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ing, it was all the more important that
they shonld be in writing when made
by a huard.

Progress reporfed.

ELECTION RETURN—EAST PRO-
VINCE.

The PRESIDENT announced the re-

turn of the writ for the election of a

member for East Provinee, showing that

Mr. Warmen Marwick had been duly -
elected.
Hon. Warren Marwick took the oath

and subscribed the roll.

House adjourned at 9.50 pm,

Aegislative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 19th October, 1910.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at
1.30 p.m., and read prayers,

QUESTION—MARCONT STATION,
FREMANTLE.
Mr. GORDON (for Mr. Murphy)
asked the Premier: 1, Has he any infor-
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mation to give to the House as to wien
the Mareoni station will he started at
Fremantle? 2, Has a site been selected,
and, if so, where?

The PREMIER replied: I have no
definite information on the sabjeet, but a
site on the south side of Point Walter
reserve was inspected by the Federal
authorities during Admiral Henderson's
visit, and a verbal intimation was giveu
that the land wonld be made available
for the purpose of a “Marconi” station
it this wite were chosen.

QUESTION—RAILWAY SOUTH
SIDE OF SWAXN RIVER.

Mr., GORDON  (for Mr. Murphy}
asked the Minister for Railways: 1, Are
there any veports in existenee from the
present Railway Commissioner as to the
advisability or otherwise of the construe-
tion of a south side railway? 2, If so,
does he intend to lay such reports upon
the Table of the House? 3, If not, will
le eall for sueh a report to be made at
as early a date as possible?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: 1, Yes. 2, Wot until fuller re-
ports now being obtained are available,
3, The Government have called for fur-
ther information, together with reports
from the Commissioner of Railways and
the Engineer-in-Chief. When these are
available they will be laid upon the Table
of the House if deemed advisable.

QUESTION—COUNCIL ELECTION,
EAST PROVINCE,
Proposed gmendment to Constitution
AMr. BATH asked the Premier: 1, Will
the Government take into consideration
the advisability of refunding to Mr. Fitz-
gerald Frazer the amount of his deposit
as a candidate for the East Province, bis
nontination having been refused as in-
formal owing to the candidate being under
the necessary age! 2, Will the Govern-
ment provide in the Amending Constitu-
tion Bill for a provision making the mini-
wmnm agze for eandidates for the Legisla-
tive Couneil the =ame as that for the As-
semhly !
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The PREMIER replied: 1, Repayment
of the deposit to Mr. Frazer was ap-
proved in Executive Council on the 6th
instant. 2, It is not proposed to do so.

QUESTION — PERTH TRAMWAY
0., STREET WATERING.

M. SWAN (for Mr. Hovan) asked the
Minister for Works: Will he take saeh
action with the Perth Tramway Company
-as will compel them adequately to water
the streets in terms of their agreement.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: There is no power conferred upon
me by the Perth Tramways Act to inter-
vene in the matter.

QUESTION — ABATTOIRS AND
FREEZING WORKS, SITE.

Mr. JACOBY asked the Minister for
Agrienlture: Has the site of the proposed
abattoirs and freezing works at Fremantle
yet been fixed. If so, where?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICUL-
TURE replied: 1, Yes. 2, At North
Fremantle, adjacent to the river, on lots
Nos. 29, 30, and 31, Reserve No. 11069.

Mr. JACOBY: In view of the prob-
ability of a railway line being built on the
south side of the Swan river will this not
lead him to reconsider the question of the
site for the abattoirs?

The MINISTER ¥FOR AGRICUL-
TURE: No, for I do not think the build-
ing of such a line would interfere with
the position of the works.

QUESTION—LAND TRANSACTIONS,
NUGADONG.

Mr, JOHENSON asked the Minister for
lands: 1, When was the area between the
Nugadong agricuttural area and the Mur-
¢hason railway reserved from seleotion?
2, Why was it reserved? 3, Did a Ger-
aldton deputation request the Minister to
remove the reservation? 4, If so, on what
date did the Minister receive the deputa-
tion? 5, What was the nature of the
Minister’s reply? 6, When did the Min-
ister approve of the reservation of por-
tion of this area being removed? 7, Did
he inform the Geraldton deputation of
this approval? 8, When was the removal
aectnally effected? 9, Was the removal
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gazetted or in any olher way published?
10, If so, how and where? 11, How many
public servanis have secured land in this
area? 12, Did Mr. Danean Paterson ap-
ply for portion of this area? 13, On
what date, and for what acreage? 14,
How many other applications were lodged
the same day for blecks adjoining that
applied for by BMr. Paterson? 15, Were
any of these applieants related to, or em-
ployed by, or eonnected with Mr. Patersen
or his firm? 16, If so, how many? 17,
Did the Minister advise Messrs. Veiteh,
Powell, and Clarke that this area was
open for selection? 13, Does the Minister
believe in survey before selection? 19,
Did he practise it in this case? 20, If not,
why not?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re
plied: 1, 5th July, 1909. 2, Pending sur-
veyor’s inspection as to snitability of land
for subdivision. 3, The deputation re-
ferred to requested that the land on the
south side of the railway at Mullewa
should be thrown open. 4, 25th Febru-
ary, 1916. 5, The land would not be
thrown open until subdivided. 6, 3rd
Februray, 1910. 7, No, it was not the
land that the deputation had inquired for,
bui the Government land agent was ad-
vised in ithe usual way. 8, 28th April,
1910. 9, Not gazetted, but the public
plans were amended and the Government
land agent advised. 10, Answered by 9.
1, Twelve. 12, Yes. 13, On September
8th, for 2,000 acres. 14, Eighteen. 15,
All these applications were made by Mr.
John on behalf of Mr, Paterson and
others, but with the exception of the ap-
plication by L. V. Paterson I am not
aware of the relationship, personal or
otherwise, of the applicants. 16, See
reply to No. 15. 17, I helieve they were
shown a plan of the locality. 18, Yes=.
19, No. 20, Becaunse the surveyor ad-
vised that, with the exeeption of the por-
tions that had already been subdivided,
the land was not suitable.

QUESTION—LAND SETTLEMENT,
MR. VEITCH AND THE “BRAD-
FORD OBSERVER.”

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Premier: 1,

Did the Hon. the Premier receive a cable-
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graty [vom the Agent General stating that
Veitch and party had written to the Brad-
ford Observer, charging the Land Board
with prejudice and with favouring speen-
laters? 2, Were the names ol Veiteh
and party meniioned in sueh cablegram?
3, I= it too much to ask the Hon. the Pre-
mier 10 go to the same trouble to ascer-
tain the true facts of the case as he sug-
gested the leader of the Opposition shounld
have done on another occasion? 4, In
view of the denial given by Messrs. Veiteh
and pariy, is it the intention of the Hon.
the Premier to apologise publicity to
these wentlemen? 5, If not, why not?

The PREMLER replied: 1, Yes, 2,
Yes. 3, 4, and 5, I immediately cabled
to the Acting Agent General advising him
of Messis. Veiteh and Powell’s denial.

QUESTION—STOCK TRAINS FOR
MIDLAND JUNCTION SALES.

Mr, JOHNSON asked the Minister for
Rzilways: 1. Are the Railway Depari-
ment running special stock trains from
Midland Junetion to North Fremantle on
Wednesdays? 2, Is the stock on these
trains earried at ordinary rates? 3, If
so, will the Government grant the general
prodncers similar privileges? 4, Have
these crains proved profitable to the
working railways? 5, Have the pur-
chasers of stock at the Midland sales ex-
perienced any diffieulty in securing stock
trucks after the sales on Wednesday? 6,
Is any preference shown to the requive-
ments of North Fremantle for stock
trucks?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: 1, Yes, oceasionally when ordi-
nary tabled frains are unable to land the
stock in time for sale. 2, Yes. 3, Under
similar eireumstances arrangements are
made to deliver stock at Midland June-
tion or other saleyards by specials. 4,
As a whole, yes. 5, No. 6, No.

QUESTION — DEPARTMENTAL
DRAFTSMEN ANT) OQUTSIDE WORK.

Mr. PRICE asked the Premier: Has
his attention been drawn to the fact that
departmental draftsmen are competing
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with outside citizens in the preparation
of plans? If so, what action, if any, has
he taken in the matter.

The PREMIER replied: 1 and 2.
Yes. In June last the attention of the
Goverminent was called to the fact that a
temporary draftsman  had prepared
plans for additions and improvements to
8 building. He sobsequently pleaded
ignorance of the publie service regula-
tions on the subjeet, and gave an assur-
anee that so long as he was in the em-
ployment of the Government he would not
undertake work for outside people.

QUESTION —FREMANTLE PRISON,
PROPOSED INQUIRY.

Mr. SCADDAN (without notice)
asked the Premier: Have the (yovernment
had appointed, or do they contemplate
appointing, a committee of inquiry into
the adminisiration of the Fremantile
prison, and if they have made suech an
appointment, who will eonstitute the eom-
mittee.

The PREMIER replied: The Colonial
Secretary has under eonsideration the ap-
puintment of such a committee, but I ean-
not give any details about that mow. I
will make inquiries and give the mforma-
fion tu-morrow,

LANDS DEPARTMENT AND

CHARGES OF CORRUPTION,

A Royol Commission.

Mr. SCADDAN (without notice) asked
the Premier: Have the Government ap-
pointed a Royal Commission, as requested
by the Minister for Lands, to inquire into
the administration of the Lands Depart-
ment? If so, what Judge or other person
will eonstitute the Commission, and what
will be the scope of that Commission?

