in the Blackwood district at a
cost of £10 to £40 anl acre? That is
quite out of the question, in my opinion.
So I think that line of railway can afford
to wait for a little while. I feel very
reluctant to say a word against the con-
struction of railways in those Southern
districts, because enjoying, as we do in
the Eastern districts, the advantage of
railways, it seems almost selfish not to
allow other districts the same advantage.
But I do not think the colony is justified
at present in building these railways.
With regard to the Collie coalfield, how
do we know we shall not find an equally
good coalfield, possibly nearer to some
existing railway ? I think that proposed
railway can also wait a little while. It
won't hurt by waiting. There are other
items in the schedule which I need not
allude to now, as they will come fually
before us in committee. The petition
fromt the inhabitants of the Blackwood
district, presented to this Hlouse, is
signed by some 67 persons, though I do
not know whether it includes all who
reside in that district, bat I suppose it
includes the larger portion of them. I
notice that, in the last census returns,
there were two people less in that district
at the time than there had been ten years
before. Well, it is to be hoped the
population of the district is increasing,
lbecause it will certainly have to increase
before we shall be justified in building a,
railway to Bridgetown.

MR. CONNOR: My speech shall be
brief, and in beeping with the minute
benefit that the district I have the honour
to represent will derive from this Loan
Bill. There is one thing not brought
under notice, and that is the proportion
which the North of this colony is to
derive in any way from the money that
will be spent out of this loan. That
amount is entirely out of proportion;
there is no proportion at all. I do not dis-
agree with most of the things in the Bill.
Taking them as a whole, and with some
few exceptions, they are necessary. The
principal items certainly are necessary.
Whether these railways to goldfields are
to be built by syndicates or by the Gov-
ernment, the necessity for them exists,

,and we should have the railways. But I
would like to bring this under the notice
of the House, and shall do so more fully
in committee, that there is nothing in the
bill for benefiting the Northern parts of
the colony, and the absence of any pro-
vision for the North is entirely unfair.
The first item in the schedule, the pro-
posed railway to the Murchison gold-
fields, is most necessary. As to the Cool-
gardie railway, that goldield appears to
be in a more flourishing condition at
present, and has such maginificent surface
shows, that it claims more attention; but
I think the Murchison goldfield is quite
as good, and will be a more permanent
field at the finish. If we can guard the
interests of the colony sufficiently well,
and can get private companies to build
these lines, I say we should save *the
colony from the necessity of bor-owing
money for these railways which syndicates
will build for us, or we should spend the
money in other directions. The Cool-
gardie railway is a foregone conclusion.
Referring now to the Bridgetown rail-
way, I recently had the pleasure of a
visit to Bridgetown, and of enjoying the
hospitality of the 1)eo])le there, and I
must say the hospitality was exceed-
ingly great; but I am sorry that, after
all the hospitality, and after enjoying-
the genial climate, I cannot support the
proposed railway. As to the railway to
the Collie coalfield, even if we have all
the wealth of coal that the Government
Geologist estimates, I do not think we
are justified in building that railway at
present; because, supposing the coal is
there, can we get it raised and brought
to market cheaper than we can import it ?
I say at present we cannot,, though I hope
the time will come when we can. Given
that our consumption increases, and that
we require coal on the different goldflelds,
particularly on thle Murchison, where, I
believe, coal will be required, I say that
until these conditions come about, this
railway will be premature. ThelFremnantle
hiarbour wvorks must he continued, as a
national undertaking, and as to that
item there will hardly be a dissentient
voice, even if the effect is to centralise
people in Perth and Premnantle. Item 8,
" Development of goldields, £70,000," is
a blot in the Bill; because, I say, that
amount is entirely inadequate for what is
required for thle development of the
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various goldfields. Although railways
to goldfields are necessities, we could do
without railways better than we could
stop short in providing water on the
fields. If this amount bad been trebled,
it would not have been too much; and we
could well afford to have done without one
of the large items, so as to increase the
amtount of this item. Then, as to how the
money is to he spent, we have got gold-
fields in the Northern p~arts of the colony,
which would be important fields and big
centres of population, if properly die-
veloped; and I say it is a blot in the Bill
that the item for the development of gold-
fields has been made so small. As to the

iDevelopinent of agriculture," I shall
leave that entirely in the hands of the
hon. member for the Williams. "Market
and cold storage :" I do not understand
what that is; therefore it is a safe course
for me, like the Irishman in New York,
to say " I'm agin it." 'If p)ublic abattoirs
had been included in the item, it would
have been better as a means of reducing
the price of meat to the people; but in-
stead of that, this cold storage will in-
crease the price to the people. Passing
over the otlher items, and taking the
schedule as a whole, I think the Govern-
ment are to be congratulated upon this
Bill; and if they will only allow a little
of the sense of the members in this
House, those who have had experience in
the development of gold-mining, to prevail
in committee, I shall support them.

AIR. THEOSSELiL: I am glad to be
able to give a general support to this
Bill; and I congratulate the Government
on the splendid results of their policy
during the past three and a half years,
and which are far bettor than ha been
expected. When the Government intro-
duced their first Loan Bi for a million
and a third, we then had no Coolgardie
and no Murchison goldfields; and I am
not going to say that, if we had not those
now, the Government would be in a
position to ask for another loan of a I
million and alhalf. But every hon. mem-
ber will know that if we now had no
Coolgardie and had no Mu rchison gold-
fields, the present Loan Bill would be a
very small one indeed. Still, we have
them; and I maintain we are uot worthy
of our heritage if we hesitate now to
borrow money for the necessary works
of development. Reference has been

made to syndicate railways, and Ilam glad
to see that the Government have set their
faces hard and fast against the extension
of the syndicate railway system. Long
ago I said the adoption of the syndicate
system was a confession of weakness on
t he part of the rulers of the land; al-
though in the old days there might have
been no better means of obtaining public
works for the colony. The syndicate
system in this colony has Proved an un-
mitigated curse; for, besides the troubles
and delays, syndicates have been the means
of setting up within the colony* a different
system of land settlement in opposition
to that of the Government, and a separate
railway policy; and there is now evi-
dence before us to justify me in saying
these olpposing and conflicting systemas
will not act, and we shall have to
purchase those railways from the land-
grant companies. In the case of both
these companies, instead of carrying on
simultaneously their construction of the
railway and their settlement of the
land, the Government of the day, in a
p~revious period, consented that both the

*Government lands and the syndicate lands
*should ibe shuit up until the railways were
completed. The result is that on the
Great Southern railway very little settle-

*ment has taken place. If a plan for
keeping back settlement had been devised,
it could not have been more effectual
than this arrangement with the con>
pnes has proved in keeping hack
settlement on some of the most desirable
land in the colony. With regard to the
Bill, I can support it in general terms,
and I say that every prediction made by
the Premier in introducing it will be
verified, and more than verified, by its
beneficial operation. What has been the
result of the past policy of the Govern-
ment ? It has increased the population
by 35,000; and we are now so far
advanced as to be able to embark on a
further loan of a million and half; and

if every adult is worth X4 per head to
the State, how many more new-corners
shall we require to enable the colony to
pay the interest on this loan, without
increasing the bulrden on the people ?
We want a further permanent settlement
of 15,000 people. If I understand the

*policy of the Government aright, this
expenditure of a million and a half is
to be spread over four years; and if
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dluring the last three and a ball years,
with the expenditure of a million and a
third, we have secured an increase of
35,000 people, surely it is not too much
to say that, with the expenditure of a
million and a half during four years, we
shall secure a further increase of at least
that number; but if we can secure a
permanent settlement of only 15,000
additional population, and these being
worth .£4 a head, we shall have secured
£60,000 per alunum, which is sufficient to
pay interest on this loan. If that be so,
we have no reason to be afraid of the
borrowing of a million and a half. But
the responsibility lies mainly in the ex-
pending of the money, and not in the
raising of it. Taking the Bill all through,
it comnmends itself to the country. It is
not too much to say that, by the policy
of this Bill and the works proposed in it,
the Government have anticipated agita-
tion, and killed it by anticipating it.
Who can say that, if *the Government
had not proposed to construct a railwvay
to Coolgardie and a railway to the Mar-
chison gold~fields, there would not have
been public meetings said agitation
throughout the country? The policy of
the Government seems to anticipate the
agitation which would be sure to arise
from the outside public, if the necessary
works for developing the resources of the
country were not provided. It is not my
intention to wade through figures in
order to prove the actual and comparative
indebtedness of the country, which the
Premier set forth in his speech. I be-
lieve in the past policy of the Govern-
ment, and also in their policy with regard
to the future. I say, also, that the
Government would do well to think
seriously of the motion to be brought
forward by the hon. member for Beverley
(Mr. Harper), in favour of the postpone-
ment of the Bridgetown and Collie rail-
ways for a short period. If the works
are to be undertaken in the order in
which they appear in the schedule, I
shall regret it, and I believe the hll.
member's motion for the postponement
of those two items will be agreed to by
the House. The Government intend to
extend the expenditure over four years,
and we shall be able, during that time,
to see what development takes place on
the goldfields, and the extent to which
population is attracted to the colony;i so