The PREMIER replied: I have re-
ceived the following letter from the C}:ucf
Justice, dated to-day:—

Sir,—I have the honour to inform
you that Mr. Justice MeMillan has con-
sented to aet as Royal Commissioner
tn examine into and report upon the
allegation made in the Legislative As-
sewbly of eorruption in the adminis-
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tration of the Department of Lands
and Surveys. His Honour has, how-
ever, accepted the Commission with
ereat reluctance and only on the condi-
tion that the allegations into which
he has o inquire are formulated in
a definite manner, and that sume person
is appointed to conduet the proceedings
before him and adduced all the evi-
dence.

It will new be open to the hon. member
tor Albany (Mr. Priee), or to any other
hon. member, or to any other person, o
formulate his charges, when the Commis-
sioner will, immediately on receiving his
appointment, inquire into them.

Mr. S8CADDAN (ivanhee) : May I
make a gtatement. It may have the effect
of saving the expenditure of a large sum
of money if T say at once T do not think
any member of this side of the House
proposes Lo make any such charges as
the Government desire them to do. They
will not place themselves in the position
of defendants. We waunt an inquiry by a
judge or anyone else into the general
administration of the l.ands Department.
Free scope should he given to an inquiry
into all aets of administration. If that
were done we would be prepared to give
statements as to the charges that have
been made. and others probably would
also do so. If the Government imagine
that members on this side of the House
intend to make eharges and act as defend-
ants and prosecutors for the purpose of
whitewashing the Minister. they are mak-
ing a great mistake.

Mr. PRICE (Albany): L have heen
speciaily referred to, and I think I have
every right.to resent the attempt on the
part of the Premier to make me the de-
fendant or prosecutor in a ease of this
character. T made certain statements i
this House, purposely and explicitly, and
the particulars coneerming the statements
I have made I am qnite propared to hand
over fo auy independent tribunal, but 1
resent the attempt fo place me on trial
for bhaving attacked the Minister for
Tands as. to the wanner in which he ad-
ministers his department.
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Mr. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe): I
notiee that to-morrow I shall move—
That the proposed Commission is un-
satisfactory owing lo the limitation of
the inguiry ge proposed by the Govern-
ment.

give

BILL -— GERALDTON MUNICIPAL
GAS SUPPLY.
Read a third time, and transmitted to
the Legislative Counecil.

BILL—-GENERAL LOAN AND IN-
SCRIBED STOCIK.
Message.

Message from the Governor received .
and read, recommending bhe Bill.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson) :
It was unfortunate that this Message had
not been submitted at one of the earlier
stages in the passage of the Bill. He had
ouly discovered this wmorning that this had
not been done. For his own part he had
always made a practice of bringing these
Messages down on the first readings, and
he was sorry if had not been done on
this oceasion,

Third Reading.
Bill read a third time, and transmitted
to the Legislative Council.

BILI. — TAMBELLUP-ONGERUP
RATLWAY.
Introduced by the Minister for Works
and read a first time.

RETURN—RAILWAYS, CHAFF
LOST IN TRANSIT.

On motion by Mr. HEITMANN, or
dered “That there be laid upon the Table
of the Honse a return showing: 1, The
nomber of claims received by the Railway
Department for chaff lost in transit dur-
ing the last two years on the Geraldton-
Cue railway. 2, The names of claimants.
3, The amount of chaff picked np along
the above-mentioned lines and sold by
the department at Geraldton and Cue. 4,
The names of the purchasers.”
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: I have
here the return made out, and I beg to
lay it on the fable.

RETURN—CIVIL. SERVANTS' LAND
SETTLEMENT SCHEME.

Mr. ANGWIN (East Fremantle)
moved—

That a return be placed on the Table
of the House showing:—1, The names
and positions of officers who applied
for an area of land in connection with
the civil service land setilement scheme.
2, The names of officers granied land
in the seitlement. 3, The names of
officers who made application for land
under the seitlement scheme and such
application not being granted, show-
ing the reasoms for such refusal,

It had been reported that a rush of civil
servants for the land under the civil ser-
vice land settlement scheme bad taken
place owing to the dissatisfaction which
existed at that time throughout the ser-
viee. Since then the Poblic Service Com-
wissioner had pointed out that only a
small number had applied for the land,
that in faet the applications were not
equal to the number of blocks thrown
open for settlement. On the other hand
it had been stated that so many civil ser-
vants were anxious to get away from
their employment in the service of the
State and go on the land that the Gov-
ernment, bad found it impossible to spare
them all. Ii was because of these con-
flieting statements he was moving for ihe
return, -

The PREMIER: Whilst not desiring
to oppose the motion, he desired to point
out the difficulties of obtaining examet in-
formation, such as was required by the
ferms of the motion. Public servants
had made applications from various
branches of the public departments, and
many of these communications had been
rather in the nature of inguiries than of
definite applications. To seeure definite
information the whole of the branches
and sub-hranches wonld have to be ap-
proached. His desire was to point out
that the return, when supplied, might
not he as exaet as the hon. member could

[ASSEMBLY.]

wish. However, so far as the informa-
tion could be secured, it would be glven
Question pul and passed
PAPERS—BARRY versuws THE GOV-
) ERNMENT.
Mr, BROWN (Perth) moved—
That there be laid upon the table of
the House all papers in connection
with Barry v. the Government.
He said: 1 am moving for these papers
in order that the remarks of the puri-
tanical member for Murchison may be
refuted, and both sides of the question
fairly placed before the publie.

Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison): 1 second

that. T will be only too pleased
to have those papers laid ‘on the
Table. It will be shown that they

bear out exzactly what 1 have said.
namely that the administration of the
Attorney (teperal’s department is no
credit to that Minister. In eonnection
with this, I may say that when we have
an opinion given by the Attorney Gen-
eral’s office declaring that a member
would forfeit his seat if he accepted a

position on the Central Board of
Health——

The Attorney (General: They have not
said that.

Mr. HOLMAN: If not exactly that.

still that was fhe purport of what they
said. The Atiorney General. we know.
will deny having said what he really did
say. If he is not satisfed, Hansard will
have to be ecalled upon to show that hé
did say it. A denial of that sort does
not carry muck weight. 1 hope it wil
be seen, when the papers are tabled, that
a medical officer received a very high fee
tor examining and reporting on the case
of Barry, and that when the ease came
into Court the Crown refused to call this
medieal officer as a witness, or to allow
his report fo be submitted in conrt, This
shows that the Crown is not prepared 1o
wive justice to a poor man., which dis-
plays a very poor spirit in a department
sapposed to protect the interests of the
pocrest individual in the State. Yet that
department has ntilised its strength and
money to seeure a report from a medical
officer. and subsequently has refused to



{19 OcroBer, 1910.]

allow the report to go before the court.

When the papers are tabled, T shall have

a great deal more to say upoa this case.
Question put and passed.

RETURN — PUBLIC WORKS TEN-
DERS AND ESTIMATES.

On motion by Mr. HEITMANN,
ordered: “That there lie upon the
Table of the House a returm show-
ing:—The amouni of suecessful ten-
der, also the amount of Public
Works Department estimate, for the
following public works:—1, The Nan-
nanine to Meekatharra railway. 2, The
Upper Chapman vailway. 3, The Marble
Bar railway. 4, The Dowerin to Merre-
din, Ist extension. 5, The Boyup to
Kojonup railway. 6, The Busselton jetty.
7. The Midland Workshops extension,
last contract.

RETURN — RAILWAYS, TELE-
GRAPH AND TELEPHONE LINES.

On motien by Mr. HEITMANN,
ordered: “That there be laid upon the
Table of the House a return showing: 1,
The amount paild in salaries and wages
to Electical Engineer’s Branch for main-
tenance of telegraph and telephone lines
on Government vailways for the year end-
ing 30th June, 1910. 2, The amount re-
ceived hy the Railway Department from
Commonwealth and other sources for up-
keep of telerraph and telephone lines for
the year ending 30th June, 1910.”

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T have
the Teturn here, and I beg fo lay it on fhe
Table.

WANT OF CONFIDENCE IN THE
SPEAKER.

Nuhce of motion by Mr. HOLMAN,
“That Mr. Speaker has not the confidence
of the members of the House,” read.

Mr. SPEAKER : With reference to
this motion I will ask the Chairman of
Commitiees to be good enough to take the
Chair.’

Mr, HOLMAN: T will not move the
motion, Mr. Speaker.
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PAPERS—LAND SELECTION,
MORAWA, :
My, JOHNSON (Guildford) moved—-
That all the papers relating to the
applications lodged for Blocks 3879,
3833, and 3931, Morawa, together with
evidence submitted by applicanis to the
land board and the board’s decision be
laid upon the Table of the House,

Probably there would be no objection to
the motion. He desired to see the papers
with a view of determining whether there
was any justifieation for the eritieism
levelled against the land hoard’s decision
in this matter.

Question passed.

PAPERS—RETIREMENT Ol MR. 8.
F. McCALLUM.,

Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison) moved—

That all pdpers in connection with

Mr. 8. F. McCallum, late of the Friend-

ly Societies Department, be placed on

the Table.
He said: As Ministers had often stated
they had no objection to placing papers
on the Table and not knowing the full
facts of the case involved, he would re-
serve any remarks until he had seen the
files.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret) se-
conded the motion, He had the same ob-
jeet in view as the hon. member in ve-
serving his remarks. ’

Question passed.

PAPERS—LAND TRANSACTIONS,
DUNKLEY CASE.
Mr., PRICE (Albany) moved—

That all papers commected with the
otlocation of Block 208-{9) on the Stirl-
ing Estate to G. A. Dunkley be laid
on the Table.

He said: Tt was understood this motion
was to be treated as a formal one in view
of the fact that a number of other papers
had been laid on the Table without any
motion being moved for them.

Question passed.
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MOTION—PAYMENT OF MEMBERS,
TO INCREASE.

Br, UXDERWOOD (Pilbara) moved—

That in the opinion of this House
it is desirable that members’ salaries
he increased from £200 to €300 per year,
such increase to have effcet as from the
commencement of the present financial
year.