that, in view of the circmustances two
years hence, we shall be able to judge
whether they will justify the building of
a railway to Bridgetown. I see that
£40,000 is set down for " Development
of agriculture, including land punrch~ase,
clearing of laud, draining land." I shall
be curious to see the mode in which that
amount is to be ex1 )ended, and I hope it
is not all to go to the Bunibury district.
So far ats the repurchase of land is
concerned, if the land to be purchased
be in the right position, that policy will
have my hearty support. I canl only say
that many years ago, when the then Coin-
missioner of Crown Lands and others with
him advocated the repurchase of land,
if that scheme had been carried out at
the time, we should have seen a different
and better state of things to-day. If the
Government, under the present p)roposal,
will purchase land near towns, so that
artisans and labdiurers can settle with
their families in positions convenient for
employment, that. policy will have my
hearty support. So far as clearing and
draining land are concerned, I warn the
Government to be very careful. When
these items come before us in committee
we shall have an opportunity of speakin~g
on them in detail. I think it will be
better to leave the clearing of land to be
done by those who intend to occupy it.
I have great pleasure in supporting the
second reading.

Ma. R. P. SHOLL: When the Gov-
erment brought forward thoir first Loan
Bill, in 1891, many hon. members, and
myself amongst them, took exception to
the amount then proposed to be raised.
I think that those who op posed that Bill,
with the information before them and
the then prospects of the colony, raised
objections which were sound. The
Premier has asked those who opposed it,
and particularly myself, to own now that
we were wrong and the Government were
right. I am prepared to go this far :to
acknowledge that the Government, with
their usual luck, could see further into
the future than hon. members who
opposed the Loan Bill of 1891. We
must remember that one of the items of
that Bill was the building of the Mullewa
railway; also that the line was sanctioned
and the money raised for it before the
Murchison goldfieids were discovered at
all.
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THE FRESHER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
You supported that railway.

MR. R. F. SHOLL: I do not think I
did. I think I supported a line to
Mullewva, by way of Mingenew, as I
wished to have it joined on to the
Midland railway, but the Government
defeated us by one rote. On that occasion,
no goldfields had been discovered in the
Murchison country, nor any at Cool-
gardie; and I ask beln. members, what
would have been our position at present,
if those goldfields had not since been
discovered ? Would those members who
opposed that Loan Bill have been right;'
or would the G4overnment have been
right in their policy of borrowing that
money? I maintain that those who
opposed that Bill would have been right,
and that the Goverment's policy in
raising such a large sum, on a population
of only 46,290, was not justified. How-
ever, the Governient had foreseen the
discovery of these goldfields, and their
poiicy no doubt was a wise one. We are
told that the South- Western railway, to
which very great exception was taken, is
now paying more than its working ex-
penses. Well, it is only a few months
ago that, by the published returns from
the Railway Department, we were told
that the earnings were something like
£700 per~ month; but. suddenly the
Government discovered, just previous
to the Premier's election speech at

nbury, setting forth the Government
policy, that by seone unforeseen accident
some freights that should have been
credited to the South-Western rail-
way had not been credited, and they
muade out that the railway was paying
handsomely.. If that is the system of
keeping accounts in the Railway Depart-
nrient, I have some doubt whether that
railway is really paying as well as it is
represented to be. 1 hope the Civil
Service Commission which is sitting,
when it does set to work, will inquire
into this system of keeping accounts in
the Railway Department, and sift the
accounts to see whether that railwav is
giving the returns it is supposed to give.
I cannot help thinking that sums of
money are paid out of capital account
that ought to be paid out of revenue, and
I think that objection applies to all the
railways. I hope the Civil Service Com-
mission will inquire into that; ,and we