He said: I have no intention of dwelling
at any length on this motion; it is a mat-
ter that has been discussed at considerable
Jength inside and outside the House for
the last four vears, I am positive the
ituties of a member of Parliament deserve
better recognition than they get at pres-
ent. I have not been very ambitions in
my motion, as T desire fo puf it gently,
so to speak; I believe that at least £400
per annum is not more than is absolutely
necessary and justified; but hon. members
may not be used to such an amount of
wealth all of a sudden; and if we could
jnerease the salaries as from “the begin-
ning of the year to £300, then those of us
who eome back to thenew Parliament will
he more used to the wealth I have just
spoken of,

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson) :
I should like to make further inguiries
into this matter before a motion of this
deseription is absolutely adopted. More
especially wonld I like to inquire further
because the hon. member wants to make
the motion retrospective. I certainly op-
pose a motion of this deseription, that
the increase should date from the begin-
ning of the present financial vear. I
have alwayvs opposed payment of mem-
bers.

Mr. Brown: Hear, hear!

The PREMIER : I admit the principle,
there is little argument against it, yet 1n
prdetice I do not think it has panned out
too well. Nevertheless, it has become an
established practice almost throughout the
British Empire that members of Parlia-
ment should receive payment for their
services. Indeed, I see in the Press that
even in the Old Country the matter has
been mooted, and the ehances are that in
the near futore steps will be taken in the
British Houses of Parliament to pay their
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members as is done throughont Australia. .
If we are to pay members, as we do in
this Assembly and have done for many
years past, I am not one to advocate a
sfarvalion wage. I helieve in members
being paid an adequate remuneration for
their services. X say also that Ministers
should be paid an adequate remuneration,
I do not consider they get anything like
a reward for the hard work they have to
do and for the long hours they have to
work, and also for the severe criticism
they are subjected to from time to time
by members of the Opposition. There is
another aspect of this question I have
been thinking about considerably for the
last few months, that is, that the leader
of the Opposition should receive some ex-
tra remuneration, It is an important
post he fills, e has, during the session
of Parliament at any rate, very long
hours to work and very arduous labours
io perform. inasmuch as he has to eriti-
vise nearly every measure that comes be-
fore the House, whereas we have a number
of Ministers to make a study of these
measures and we can distribute the work
among many. Altogether T feel that if
we are to take this step. flrst of all it
shonld not he made retrospective,

Mr. Walker: Why not?

"The PREMIER: I think at any rate,
if any step is taken it shonld be for the
next financial vear, if not from the be-
ginning of the new Parliament, in order
that immediately afterwards we may ap-
peal to the country to get the endorsement
of the electors. I would prefer it to date
from the beginning of the new Parlia-
ment.

Mr. George: Have a referendum on it?

The PREMIER: I do not believe in
any referendum. Payment of members is
part of an accepted policy. If the House
passes the motion we go to the conntry
with it, and it is suffictent for the electors
to express an opinien on. To-day, how-
ever, I am not prepared to definitely com-
mit myself. I have the matter under con-
sideration, and I am prepared to consider
it still further, but in the meantime I
would rather the hon. member would not
press his motion to a division, at any rate |
in its present terms. '
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Mr. HOLMAX (Murchison): I think
the matter has reeeived ample considera-
tion for many yeats. It is by no means
a new guestion. It has been considered,
1 think, more $han once by direet motions
in this Chamber. In the other States,
with the esception of Tasmania, the re-
muneration to members of Parliament is
considerably higher than it is in this
State, and I think there should be no
hesitation or doubt about carrying the
motion in its present for. We know the
conditions of living aree worse and higher
in Western Australia than in any other
part of Anstralia; and we know that with
the exception of Queensland, the travel-
ling conditions are worse than in any
other State. Tf New South Wales, Vie-
toria and Queensland find it necessary to
pay their members an bonorarium of £300
per year, I do not think there shonld be
the slightest hesitation in earrying this
motion and in bringing down a Bill to
put the matter throngh and make it retro-
spective from the beginning of the pre-
sent finaneial year. We have been pro-
mised n the past that certain concessions
allowed in other Siates should be allowed
here. In the matter of postages, tele-
grams and other expenses, mambers of
Parliament are recouped in other States,
but these expenses are not allowed here.
In fact, a menmber of Parliament is worse
off in Western Anstralia than in any other
State. In the case of the member for
Pilbara, when he visits his distriet each
year it costs him at least £50 to do it, and
then he does not cover all his distriet. It
takes three or four weeks to travel through
my eleciorate, and then I eannot visit all
the centres, but it costs me between £40
and £50 to do it each year, not for any
benefit to myself, but solely in the inter-
ests of the people. I maintain that no
member should be put to that expense ouf
of his own pocket. We have had pro-
mises made that this maltter wonld be con-
sidered, and I sincerely trust that the mo-
tion will be carried and that the Premier
will take the earliest opportunity of bring-
ing down a measure to make the inereased
payment of members date from the eom-
mencement of the present finaneral year.
I would rather the mover had inserted
£400 iustead of £300. I bhave always
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found from my reading of Parliamentary
history that the cleanest and best Parlia-
ments were ihose that were best paid.
Unfortnnately we have had in the past—
I do not say it has ocenrred in this Stale
—examples where those who have been
the strongest opponents to payment of
members took every possible opportunity
to pay themselves when they had the op-
portunity, and when that opportumty did
not turn up itself took every possible op-
porfunify of making the opportunity. 1T
feel strongly on this question becanse
I maintain no member should be called
upon to devote his services to the State
unless he receives an adequate return for
them. T was pleased to hear the Premier
say ‘that, although in the past he was op-
;posed to payment of members, he was
prepared to aceept the prineiple that is
adopted throughout the whole of the Brit-
ish Empire, and that he also believed in
paying a fair amonnt when the principle
of payment was adopted. 1 fancy theve
are members on the Government side of
the House just as anxious to receive in-
creased remuneration as members of the
Opposition; and as the matter has been
discussed so often and has been before the
country so often, T do not think there is
any necessity to delay it further. We
should carry this motion, and the Premier
shonld bring down a Bill to give effect tor
it at the earliest possible date.

My, JACOBY (Swan): I think it has
been admitted that the salary at present
paid to members is not suffieient, provided
a member is dependent entirely on his
salary. If the prineiple has to be the-
roughly recognised by the people of the
State that members are to be paid for
their services, I do not think there can be
any answer buf an affirmative one to the
question as {o giving an adequate remun-
eration; but the motion asks this Assembly
to vote money into the pockeis of its otvn
members; and I think we mnst be fully
aware that the action of the Federal Par-
liament in voting money into the pockets
of iis own members——

Mr. O'Loghlen: Was endorsed.

Mr. JACOBY: While condoned at the
general election, still gave a shock to the
people of Australia. We find that in
every case where payment is given for ser-
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vices, those who have to make the pay-
ment generally fix the amount, and it is
right and proper that they should do so.
In the civenmstanees, I think this matter
shoutd be remitted to the people to decide,
and a referendum should be tnken at the
next general election asking the people if
they are favourable to the amount heing
mereased to £300 per year. [ eould my-
self feel that 1 was doing an improper
thing if I voted for an increase of money
to be paid to myself. If the case is a
good one surely the people can be trusted
to give the right answer.

Mr. Seaddan: You did not suggest a
referendumn as to whether you should ae-
cept the Speaker’s salary.

Mr. JACOBY : The Speaker's salavy is
provided for by Statute. .

Mr. Seaddan: So will this be.

Mr. JACOBY: T have no objection to
the view taken by members that the salary
should be increased. 1 believe that mem-
bers copscientiously held that view, and
I camnot understand how members who
are relying upon their Parliamentary sal-
ary can manage to live on it. My own
position is that I feel if the salary is to be
inereased it should certainly be increased
by the decision of the people and that
should be ascertained by rveferendum. T
propose to move an amendment—

That in line 2 all the words after ~de-
sirable that” be struck out and the fol-
lowing be itnserted:—%a referendum be
taken at the next State general elections
to asceriain whether the electors desire
that the paymeni of members of the
Legislative .Awwembly be inrreased lo
€700 per annum.”

Mr, WALKER {Kanowna): I believe
that the electors sent us here trusfing ns
to do what was right. They sent us her~
believing that we had sufficient courage
to take the responsibility of our own
actions. The amendment moved by the
member for Swan is one that refers the
matier to the future, and deals with
another Parliament, in which some of us
may not have the honour to sit. We are
dealing with our services to the State
and it has been admiited by ihe Premier
and by the mover of the motion that we
are net receiving adequate remuneration,
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if remuneration it be rvonsidered, for our
<ervices, Then why have any hypoerisy
aboui it. Why nol say at once that ve
are doing work for which we arve under-
paid and sweated, and that we as eus-
fodians of the purse of the people, justly
and with their wish, fully appreciating
their sense of justice, undertake to pay
a fair and reasonably low amount for
the services of each member of the
House.

Mr. George: We did not take a eon-
traet when we came in for £200 per
annum.

Mr. WALKER: We tovk on the con-
tract, we accepted the position as e
found it, but 1 am speaking, as one of
22 at least on this side of the House, who
undertock to raise the salarvies of mem-
hers of Parliament on the first opportu-
nity that presented itself. There is not
one of the 22 on this side of the House
whe did not pledge himself publiely to
vaise the pay of members of Parliament
when the first chance offered itself. That
was my ease in the previons Parliament.
There was never an election, never a
meeting lield, but that point was brought
before thie electors, and if the candidu'e
for tle time heing happened to forret
to mention it it was bronght np by the
electors themselves and they insisted up-
on it. Why? Because the eleciors did
not desire men to be considered theiy ser-
vanls at a sweating wage. What are the
first principles of the Labour party?
They are that a man shall receive (he
full payment that he is deserving of.
That is to say that the position should be
suflicient for bim to live on respectably
and to fulfil all daties in the course of
that employment. The electors have smt
us here for that purpose. The Premier
has admitted that £200 is not sufficient.
Then if be admits that why not pay
more than £200 a year. He says, Ob uu,
ke wants to be paid in the future. Why
in the future if you are doing the work
now? If we are deserving of it now it
is an injustice to defer it. The member
for Swan wants it to be still further de-
ferved. He wants it to be deferred to
anather Parliament. That is to say that

»
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we vuie money for someone else who in
the future shall perform the duties we
are now performing. Honestly, does he
not think he is deserving of £300 per
annum as well as any member of the
coming Parliament will be? Then why
not have the courage to say so. If it is
a fair amount there is no injustice in
voting it. Are we to have beiter men
in the next Parliament than we have iu
this when we are performing work for
which £300 is admitted to be proper pay”’
Why have anv false shame about it’
Why not take what is justly due? There
iz only one aygument against the position
that T am maintaining, and that is that
we ave twt enfitled to if, that we are
voting themselves some luxury, or some
undue privilege, that we are taking some
unwise advantage of the people. None
of these notions is suggested. It is not
for a moment argued that this is some
gilt to the necessary, and that we have
the necessary already; it is not eontended
that this is a sort of superfiox; it is con-
tended by everyone that it is essential,
that it is only a fair payment to meet all
expenses and the exigeneies of Parlia-
ment and parliamentary life. If so,
what is there that an elector in the coun-
try can ecavil at or object to, There is
only one species of opposition that has
any show of straighiforward honesiy
about it and that is that there should be
no paymwent of members at all. I could
understand that argunment. There are
those who believe that payment of meta-
bers is in some way injurions and creates
professional politicians. That argument
1= quite on a different footing from that
which says that every member in this
House is entitled to £300 per annum or
wore but he shall not have it, some other
fellow afterwards shall have it. Bye and
Irve we will admit that our sueeessors wilil
be entitled to it. Why not have the man-
liness to say that it is fair and just aud
proper and a rightful pay and little
enongh at that? We ave earning it and
we will pay i ourselves. That is manli-
ness and there is some courage in it, or
at least there is some ordinary business
nenmen in it.

Mr. George: Why not £400?
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M, WALKER @ Yes, £400. A con-
eress of workers from every part of lLuis
State whieh met at Bunbury in May last
and which represenied the bulk of the
electors of the State directed their repre-
sentatives to ask for £400 a year, and if
the mover of the motion will pardon mv
saying so I am at a loss to understanc
his reasons for departing from that man-
date from a congress that representu.l
the bulk of the majority of the electors
in this State, no later than last May.
Thev wure not members of Parliament.
they were representatives of lnbonr or-
ganisations in the State, and therefore
£400 a year is to my mind what we
shonld ask for at the present moment
and ask for it ocurselves, and get it as
soon as we can. It is only false modesty
to postpone the matter. TFive yems ago
[ was told to do my untmost and T pro-
mised to do so in order to raise the pay-
ment of members. As a inatter of faet
resolutions were suggested, but iwere
povh-poohed, and the matter was always
put off, and it is proposed to put it off
now. The Premier himself azks that it
be put off for a few weeks so that he ean
consider it and the member for Swan
wants to put it off for another Parlia-
ment, and he wants us to shirk oor re-
sponsibility and te hand it over to the
people. The people have voted upon it.
Every member returned to thiy side of
the House and some on the other side
are pledged to it already. The people
have voted upon it, and in the presence
of their representatives they made a de-
mand for an increase of membery
salaries. Why shirk the matter further?
The Premier says he wanis time to eon-
sider it. T have the means of knowins
that this has been under consideration hv
the previous Premier more than the
length of the present session of Parlia-
ment, and T venture to think that the
Premier is not ignorant of every phase
of this question. He knows it from A to
Z, from Alpha to Omegn. and he has
himself formed opinions which he this
afternoon admits he has modified. He

is willing to meel s half-way. There is
some concession there and we are pleased
to see snch advancement. bat we ask him
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in deference to the wishes of the people
.to meet us all the way, and that is 1o
iconsent to bring in a measure and not
only {0 consent to bring it in but to bring
it in for the present financial year, We
have to be just to ourselves, as well as
to our successors.
te thine own self be true;
And it nwst follow, as the night the day,
"Phou vawst not then be false fo any man,
T am not going to be false fo myself.
The hon, memher smiles, but one greater
than he said those words, and they are
ahout as true as any gospel, absolutely
true and sound. I despise that hypoerisy
thai pretends it does not want more hut
will snateh every fime, | am suspicions
of that pretended modesty that is the
greatest form of egotism—ask the people
to vote it pex( time, wishing to goodness
that (he motion will never he carried.
There are those in the House, I have seen
them: T happened to be in the same fight
years ago in New South Wales. T wasin
that Partianment for years before they had
payment of members, and I heard mem-
bers there—the old conservatives who
wanted to follow the House of Conumons
in having devoted serviee to the counhlry
wilhout a fraetion of reward, honoravy
service—I have heard them say they
wonld give the salary to charities and not
take the money, but there was not a mem-
her but who grahbed at the very first pay-
ment. T have seen these things before;
I have known men to pose as disinterested.
fighting for Lle high prineiples of hon-
onrable patrintic service to the country,
and yet they admit ithat they wiil he only
too glad if the justice of their own cases
were recognised. There is no consistency
in saving that £200 is too little and we
will not have anv more.

Mr. Jacoby: You have taken it your-
selves.

Mr. WALKER
selves?

Mr. Jacoby: You propose to take it
yourselves,

Mr. WALKER: I would vote it to my-
self every dax of the week, and the
moment you show me what I am voting
for myself is unjost not earned. not right-
fully bestowed. then T will refuse to take

Taken what yowr-
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it. 1 will cerainly then sef an exawple,
perhaps to some others; but, whilst it is
justice, there is no false pretence about
me in pretending I do not want it when
1 know it is my dune; I want no more than
my due. Unless the argument ¢an be ad-
vanced and proof adduced to show this is
an unjust request, I am going to vote
for the motion, and if it is a just request
everyone who votes against it commits an
injuslice. It is unjust lo vote against the
giving of justice, and we have the right
to jnstiee as mueh as our snecessors. Why
should we he deprived of that justice
which is admittedly our due? T ean see
no valid argument, none whatever, in de-
Ferving (his question any further: it has
heen considered again and again. Every
metber has made up his mind upon it,
aud is ready to vote on the subject. As
to frightening this Chamber by allusions
to the Federal House, if we were to take
that as an omen, we ought to rush into
voting for it and make the salary higher.
Nobhwithstanding that vote and its vetros-
pective character, everyone who voted for
it was returned, and T helieve those who
voted against it—or some-—~ were left out
in the cold. If there is any argument at
all in the illustration brought forward by
the member for Swan, it 1s upon our side.

Mr. A, A Wilson: The High Commis-
stoner now in England voted for it

Mr. WALKER: We are here to vote
for what is rightly votable. This is one
of the questions which bag heen hefore
the country all along. The principle is
adimii(ed. We have payment of members
to-day, hut we have payment of members
in such a character that I think it creates
a public disrespeet for the Hounse. The
artisan in the streel veeeives a salary that
is paid to a wember of Parliament. Some
men who can work in moleskins get more
money than those who are in the service
of the country, and naturally there will
be some degree of contempt for a House
that has not the pluck to say we are
worth more than £3 16s. 7d. a week. Not
worth more? We have not the pluek to
say we are not worth more than that?
What ean the people think of us! Sonl-
less people are we who will not bave the
phuek to say what we think. What right
have we to represent a nation when we
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dave not seek for justice for ouvrselves?
Poor miserable creatures! We are satis-
fied with a crust when the eouniry would
offer a litile bit of butter with it. It is
our duty to do what the people have asked
for years for us, Is it pay? No one
present will say it is. Do we not feel
the necessity of paying more? If we do,
let us pay it. YWhat objection is there in
paying it to the present members? What
objection ean I have to the member for
the Swan getting it? What objection can
he have to my getting it if I deserve it?

Mr. Jacoby:  The employers should
have a say.

Mr. WALKER: The employers have
sent yon here. I know the eleetors of the
Swat ave above that mean wretchedness
that would say “our representatives arve
not worth more than £200 a year”; they
have satd you are worth something be-
cause there was payment of members
when you eame in. If a member is worth
something. Le is worth more than a sweat-
ing wage. Look at it from another stand-
point. No eountry was ever prosperous
which did not pay its men well. Show
me the conntry where wages are high, and
T will show you a progressive country, a
country which is going ahead. 1 eare
not whether the men receiving wages are
carpenters at the bench, or plonghmen in
the field: show me that they are getfing
a high wage, and I will show you a coun-
try that is maldng strides in advaneement.
Show me fle country where the wages are
low, and I will show you a degraded couu-
try; I will show you a conntry withont
hope, a dispirited country of men,
wretched, contemptible. Tf there be any
truth in the comparison 1 have made, it
follows {hat we who are in the leading
van, «r should be in the leading van of
national advancement. we should set the
example: we should not try and pay the
lowesr of all possible wages, because if
we pay the lowest possible of all wages
will not the example be follnwed by every
other empluyer of labour., What is the
object of this House but 1o raise wapes
all over the country,

Mr. Brown: Then. why do you not
strike?