know that in every Loan Bill introduced
by, this Government, there have been
sums in the schedule for such items as
" Improvements to opened rail ways." In
the Bill of 1891 there was a sum of
£60,000 for that purpose; and in the
Bill of 1893, £10,000 was voted for that
purpose. In the present Bill, the item
is rather mixed up, by including "1Rolling
stock- for above-mentioned railways, and
additional rolling stock for existing lines,
£1l74,000." This is a nice little itemi for
those who have the control of the railways
to cut at findl come again ;and when I see
these items put in every Loan Bill, I
cannot help thinking that a great deal of
money is expended onl works that ought
to have been provided out of the earnings
of the railways. The Premier asked
whether the works proposed in this Bill
are urgent, and whether the colony can
afford them. I think the position of the
colony is very different now from what it
was when the Government introduced
their Loin Bill of 1891 ;and, as far i~s
the colony is concerned, it can well afford

Ito cnter the London money market and
b lorrow for reproductive works. I agree
with the Government that one of Othe
most important works to be undertaken,
and which should receive the considera-
tion of this House, and would certainly
meet with the approval of the country,
is the rapid development of our gold fields,
and thitt will be assisted materially hr
the construction of railways. I amt glad
to see the Government propose to raise
money for that purpose; but, in doing so,
they could not let it comec before the
House without tack~ing on a lot of useless
works. Therefore, though I do not
agree with some items in the schedule, I
certainly shall give my support to these
two goldfields railway- s. The Pemier,
in dealing with our Indebtedness, made
a boast that at the present time it is some-
thing like £41 per head of population ;
but lie proposes now to increase it to
something like £60 I15s. per head, if this
Bill is p)assed in its entirety, and takincr
the debt on the basis of the present

THE PREM~iER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
II did not say that.

MR. R. F. SHOLL: I say that. I say
that if the whole of this money is raised
-~-thuough I do not believe thle Hfouse will

Iagree to all the items in the schedule-
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our indebtedness, on the basis of the
present population, will be £60 15s. per
head; and, if we include the Midland
Railway guaranteed loan, the indebted-
ness will be increased to £67 7s. per head.
I know the Premier won't consider that

guarantee for half a million is a liability
on the colony; but considering that the
Midland Company are reducing their
nominal capital by a million and a half,
or are asking to be allowed to do so, and
seeing that the Company have not been
able to raise the money for paying the
interest due, on their bonds without ask-
ing this Government to pay it out of the
X20,000 deposit, I think it is more than
probable we will have to take over that
railway in a short time, and will have to
pay the interest and also the principal of
that guaranteed loan. With regard now
to our revenue, I notice that in 1891 the
revenue of the colony was £414,000, and
in 1894 it was £681,000, in round figures,
being a difference of £267,000; and that
the expenditure was £401,737 in 1891,
and was £9650,356 in 1894, showing a
difference of £254,619. So that, notwith-
standing the increase in our revenue and
population, the expenditure has increased
in proportion. When we consider the
large sums of money received as revenue
from the goldfields, and the little that
has been expended out of that revenue
upon those fields-the principal expendi-
ture being out of loan f unds-wve shall see
that the Goverunent have been really
expending more in proportion to the
revenue from legitimate sources than they
were receiving; because if the expendi-
ture on the goldfields had not come out
of loan funds, we would have had to pro-
vide the money out of current revenue,
and therefore the Government would not
now have been alble to boast of the credit
balance which they, have at present. The
Premier made a point of saying the
Government have a larger credit balance
now than when they took office. In comn-

paring the imports and exports, the
Premier went out of his way to state a
very bad case for the colony.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
I stated the best ease I could get, out of
the figures.

MR. R. F. SHOLL: I beg to differ
with you.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
You state a better one, then.

MIR. R. F. SHOLL: The Premier stated
that our exports in 1891 amounted in
value to £671,813, and out of that amount
£86,664 wvas for gold, leaving our exports
for that year, exclusive of gold, at the
amount of £585,149. He said also that
"Three years afterwards, in 1893, the
total value of our exports had certainly
increased to £918,147; but, of that
amount, no less than £421,385 repre-
sented the value of our gold export, so
that the value of the exports which the
colony has been accustomed to rely upon
only amnounte.d for 1893 to X496,762, as
compared with £585,149 in 1890.' The
Premier does not seem to think it right
to give credit, in our i-eturn of exports,
for the gold won from our fields, yet at
the same time he thinks it wise to include
in the imports the sovereigns imported
into the colony. If our imports appear
large, they are swelled by the coin and
certain other articles brought into the
colony; for in the report of the Collector
of Customs for that year is a sum of
£127,880 for coin, also material for
bridges, £20,000, and railway plant,
£156,931, making a total in these items
of £0304,811 included as value in the
imports; and yet the Premier does not,
at the samne time, take into consideration
the value of our export of gold.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
I did not say that.

Ma. R. F. SHOLL: Wliat the Premier
did state was that our imports arc ex-
ceeding our exports in value to a con-
siderable extent. I think it was a mis-
take for the Premier to make such a bad
case for the colony as be did. Now,
what was the falling off ? It was mainly
in our timber industry ; and yet I have not
heard of any depression in the timiber
trade of this colony. I think the large
influx of poplalstion and the prosecution
of public works have been causing the
use within the colony of a great deal of
timber which would otherwise be ex-
ported, and that local consumption is a
good thing for the colony.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Ask Mr. Davies. Hle will tell you.

MR. R. F. SHOLL: I think the jarrah
mills are pretty wvell occupied. There is
not a demand for timber on the Darling
Range, because that timber is pretty well
cleared out. There has been a decrease
in certain kinds of imports, showing
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really that the colony is to a certain
extent prosperous. We find, on page
6 of the last report of the Collector of
Customs, that there has been a falling
off in the importation of agricultural
machinery ; and the report goes on to
deal with what we are very much in-
terested in, and that is the productionsI
of the country. We find that, in 1893,
therie was a falling off in the importation
of hay and chaff, also flour and several
other items, This fact Only shows that,
notwithstanding our increased population
of cousumers, the agriculturists in the
colony have been able to cope with the
increased demand, by producing more
than they did in the previous year, when
the population was less; and I feel
satisfied that, with our large local market,
and the increasing demand for produce,
there will be no occasion for the Govern-
ment to try and force agricultural develop-
mnent. The local conditions will force
the increase of production, for when
our agriculturists see that they can
produce and sell at at profit, there will
be no occasion for State banks, nor will
sonic of the items on this loan schedule
for further assistance to agriculture be
necessary. I wvill now deal with one or
two items in the schedule. With regard
to the Murchison goldfields railway,
Mullewia to Cue, that itein will have
my supp)ort, for I consider that line is
of more importance than the line to
Coolgardie, because, although the su
is large. I recognise that we built the
railway to Mullewa in the interest of
the squatters, for bringing down their
wool and stock, and that this extension
to Oue is for the development of the gold-
fields, in the interest of the colony. I
have been to the Murchison, and believe
those goldfields will be capable of sup-
porting a very large, population ; bitt, in
order to do that, we must assist in deve-
loping the reefing industry by providing
cheap and rapid transit for conveying
maeinery to the mines. There is this
advantage, that there will be a back
freight on that railway in the shape of
wool and fat stock. There will also be a
timber trade to the fields, and I anm sure
the gentlemen who are interested in tim-
her stations down South will be pleased
to hear that all the timber required for
mining purposes on the Murc-hison gold-
fields will have to go from these Southern