Me. WALKER: Strike at what? I
wonld like to strike at him. metaphori-
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cally—in o Pickwickinu sense. The mem-
ber is always trying to make himself ap-
pear eccentrie, always aiming at a little
publie notice by deing something odd—
a perfect medicerity eapped with oddity;
therefore I pass him by for this argu-
ment, The inference is if we do not pay
ourselves a fair rafe of wage we arve
false. That is to say we are not sound
in judgment, or content in advocating bet-
ter wages for the workers outside. Our
plea is that this side of the House always
wishes to give good just wages. and we
have no exeeption, YWe fizght for the people
to get good wnges, and good con-
ditions of living for them, and these are
the very people who would twn round
and say the same for ns also. We need
not go to the country to ask them if they
are kind enoungl, or just enough, to give
us a fair allowance. We trust them, we
know they are; they wounld be more gen-
erons to us than we arve asking, but with
maodesty the motion simply asks that we-
be paid £300 a year for the services which
we render to the eountry.

Mr. GEORGE (Murray): In connee-
tion with this partienlar wotion, I think
my views have been deseribed by the
leading Perth newspaper as archaic.  As.
far as the question is eoncerned, the
country has endorsed the payment for &
number of years, therefore il is not for
me now to objeet, and T am not going teo
tey and attach to myself that modesty
which t{be member for Kanowna has so-
graphieally and eloquently announced for
himself, beeause I lhave always thought
that if members of Parliament are sincere-
in what they say and helieve——

Mr, Underwood: I am.

Mr, GEORGE: The hon. memher can-
not he otherwise; his modesty exndes—
hut T am speaking of mywell’ from whom
modesty does not exude. The hon. mem-
ber for Kanowna said with great foree:
that for his part he would be satisfied if
the figure were made higher. As to rvefer-
ving the wmatter to the electors. T was
uot aware until the hon, member told me
that the Opposition members put this
question before their electurs prior to
being elected, therefore there is every
justifieation fer what they are now doing.
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Mr. Walker: Many on the other side
also.

Mr. GEORGE : T was saying I was not
aware until the member for Kanowna
told me that the Opposition members put
this plainly before their electors hefore
they were sent here. Therefore they are
perfectly justified in attempting to raise
their “screws.” There may be members
on this side who put the matter before
their electors, and got the same answer,
but, as far as [ am concerned, the ques-

- tion was uever mentioned. My views
were well known to those who sent me
here; but I want to put my views be-
fore the House, and I think it is richt to
do sn. There is one thing in econneetion
with this ¢uestion that might well be
taken into consideration, that is that mem-
hers who come from a great distance and
necessarily have to keep np separate
homes, and have to put up with greater
inconvenience thaun those who live in the
town, should in all fairness be allowed
more than members who have homes close
to Parliament. Jt would be possible to
fix up a scheme of that sort.

The Premier: Where would Mt. lawley
come in?

Mr. GEORGE: That would not come
in, for it 18 near at hand. as is also Fre-
mantle. The member For Sussex might.
for instanee, like more. if lie had the
chance, or the members for Nelson or Pil-
bara, or any of the representatives of out-
of-the-way places.

Mr. Bolton: Or the member for Murray.

Mr. GEORGE: That (istrict is not
very far away and the hon. member need
not worry about it. If the representative
has a home iu Perth he need not draw the
allowance. Take my friend in the far
corner, Mr. Underwood, who comes from
the North, or Mr. Male; those gentlemen
should have an extra allowanee made to
them.

My, Bolion:
North.

Mr. GEORGE: There should also be
an allowance made for postages. It costs
me on an average 10s. or 12s. every week
for postages to my constituency, or to
other constitvencies who ecommunieate
with me. T am speaking now of political

The laiter never sees the
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letters which have to do with we as a
member of Parliament and not in connee-
tion with my private avocation. That is
the sum it eosts me. I do not know how
it is with other members, but if it were
pussible to make an arrangement for
an allowance for postages it would be a
fair thing to do. As to what is a fair
vemuneration for the services rendered,
my modesly prevents me from saying
what wounld be a fair remuneration for
my services. I know what I value them
al, but perhaps the country would net pay
that. I would prefer to see the matter re-
ferred to Lhe electors the next time the o-
portunity arises, as those electors who
send many members Lo this House with-
ont heaving their views on this question
sbould have a chance to signify their de-
sires in this direction. That chance will
arise at the next general election. In this
case T would not like to tight for myselt.
but rather for posterity. As I have said,
members who have to travel a long dis-
tanee to their Parliamentary labours
should receive a higher recompense than
£200 a year.

Mr. Scaddan: Would you pay accord-
ing to the time the member is away from
his distriet?

My, GEORGLE: There ix another privi-
lege (hat might be granted and that is
that the railway passes of members should
frank their wives over the railways. [
wonld sooner see these matters attended
to {han have our serew raised.

My. FOULKES ({Claremont): I re-
member that this subjeet was first brought
forward about eight years ago, and then,
if my memory serves me correctly, it was
aregned by many members who were in fav-
our of payvment of members that it would
be impossible for all classes of the com-
munity to be troly represented in Parlia-
ment unless a sufficient amount was paid
in defraving their expenses while attend-
ing Parliament. Ti was then decided that
a salary of £200 a year was sofficient.
Since then, however, it has heen pointed
out frequently by many members to their
constituents that £200 is insufficient. Thai
has been pointed out morve particutarly
by Lahour muembers. I have read speeches
made by most of them in the various
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electoral districts during the last few
years and I know quite well that every
Labour member has had the plank on his
platform that there shonld be increased
payment of members. Seo far as they are
concerned there has been no beating about
the bush and no ambiguity about the
elaim they make on the public purse.
This question has to be regarded not only
from the personal point of view, as re-
wards the memhers themselves, but also
from auother aspect. There are many
people who are considerably opposed to
the payment of members. They argue
that if a man is prepared to offer bis ser-
viees to the country his eleetion should be
regarded as an honowr which of itself is
sufficient Temuneration. There was a
class of members, mare particularly Lab-
our members, who openly advocated that
members’ salaries should be increased to
saeh an amount as wounld not only com-
pensate them but would also reward them
for the services they rendered to the coun-
tey. I take very strong exeeption, how-
ever, ito one opinion, strongly held in
Labour cireles, which is that no Labour
member should follow any other avoeation
than a political one. During the last year
or two vavious Labonr members have pur-
-sued their original callings, those whieh
they carried on before being elected to
Parliament.

Mr. George: More gredit to them.

Mr. FOULKES: A great many ot the
public bodies, more particularly the labour
nnions, take the strongest exeeption to
that procedure. I remember that eight
or nine months ago the member for Guild-
ford openly stated that he found his
Parliamentary salary was not sufficienl
to reward him for the services he ren-
dered in Parliament and that he found
it necessary to pursue his calling. He
therefore undertook certain eontracts in
the North-West, T think that was a very
proper thing for him to do, but the
strongest exeeption was taken to his con-
«wet. That bhon. member was guite justi-
fied, if he thought it necessary to eam
his personal expenses and those of his
family, in ecatrying on his trained avoea-
tion. Of course I realise the faet that £200
a year is not sufficient to pay the expenses
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of a member or sufficient reward for a
man who devotes his whole time to Par-
linment, but what [ wish to eall attention
to is this: It is not necessary for a man.
unless he is a Mioister of the Crowa, te
devete the whole of his Lime to his Par-
linmeniary duties.

Myr. Heitmann: He could do it with
advantage to the State.

Mr. FOULKES: I am quite sure the
State does not expect a man to devote
the whole of his time to political duties.
The State iz right in taking up that aspeet.
Tt wounld be a great disadvantaze to the
State if members devoled all thetr time
to their Parliamentary work, and thus be-
eame members of what might be termed
the political profession. Theve are a
great many people seriously alarmed at
the idea of liaving the affairs of the coun-
try entirely carried on by a class of men
who ean only be described as professional
politicians. [f we get that elass here T
am sure it will be a distinet loss to the
State,

Mr. Walker: A distinct gain,

Mr. FOULKES : No, a distinct loss, for
I consider it is always a great advantage
to Parliament that we ghould bave men
here who have experience of various
trades, prrofessions, and businesses. If
Parliament were to consist of one class
alone, men who thought of unnthing else
but politics, and never of the various
{rades and ecallings which perhaps many
of them originally belonged to, it wounld
be all the worse for Parliament and this
State. If this system were to be adopted
then it would mean that men wouid come
liere as prefessional politicians who had
become divoreed from their callings for
many years. For that reason I consider
it vnnecessary, and indeed it would be
almost -indecent of us at this stage, to
raise onr own salaries. I sympathise with
members—and they can take those sym-
pathies for what they think they are worth
—and realise that many must find it ex-
ceedingly diffieult to pay their expenses
on such a small salary as £200 a year.

Ay, Wilson: You are not going to help
ns much.



1846

Mr. FOULKES: My advice to those
members is that there is no reason why
they should not carry on their callings.
An amendment has been brought forward
that the matier should be referred to a
referendum of the people. Ii is unneces-
sary to take n referendum in regard to
this question for we are to have a generai
eleetion during the next twelve months,
and it will be open to every eandidate then
to set forward his views on the nques-
tion.

Mr. MeDowall: We have done thal,

Mr. FOULKES: Members of Lhie Op-
position have done if, but there are many
on the Government side. and I speak for
myself as one, who lhave never had the
question put to them by their eleelors.
I intend to vote against both the motion
and the amendment.

Myr. BATH (Brown Hill): The House
can best judge of the remarks of the mem-
her for Claremont by reealling the faet
that when the hon. member is diseussing
a question of securing effecfive legal
opinions he is always in favour of people
going t0 a man who makes the law a pro-
fession and takes very good care to secure
his fees. Tt shows the inconsistency of
the hon. member in his remarks in regard
to politicians. I have no intention of
disemssing the arguments addeced by hon.
members in regard to this motion, exeept
to say that so far as members on this side
are eoncerned they have had an emphatie
opinion expressed by their electors time
afiler time. As for the attitnde of mem-
bers on thai side of the House, it serves
to illustrate the old adage that hope de-
ferred makes ihe heavt grow sick. As a
matier of fact, in the previous Parliament
the member for Guildford moved a motton
afftrming the desirability of inereasing the
salaries to £300 after the next general
elegtion. That meotion was opposed by
hon. members on the other side of the
Homse. and when an amendment was
moved by the hon. memher for East Fre-
mantle to the effect that a referendum
should be taken, that amendment also was
opposed by them, So, whichever way we
torn, we are not permitted to get a defi-
nite opiniont one way or the other, I have
nc ohjection to a referendum, but I do
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object to its being used as a means of
postponing the proposal session. after
session and Parliament after Parliament.
merely for the sake of staving it further
off. Apgain, in this Parliament the mem-
ber for Perth moved for a referendum on
the question of the abolition of payment
of members; and we have had opposition
from that side of the House to the pro-
posal for a referendum. That being ihe
case, and recognising that hon. members
on this side of the Honse have had the
verdiet of the electors on the matter—I
mysélf have bad it, not only in the last
but in previous eleations—1I say it is about
time fo ecease fooling with the question
and make up our minds definitely one way
or another. Undoubtedly the remunera-
tion is inscfficient, and undoubtedly the
great majority of the electors is in favour
of an inerease, not only te £300 but to an
even higher amonnt. Members are ex-
pected to give their time to their Parlia-
mentary business. and the mere faet that
a member is elected often makes it dm-
possible for him to carry on the vocation
which he previously followed; so that ar-
cument is of no weight so far as this mo-
tion is eoncerned. I would like to see
the motion include reference to the desir-
ability of an inergase to a larger amount
than is here proposed for the leader of
the Opposition. 1 was pleased to hear
the remarks of the Premier in regard to
ihis. Not only has the leader of the Op-
position to deal witl many malters which,
on the Ministerial side, are divided
amongst the Minisiers, but he is also
handicapped in that he canunot call upon
the clerical assistance at the disposal of
AMinisters in dealiug with these questions.
I certainly think the duties and responsi-
bilities of the leader of the Opposition
should receive snitable recognition., Iit 1s
eonstitutionally laid down that the Op-
position oceupies a definite place in the
Constitutional machinery of those eoun-
tries which have followed the traditions
and example of the British Parliament,
and the leader of the Opposition is essen-
tially a part of the Constitntional ma-
chinery just as moneh as the Premier or
any Minister of the Crown. I do not
want to see the jovial conntenance of the
present Leader of the Opposition de-
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pressed, his bulky frame reduced and his
health sapped by his carrying oui the
dnties of his office withont being able to
avail himself of that assistance which
enables Ministers to ecarry out similar
duties. I strongly support the resolution,
and I would vote for the payment to date
from the time the resolution is earried.
Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret): To re-
wove any doubt that may exist in the
minds of some hon. membets on the other
side T would like to point out that this
question lhas heen hefore the electors ever
since I stood for their snffrages in 1901.
Bvery time I have since stood, at nearly
every meeting addressed, the question has
been put to me as to whether I was in
favomr of an inerease in members’ sal-
aries. T bhave always answered in the
affirmative. | have addressed meetings
on behalf of others who were fishting the
same battles as myself in other elector-
ates far removed from my own, and even
there, when making observations in favonr
of the policy which T was advocating, T
have been invariably asked by the electors
whether T was in favour of an inerease iu
members’ salaries; and again T have ul-
ways answered in the affirmative. In
1904 the electors of Western Anstralia re-
twrned to this Parliament 22 Tabonr
mewhers, of which T am prepared to say
T believe every ome was pledged io sup-
port increase of salarv.  And there were
retuened at that election many men who
sat on the vight of the Speaker—the
Labonr members sat on the left—and
who were relurned on the same lines.
There were indeed, T am certain, some 30
or 35 members returned to the House in
support of that principle. But, unfor-
tnnately, when it came up later the matter
was not carried by the House. After the
no-confidence motion in the James Gov-
ernment was earned, aud the member for
Subiaco, who was leader of the Labonr
party. became Premier of the State. as
one of his Ministers T uroed npon him
the necessity of " inereasin> the salaries
of members and bringing down a
Bill to the House with that object
in view. In my opinion the elec-
tors regarded it as one of the most nrgent
questions put before them. We had
a mandate from the people, indeed the
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majority of the House had that maudate,
and duing the whole time 7 was in
the Cabinet T tried to impress upon my
chief {he necessity of bringing down suoh
a measure, The hou, member pointed out
to me that the supposed surplus alleged
to have been left by the James Guovern-
ment was not there, and declared his be-
lief that the finances were not then in a
position that would justify the hringing
down of such a measure. The hon. wem-
ber is in his seat to-nizht and if he thinks
that what T ~ay is not guite true he will
correct e, We have had several elee-
tions sinece then and on every oreasionm,
when advoeating wy own eandidature or
that of any of my eolleagnes, I have been
asked the question whether T was in fav-
our of an increase in members’ salaries.
T am in favour, and always have been, and
[ am confident the people of the State are
in favour of it. Certainly a large rha-
jority is in favour of an increase, and'I
helieve that if tle people had the deeiding
of how much that inerease should de it
would be ronsiderably higher than i3 in-
dicated in the mofion moved by the mem-
ber for Pilhara. I venture to say that
not only a majority of the people of the
day bhut most of the members of the
House have been returned pledeed w an
increase of salary.

Mr., George :—-Free of incore fax?

Mr. TAYLOR: The hon. member’s «ofn-
mercial instinets are always on the sur-
tace. T am not supporting this motion
with the object of eseaping the income
tax. I only wish T had to pay to the
Treasury a larye sum as income tax on
the salary received from Parlinment. I
think Parliament should decide thi= point.
There is no necessity for sending it to
the people. The people have already de-
cided, times out of number, that thé re-
utttneration received by members of Par-
liament is insufficient. Why. then. ask
them by referendum whether they are in
ravour of it? I am surprised at the
member for Murray. Tt has to he re-
membered that he has been absent from
active politics for the last four or five
vears during which time he was too busily
engazed with the operations of the rail-
way system to read eandidates’ election
speeches: hut anvhody who has taken an
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active part in polities during the past 10
years must be convineed that a majority
of the people is in favour of paying Par-
lismentary representatives a fair and ade-
yuate salary. I am surprised ihat the
member for Pilbara has not moved more
in aecordance with the expressed wishes
of representatives in eongress at Bunbury,
and made the amount higher. A diseus-
sion there took place among the represen-
latives of the workers of Anstralia, indus-
:rial and politieal, and it was unantmously
decided that the increase should be made
at an early date, and should be £400 per
annum.

Mr. Brown: Why did you not ecarry out
the moiion moved hyv Mr. Henshaw when
yonr party was in power?

My. TAYLOR: I have already indi-
cated that I urged my chief, the then Pre-
mier, that he should do so, and I have
given the reasons that hon. member gave
for not doing so.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. TAYLOR: T an anxions that
we should test the feeling of the House
on the question. T am sure any further
remarks that 1T may make will not
influence those who hold views contrary
to my own on this poin.

Mr. BROWNK (Perth): It is my
intention not only to oppose the motion
but 8lso to dppuse the amendment.
Tt surprises me that gentlemen on the
opposite side of the House have mnot
formed a union and struck for increased
wages. They were all competitors for
the positions at £200 a year, and how
many of them were getting more than
£200 a year hefore they came here?
The man who would give up a greater
salary than £200 a year to come here
to work for less is a great fool. I was
rather surprised the Premier did not
get up and say straight out he was
absolutely against payment of members
and really in favour of its abolition.
1 would have been much pleased had
he done so. We have heard the Premier
and his Ministry twitted for not bringing
in increased payment some time ago,
tut in 1904-5 when the Labour Clovern-
went were in power. Mr. Henshaw
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moved that the salary should be raised
from £200 to £300 a year. Did they
take any notice of the resolution of the
House which was carried by a majority
of six ! The member for Brown Hill
was 8 member of that Ministry.

Mr. Scaddan: No, he was not.

Mr. BROWN : Well, we had the Hon.
William Dartnell Johnson, the Hon.
George Tavlor, the Hon. William Charles
Angwin, and also, last hut not least, the
Hon. John Barkell Hohman., They were
the Ministers at the time that resolution
was carried by & majority of six, five yeers
ago ; and yet the (tovernment of to.day
are twitted fur not intradueing a Rill
increasing the =salaries from £200 to
£300 a year. [t was carried five years
ago when the Labour party were in power.

Mr. Bolton: Who said it was carried ?

Mr. BROWN : Here it is in Hansard,
“Ayes 21, KNoes 15"

Mr. Bolton: Who were the ** Ayes™ ?

Mr. BROWN:  They were— Mr.
Angwin., Mr. Bath, Mr. Bolion, Mr.
Diamond, Mr. Fllis, Mr. Hastie, Mr.
Heitmann, Mr. Henshaw, Mr. Holman,
Mr. Horan, Mr. Tsdell, Mr. Johnsou,
Mr. Keyser, Mr. Moran, Mr. Needham,
Mr. Nelson, Mr. Scaddan, Mr. Taylor,
Mr. Troy, Mr. F. F. Wilson, and Mr.
Gill.

Mr. Batlh: The division was not on
the motion : it was on an adjournment.

Mr. Collier : Withdraw !

Mr. BROWN: 1 withdraw. At any
rate all those 21 members were in favour
of payment of members; but the
gentlemen on the Opposition side of tbe
House came into the Assembly knowing
full well the salary they were to get.
We have heard through Western Aws-
tralia, and in the majoritv of the Eastern
States, the Federal Senators called ab-
solute robbers for voting themselves an
increase of salary without & mandate
from the people. Members came to
the House knowing [ull well the salary
they were to get, and if several of them
say they were getting more previously
T say they are very foolish to throw up
better jobs to sit as rnembers of DPar-
liament. T say also that if we abolish
payment of members, those gemtlemen
opposite would still be here getting
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paid, but member= of the Liberal party
would not be here, or else would have
to pay themselves out of their own
pockets.