districts; so that this railway will assist
in thme development of one of our local
industries. I do not think, however, that
the Government ought to build these
railways to goldfields, unless satisfied the
fields w~ill be permanment. 1 am satisfied,
myself, and am prepared to vote for both
these lines. With regard to the Bridge-
town railway and the Collie coalfield
railway, I am not so favourable to these
items. In fact, I am, decidedly opposed
to the Collie railway, because before we
are asked to sanction this railwayv the
Government ought to know what they
intend to do with the coalfield. Do they
propose to let the railway to any one. wvho
will work the coal, or do the Government
propose, to work the field themselves ? If
they intend to work the field as a State
industry, I shall most strongly oppose it,
for we know the Govern ment cannot work
it as economnically as pmivate persons could
do, and that it will cost 26 per cent.
more for the Government to work a
colliery thani if wor-ked by a private coml-
panly. Before the Government ask for
this railwvay, they ought to prove the
coalfield; whereas we find they have only
just let a contract for deep boring. The
Government can bring forward a scheme
afterwards. With regard to the reports
placed before us, they arc certainly very
favourable; but I notice one is a report
by at contractor for deep boring, made
beforv he started the boring. That is the
report of Mr. Atkinson.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Take it for what it is worth.

MR. R. F. SHOT2L: Mfter that con-
tractor has done his boring, I shall look
with suspicion at the report he may make
upon that work.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
We ought to be much obliged to him for
giving his op~inionl on the coalfield.

MnAI. R. F. SHOLL: I think his report
is surrounded with very grave suspicion,
and any further report he may make on
the boring, after hie has done that work,
will carry very little weight, so far as I
am concerned.

THE PREMIER (Hou. Sir J1. Forrest):
He won't have any repoi-t to make.

MR. R. F. SHOLL: With regard to
the railway to Bridgetown, I am not
prepared at present, at any rate, to con-
sent to it; but I qjuite realise that, the
people residing in that district for many
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years, and isolated from the centres of
civilisation, are just as much entitled to
a railway as the people at Eusselton, who
have also communication by sea. I thinkc
this railway should be postponed for some
two years, and in the meantime we should
give our attention to the development of
the goldfields. During that period the
people in the Bridgetown district will be
able to improve their land, feeling certain
that, after a time, this railway will be
built. It would he wise for the Govern-
ment to accept the amendment of the
hon. member. As to item 5, "Rolling
stock for above-mentioned railways, and
additional rolling-stock for existing linies,"
I must complain of these requirements
being mixed up together. Surely the
Government or their advisers should know
what rolling-stock they require for these
proposed railways, and what rolling-stock
they require for existing lines. It is very
hard for imenbers; to get at the amount
of the rolling-stock required for existing
lines, in a mixed item like-this. In the
Loan Bill of 1891 we voted £25,000, and
in the Bill of 1893 we voted £60,000 for
additional rolling-stock for existing Hlnes;
so that there appears to be no limit to the
rolling-stock required for existing lines.
Wheu a line is built and equipped, I
think that any addition to the rolling-
stock, for replacing trucks or engines
worn out, should be provided out of
the earnings of the railways. I do not
think it is legitimate to replace worn-out
stock by using loan money. Item 6,
" Additional improvements to opened
railways, £44,000," raises the same
kind of question. A sum of £60,000
was included in the Bill of 1891, and
£10,000 in the Bill of 1893, for works of
this kind; so that £ 70,000 has already
been voted in Loan Bills for additional
improvements to opened railways. Now
if this large amount cans be expended-
and what the improvements consist of it
is difficult to tell, though I hope the Comn-
missioner of Railwa~ys will go into this
mnatter-I can only say this is a very
clever system of accounting for the ex-
penditure on railways. Item 8, "1De-
velopment of goldfields and mineral
resources," I quite agree with, though I
shall be glad if the Commissioner of
Railways will let me have the return I
moved for on this matter, so that I ma~y
he better able to vxpress an opinion on

this item in commnittee. Item 9, " De-
velopment of agriculture, including land
purchase, clearing land, draining of
land, market in Perth, and cold storage,
£40,000:" that is a hoteb-potch, if you
like-a whole lot mixed up together. I
shall certainly 01)1)0e this item, because
I do not think it is the duty of the Govern-
inent to compete against private enter-
prise. Cold storage is already provided
in Perth by the Ice Company, which
has spent between £7,000 and £8,000 in
providing ice and cold storage; and instead
of the Government competing against
a private company, they should encourage
private enterprise to the utmost. If this
system of pap-~feedinig the general comi-
mu-nity' goes on, the Government will
bring themselves into contempt, and the
colony into disrepute. As to item 10-
"il1arbour works at Geraldton, including
extension of jetty, £l10,000"-we voted
£.25,000 in the last Loani Bill for a similar
item, and, I suppose, that amount has
been expended; but I think that, before
the Government lay out a jetty at
Geraldton or anywhere else, they should
find what is the depth of water at the
end of it. This new jetty at Geraldton
is just as useless as the old jetty was, for,
I am told, it has only nine inches mnore
water. I think it is a pity that the
Government should expend mioney on any
work unless it fulfils the requirements
for which the work was intended. Now
that this jetty has been built, it is cons-
paratively useless, and the Government
find it necessary to extend the jetty into
deeper water, or to dredge it. Item 12,
" Lighthouses,," I dare say is a necessary
item. Item 13, " Telegraphs : " that is
a cheap way of developing the goldfields,
and I have no objection to it. Item 14,
" Roads and Bridges, including Stock
Route to Northern Districts, £50,000 :"