Mr. Scaddan: They cannot all get on
boards like you do. How much do
you get from boards ?

Mr. BROWN: 1T got three guineas
from the same board that the member
for Murchison got two guineas from.

Mr. Holman : You said " two guineas ™
hefore.

Mr. BROWN: I got three guineas,
and, according to the solicitor’s bill
of costs, the member for Murchison
drew five guineas. Membhers ecomplain
of the paltry £200 a year, but T say it
is at the rate of £400 a year. because
we are here for six months of the year
ondy, eand members have the use of one
of the best clubs in the city, they get
free billiards, they have one of the best
libraries in the city and the cheapest
feeding they can get in Perth at the
present time. Also they pget payment
at the rate of £400 a year. There is
nothing to hinder members doing other
work the same &s members on the
Government side of the House. The
member for Cue is one of the shining
lights of the Opposition; he does not
attempt —and T think his electors admire
him for it—to give all his time to Pars
liament. He goes and works for his
livelihood for six months of the year.

Mr. Heitmann : Tt is not for the love
of it.

Mr. BROWN : Other members have
the same opportunity. In the present
statc of the country when taxation
is increasing everywhere, not only State
but Feders), it is time’ rather for re-
trenchment than for increasing members’
salaries. No one asked members to
corne here; they were all applicants
for the position.

Mr. Holman: What do you get out
of the Fire Brigades' Board ?

Mr. BROWN: T get £50 a vear, und
I give two or three afternoons a week
to the board.

Mr. Scaddan: Instead of giving it
to the roads board of which you are
secretary, and I have to pay taxes to
koep you.
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Mr. BROWN : I have never received
eny taxation from the hon. member.
I am rather surprised to hear him make
that admission, because a plank of the
Labour party's platform is that no
one should own an inch of lsnd, and
that it should all be leasehold land.
1 imagine this increase of salary is like
the hypcerisy- of the present Federal
Minister for Defence who went before
his electors and told them he was far
better off at £3 a week than he was as
Minister for Defence with a salary of
£1,500.

Mr. O'Loghlen :

Mr. BROWN : I say it is absolutely
true. In a speech the DMinister for
Defence is reported as saying he was
better off at £3 & week then as Minister
getting £1,600. I hope the Premier
will refuse to make this a party question,
and have nothing to do with any in-
crease. - It is & scandalous thing, like
the Federal case, that in the middle
of the session members¥should have the
impudence to get up and rob the Btate
purse by incressing their salaries by
£100 a year. Certainly T want the
money as much as anybody, but it is
absolutely scandalous to take it.

Mr. HARDWICK (East Perth): I
can hardly think the member for Perth
is sincere in what he has said. I know
of no Standing Order that tells him
he must lift his salary every month.
I teke it it is not compulsory for nim
to do it. I wish to intimate to the
House that [ have an amendment to
move which T think will meet with the
favour of members. Tt is to make the
motion read—

That in the opinion of the House it
is desirable that members’ salaries
be increased.

I do not think it would be wise for us to
adopt the motion in its present form.
Tt is only fair in & matter of such im-
portance as this that it should go to
the electors for their endorsement or
otherwise at the next general election.
It is hardly the right thing to do at the
present time considering we are not far
from an election. I desire to intimate
to the House that when the other amend.

He never said that.
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ments are disposed of I will move in the
direction 1 have indicated.

Amendment (Mr. Jacoby’s) pat end
negatived.

Mr. HARDWICK moved as an amend-
wment—

That all the words after ' desirable
that ' in line 2 be struck out and *‘ the
salaries of members of the Legislalive
Asgembly should be increased,” be in-
seried n lieu.

Mr. JACOBY (Swan): I much regret
that the amendment 1 proposed has been
defeated, and it appears to me that even
if we deferred bringing the matter in
until after the next elections, it would
be practically the same thing as mem-
bers voting this money into their own
pockets, It has been stated that be-
cause certain members have been elected
tu support this particular provision, that
therefore there has been & mandate from
the eountry in favowr of the increase.
Sueh is not the case ; no election has
turned upon this particular issue. One
can only claim that the electors have
spoken in a particular direction when
there has been a certain issue before the
country and the verdict of the people has
been given. The question of the increase
m saleries of members has not been
before the olectors. There have been
personal opinions expressed by members
in favour and against the proposal,
but we must all be aware of the
fact that these opinions, as far as
this particular question is concerned
did not affect the fate of any individual
member at the elections.  Although we
have a precedent in favour of voting this
money to ourselves, it is desirable that
some other precedent should be intro-
duced. The member for Kanowna made
the Chamber ring with a declaration
of his manliness in voting money to
himself. I do not know whether that
particular courage is of a very fine
character.

Mr. Walker: 1t is better then your
humbug now.

Mr. JACOBY : 1 look upon Parlia-
ment as the trustees of the national
Treasury and under these circumstances
I counsider that to adopt the proposal
would be improper. That is the view
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I take of the position, though members
may disagree with it.

Myr. Seaddan : It comes well from you.

Mr. JACOBY : Under these circum-
stances, heing entrusted with the key
of the national Treasury, we should
not dip our hands in and take money
for our own use. In all cases where a
trust Is reposed in trustees, the amount
to be paid to those trustees is fixed by
those giving the trust. The directors
of a company have their fees fixed by
the shareholders.

Mr. Walker: Who fixes the Ministers’
salaries ?

Mr. JACOBY :
Statute,

Mr. Walker: We want to (ix this by
Statute.

Mr. JACOBY : The plea has been raised
that there will be a new Parliament next
year, but I submit that a large majority
of present members will be in that new
Parliament. Under these circiunstances,
I intend to oppose the amendment.

Mr. Scaddan : It will not apply to you.

Mr. JACORBRY : The hon. member will
understand that 1 shall be returned by
my constitnents and not by the will of
the hon. member. I am responsible to
them for any acts of mine or opinions
that T may express. It is absurd talking
about hon. members not heing able to

They are fixed by

"get back.

Mr. Johnson : You will have to seratch.

Mr. JACOBY: The hon. member
scratched very hard to keep me out at
the last elections.

Mr. Bolton: You will not get back
this time.

Mr. JACOBY : It.reminds me of a
couple of boys quarrelling over marhles
in the street to hear members tolking
like this. However, that does not con-
cern me : what does concern me is the
expression of opinion and I ¢laim T have
the right to express that opinion.

Mr. DRAPER (West Perth): This
question puts in & clear way the simple
issue, narmely, whether it is desirable at
the present time that the salaries of mem-
bers of Parliament should be increased.
The first thing that occurs to me is what
is meant by the word ‘' desirable.” Ts
it desirable in the mterests of the State’
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or ‘is it desirable in’ the interests of
individual members ¥

Opposition Members: Both.

Mr. DRAPER : Hon. members treat
my remarks with some levity, but at the
seme time the observations 1 am making
really go to the root of the whole matter,
and looked at from the point of view
as to whether it is desirable in the in-
terests of all members, there can be no
doubt that the motion would pass this
House, probably unenimously. There
is another point, and that is whether
in the interests of the State it iz desirable.
What is the effect of it? We must
admit that if & man is going to devote
the whole of his time, year in and year
out, to politics and do nothing else, it
is obvious to everyone that £200 a year
is a ridiculously small remuneration.
But are you going to execlude from this
House practically every men who has
some other occupation which he cannot
afford to throw up, and in which he has
succeeded, and who therefore, has to
some eoxtent justified his position to
stand as a candidate for election to this
House 7 If we are going merely on the
basis that we must receive & full re-
muneration for devoting the whole of
our lives to politics and nothing else,
then incresse the amount by all means.
It will mean, in effect, that you are going
to shut out the men who have other
occupations and who have proved their
Biness to be members. That will be
the logical result of this motion if it be
carried. On these grounds 1 intend
to vote against the motion.

Mr. OSBORN {Roebourne): 1 have
heard it wmentioned on several oe-
casions that the electors have prac-
tically' instructed their members to ask
for this increase in salary, but so far
63 my memory takes me, and I heve
helped several people throagh their
eleotion campaign, I do not think I
ever heard it made a platform speech.
It may have been referred to in a casual
way, or in the street, but I have not
yet attended s meeting where the ques-
tion has been directly asked, “ Are you
in favour of increasing your own salary "’
For that reason I would not be justified
in esupporting this motion. T do
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think members of this Chamber, or any
other place, who undertake to do certain
work at & certain fixed salary should
be prepared to do that work for the re-
muneration during the time for which
they have wundertaken to do it. If
members consider their salaries are too
low they would be justified in attempting
to increagse them for those who are to
follow, if hon. members were not desirous
of continuing in the service. But to make
the motion retrospective, to ask the
House to pass & motion as in its previous
form we could not do. The motion in
its original form intimated to the Govern-
ment that we should have our salaries
increaged as from the beginning of the
present financial year. The original
motion was of a retrogpective character,
but now the motion affirms that it is
desirable that the saslaries of members
of the Legislative Assembly should be
increased. When the motion was moved
it was intended to direct the Govern-
ment to increase the salaries from the
beginning of the financial year, that was
the object of the motion when moved.

Mr. Collier : Of course it was.

Mr. OSBORN : Members seem to he
a little bit amused. They should be
amused at the sbsurdity of the motion
moved and the audacity to ask the Gov-
ermment to pay them the back time,
practically, that they consider they should
be remunerated for.

Mr. Bolton: How much wvalue have
they given ?