this is an item I must strongly object to.
I do not object to the stock route, nor to
roads and 'bridges; but I do object to the
spending of loan money on works that
are not directly reproductive. Unless
you charge a. toll on the roads and bridges,
and charge so much for sheep travelling
over the stock route, there will not be a
revenue from these works, and therefore
they should not be madeout of loan money,
hut out of current revenue. *When we
find the current revenue increasing as it
has done, a curtain sum might be spared
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annually for roads and bridges. As was
proposed by the lion, member for Beverley
(Mr. Harper), the revenue from sales of
Crown land should be set aside for such
purposes as the Construction of roads and
bridges. It is now counted in with the
ordinary revenue, whereas it is not revenue,
but only a receipt, and should be ex-
perided on such works as roads and
bridges.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
We spend three time~s as much out of
current revenue on these works, now.

MIR. R. P. SHOLLi: We do not spend
ais much as we receive from the sale of
Crown lands.

THE PREMIER (Ho0n. Sir J. Forrest):
Nonsense.

MR. R. F. SHOLL: Well, we ought
not to do so. At anyv rate, that would
assist, and we could ma~ke up the balance
out of ordinary revenue. There is another
item for which we ought not to borrow
monecy, and that is item 15, "Schools,
£20,000." They are not reproductive,
in the sense that the English investor
expects our loan works to be ; and I
hope this item will be struck out when
we get into Committee. Coming to the
last item, " Miscellaneous, including
charges and expenses of raising loans,
£30,000 :" that " Miscellaneous " is a
very convenient item, one of those
that you can cut at and come again. The
Auditor General Cannot question the ex-
pending of it, as it may be expended on
anything in connection with the loan. If
the Government have an excursion party
going ulp a railway line, the expense night
be paid out of that item. I will conclude
by saying I think it is the duty of the
Government, when they, bring down a
Loan Bill, to be in a position to supply
uis with information with regard to th -
different works for which they propose to
raise money. On the first occasion I pro-
tested strongly that we had not the infor-
mation before us to justify the House in
coming to a decision; and there was the
same cause of complaint in reference to
the Loan Bill of last year. On the first
occasion the excuse was that the Govern-
ment bad only just come into office, and
there had not been time to procure the
detailed information. But that excuse
does not ap~ply now, when the Govern-
ment have been in office several years.
They fixed the amount of the loan at

a million and a half, and they have put
down the estimatod amounts for the rail-
ways roughly. The former member for
York (Hon. S. H. Parker), now a
member of the Government, gave very
sensible advice, when speaking in this
House at the opening of the session
of 1891; and I will read to the house
what lie said:-" I think we want a
"great deal more information, we want
"a great deal more inquiry, before we
-undertake these large pulblic works,

"and what I would suggest is that the
"Government. here should adopt the
"1same 'ouirse of dealing with public
"1works as sonic of the other colonies have
"adopted. Under the provisions of the
"Public Works Acts of those colonies, no
"public funds can be expended upon such
"public works as these without the Conl-
"sent of a joint committee of both
Houses of Parliament, who first take

"evidence on the subject and then report
" upon the proposed work to Parliament.
",It has been found necessary in the
"n'eighbouring colonies to adopt this
"system of dealing with their public
1works. So much pressure was brought

"1to bear upon Ministers, and upon
"1members by their constituents, that it
"was found that the interests of the
"country demanded some such safeguard
"against unnecessary and reckless ex-
penditure. This has been the law in

",New South Wales for two or three
"years, and I see that last year they
"have adopted the same thing in Vic-
"toria......It has acted well in
"New South Wales, and saved the

"Country thousands of pounds; and I
"1think it would be well for us to start at
" once with this Public Works Act." I
think that was a wise and sensible
suggestion, and if Victoria bad started
as early as New South Wales did, many
Useless works that have been constructed
there would have been prevented, because
I have read only lately of a proposal to
invite tenders for letting some of those
useless railways. The sooner we have
such a measure here the better for the
Country, and the better for the Govern-
ment. I amn not going to oppose the
second reading of this bill; but, in
allowing the second reading to pass, I
wish it to be clearly understood that, I
intend, in committee, to oppose some of
thle items in the loan scheidule.
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MR. MORAN moved that the debate
be adjourned until the next sitting.

Question put, and. division taken, with
the following result:

Ayes ... . 15
Noes ... 13

Majority for
AYES.

Mr. Burt
Mr. Conneor
Sir John Forrest
Mr. Harper
Mr. Jaines
,,r. Monger
Mr. Moran
Mr. Paterson
Mr. Pearse
MJr. H. W. sliol
Sir. Solomon
Mr. 'rnylci
Mr. Vent,
Mr. Wood
Mr. Rlichardson (Teler).

2
NoEHL

Mr. Clarksoin
Mr. Cookwortl'y
Mr. A. Forrest
Mr. Hassell
Mr! Illinewortli
Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Lotoit
Mr. Phillips
Mr, Piesse
Mr. Btaidell
Kr. R. F. Shell
Kr- Simpson
Mr, Leaks (Teller).

Debate adjourned accordingly.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10-25 o'clock

p.m.

Monday, .3rd September, 1894.

Tenders for a Steam Service from Albany to Eastern
Coest Ports-Lsashrg Lasnd in the neighbourhood of
Goldfiolda Towus-Beturn showing number of Town
Lots sold at each Goldllld-Patents Dill: moors.
witted-Loan Bill (591,500,000): second rending;
adjonrned detaest. Adjourniment.

TH.E SPEAKER took the chair at 7-S0
).ln1. b

PRAYERS.

TENDERS FOR A. COASTA.L STEAM
SERVICE FROM ALBANY.

Mn. HASSELTL, in accordance with
notice, asked the Premier when the
Government intenlded to call for tenders
for a steam service fromi Albany to the
Eastern coast por-ts ?

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said the Government proposed to do so at
once.

PATENTS BILL.
This Bill was recommitted, and soe

verbal amendments made in it.

LEASING OF LANI) UPON OOLDFIELDS
TOWNSITES.

MR. IxEAKE,: Sir-I move "That, in
the opinion of this House, it would be to
the advantage of the country to restrict
the grant of freeholds iu an~d near towns
established upon the various goldfields,
and to substitute a system of leasing for
a short tern' of years." I am conscious,
sir, that in bringing forward this motion
for the consideration of members, I amn
introducing an element which is, perhaps,
novel in this chamber; but, before I con-
clude, I think I shall at any rate supply
for members some food for argument.
Startling, perhaps, to the minds of some
memubers as this doctrine may be, yet it is
not a novel doctrine; its novelty, if any,
lies in its application. We have often
heard of the doctrine of laud nationalisa-
tion, and, in considering this subject,
we are but discussing one of the first pri n-
c14155 of that doctrine. One of the flirst
principles is that the State should acquire
all1 land. It is objected to this question
of land nationalisation that it involves
interference with vested rights, and that
it retakes that which the State has already
granted away; and, some even go so far
as to say that it amiounts to confiscation.
But I shall show that here there is no
initerference in the sense I have suggested,
or that if there is an interference it is
with the interests of the species of per-
sons better known by the name of land.
jobbers, or land speculators, and land
syndieates,-a class who have not the
interests of the country at heart, but
their own individual advancement. Any
blow which may be struck at persons
of that character, I think, deserves to be
supported by, every right-tbinking per~-
son. Circum-stances place ns, in this
colony, in the very position which is
essential for the practical application of
this doctrine of land nationalisation; for,
to begin with, we are, at any rate wvith
regard to our gold fields town lands, in
that position which the modern reformer
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