Mr. OSBORN : I do not wish to ex-
press an opinion upon that. I do not
think the country has improved much
from the valuable services rendered
since they have been here.

Mr. Collier : There may be a chance if
you get out.

Mr. OSBORN: That is so. Hon.
members are smused again at their own
supposed wit. Although I admit thet
perhaps there would be a chance when
I get out, but there would be a better
chance if many of the members who are
interjecting followed my footsteps, and
got out and remained out ; it would be
betéer for the country. We must admit
that some members are very clever in-
deed, doing a lot of work for the country.
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Mr. Scaddan : That is true.

Mr. OSBORN : In their own estima-
tion, but they must admit that their
services are lisble to be weighed in the
balance and when weighed in the balance
they may be found wanting. Asa matter
of fact this particular question, when the
campaign in the constituency T represent
was going on, was made a direct question,
end I stated—

Mr. Collier : You said it was casually
referred to in the street, just now.

Mr. OSBORN : Members opposite like
to have a chat amongst themselves and
have oll the amusement on their side.
I certainly shall express what I intend to
in the face of the fact thet members do
not show mueh courtesy. When I was
electioneering, the question was asked
me direct, and I said I was not in favour
of an increase of members’ salaries,
and certainly I am not going to vote for
an increase, having stated that. When
I entered the House I knew very little
about who were receiving pay other
than Ministers. As a matter of fact T
thought members of committees were
paid, and T slso thought the leader of
the Opposition received more than the
ordinary salary.

Mr. Collier: There are lots of things
you did not know.

Mr. OSBORN: And there are lots of
things you will never know. When I
understood that the leader of the Opposi-
tion carried out his duties for the same
remuneration as other private members
I did express the opinion that T considered
that he should have remuneration that
was in keeping with the duties he had to
perform. I expressed that to more than
one member, and 1 also expressed the
same view on the Address-in-Reply. And
I still say that I am prepared to vote to-
night, or any other night, for a fair re-
muneration to the leader of the Opposi-
tion, no matter who he may be. T do
think it is a fair and reasonable thing
that the leader of the Opposition should
receive sufficient remuneration to enable
him to give those services to the State
which he is supposed to give, and not
be required by other avocatiouns to
supplement his salary to enable him to
carry out his duties.
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: Mr, Scadden: Move another amend.
ment. .

Mr. OSBORN : I would like to have
seen the member who moved the amend-
ment have included those words. The
Premier having stated he believed the
leader of the Opposition should have
further rernuneration, I am satisfied he
will not forget that particular expression,
and if anything is done at all the Premier
will certainly remember the leader of
the Opposition if he intends to remember
any of the remarks in respect to this
question to-night. T intend to support
the amendment that has been moved.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes .. . .. 33
Noes . .. .. 10
Majority for - .. 23
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Kecnan
Mr. Bath ' Mr. McDowall
Mr. Bolton . Mr. Male
Mz, Butcher © Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Carson ' Mr. Nanson
Mr. Collier Mr. (PLoghlen
Mr, Cowcher _ Mr. Plesse
Mr. Daglish . Mr. Scaddan
M. 3 . Mr. Swan
Mr. Gordon " Mr. Taylor
Mr. Gouriey Mr. Troy i
Mr. Gregory ! Mr. Underwood
Mr, Hardwlck . Mr. Walker
Mr. Heftmann ' Mr. A, A Wilson
Mr. Holman ! Mr. . Wilson
Mr. Hudson i Mr. Layman
Mr. Johnson \ (Teller).
Nogs.
Mre. Brown T Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Davies Mr. Monger
\Mr, Draper Mr, 8. F. Moore
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Osborn
Mr. Qeorge (TPetiar).

Mr. Harper

Amendment thus passed.
Question as amended agreed to.

RETURN—FIRE BRIGADES BOARD,
CONTRIBUTIONS.

Debate resumed from the 24th August,
on motion of Mr. Piesse, ‘‘ That there be
prepared and laid upon the Table of
the House & return showing—{(a} the
municipalities and district road bopeds
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that have been scheduled as contributors
under the District Fire Brigades Act,
1809, setting forth the amount of con-
tribution assessed against each local
authority for the present year ; (b) the
bagis upon which such contribution has
been arrived ag.”

Mr. ANGWIN {East Fremantle) maved
an amendment—

That the following be added lo stand
as  Subclause {c}:.—" The amount
of unnunl expenditure for fire brigades
by such municipalities and road boards
for three years previously in the passing
of the District Firc Brigades Act.™

. He said: If the amendinent is carried
rmembers will have an opportunity of
seeing the amount of ineressed expendi-

. ture that has heen brought about by the
passing of the District Fire Brigades
Act. [ do not think any member
ever thought that the municipalities
and roads boards of the State would

. have to provide such a large amount
for the upkeep of the brigades as is
the case. Not only does this remark
apply to municipelities and roads beoards
but also to the State, who have to find
& considerable sum. So far as the
district 1 represent is concerned I will
give some instances showing the in-
creased expenditure. The Melville roads
board district previously to the passing
of the Act contributed nothing towards
the upkeep of the fire brigades. Az a
matter of fact, a fire brigade would be
useless there for there are only about 93
buildings in the district, scattered over
an area of ahout 12,000 acres. They
have to contribute over £100 per annun.

Mr. Brown : Seven pounds per annum.
Mr. ANGWIN: 1 am only quoting
what the members of the board have
told me. They drew my attention

., to the amount they were required by
the board to pay. The account was
sent to them and I was given a copy
of » letter which was sent to the Minister

. -administering the Act pointing out how
absurd this swn was. Perhaps the

. member for Perth, who is chairman
©of the board, as the nominee of the
Government, knows that there has been

& change since the information was

. given to me, but I have had no noti-
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fication of anything of the sort. I am
dealing with the charges levied by the
board at the time the accounts were sent
out. FEast Frementle had & competent
brignde and no complaints were ever
rendered against the men in echarge
of that brigade. The previous cost was
from £50 to £70 per annum, but now they
arve billed by the board for the sum of
£157 per anoum. ‘The increase is very
considerable. The same complaints apply
to very many places in the State. It is
only fair that members should have
an  opportunity of seeing what this
increase amonnts to, and T feel confident
that, when the return is placed on the
‘Table, members, and the Ministry, will
consider the advisability of repealing
the mesasure.

Mr. BROWXN (['erth): | can ouly say
this, that it is waste of time for the
House to pass this motion, for they have
no power to enforce it. What power
have they to force imunicipalities to
send in & return as to the amount they
spend in the upkeep of the fire brigades.

Mr. Scaddan : The maunicipalities
would he only too pleased to supply
the information.

Mr. BROWN : Any how, we have no
powet to force them to do so. As
to the charges made hv the member
for East Fremantle, 1 wounld like to
say that he knows full well that the
Bill was brought in late ir the session
and no opportunity was afforded for
bringing forward much necded amend-
ments. ‘There were certain amendinents
suggested but no opportunity was pro-
vided for them to be dealt with. With
regard to the statement as to the Melville
roads board, uonder the * restricted
areas " it was suggested by the board
and approved by the Colonial Becretary
that the contribution of that board shonld
be only £7 per annum. The member
for East Fremantle was referring to
what he terms the protection afforded
in East Fremantle, but I can say that
they never had any protection there.

Mr. Angwin: They had all that was
required.

Mr. BROWN: The board were
appointed to carry out the Aet, the
provisions of which apply throughout
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the whole of Western Australia. The
fire insurance companies have three or
four members on the board, and so have
the municipalities, while the Government
are only represented by &wo members.
All those gentlemen arc satisfied with
the expenditure of money that is now
being incurred. They kmnow that before
the Act came into force the State wes
not protected at all against fire.

Mr. Angwin: Insurance rates have
gone up ls. per annwn sincc then.

Mr. BROWXN: That it untrue, and
no one knows it better than the hon.
member.

Mr. SPEAKER : T the hon. member
says the member for East Frementle
said something which was untrue he
must withdraw.

Mr. BROWN: The member for East
Fremantle said thet insurance rates had
gone up Is. per annum since the Act came
into force. I said that was an untruth,
but I will withdraw the remark. The
hon. member knows full well that it
has been publicly stated by one of the
representatives of the insarance com-
panies that the rates have not been
increased one farthing since the advent
of the District Fire Brigades Act.

My, Scaddan: They have.

Mr. Holman : Yes; by 50 per cent.

Mr. BROWX: The member for
Murchison will contradict any thing and
evervone, and his remarks should be
treated with disdain. Mr. Murray, at
the opening of the Fremantle station,
said that nut o single premium had
been raised since the introduction of
the measure. 1 am quite prepared
to take the word of a gentleman managing
such an insurance company as Mr.
Murray's against that of the member
for Murchison,

Mr. Seaddan : You are a fire insurance
companies’ representative.

Mr. BROWXN: I have nothing to
do with them T wish I had. The

member for East Fremantle forgets that
under the present system East TFre.
mantle has the protection of one of the
most up-to-date brigades in Australasia.
The board have only been in existence
for seven or eight months, and it has
taken the chief officer nearly all his time
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vigiting the country districts. Member
of the board have also given a great deal
of time for the same purpose. The
board should be given a trial. Should
a conflagration occur the hon. member
would be one of the first to blame the
board if they had not taken steps to
make adequate provision for the saving,
not only of property, but also of life,
from fire. The board have only one
object in view, and that is to get the hest
results from the expenditure of the
money at their command. When the
Bill was criginally before the House
certain amendments were proposed by
me and, [ think, by the tnember for
Murchison, but the then Premier said
he would accept no amendments, and
the Bill had to go through as it was,
The new hoard consequently had to
take the Act as it stood. All the mem-
bers of the board ave imbued with the
one idea of earrying out the purposes
of the Act and giving Western Australia
up-to date appliances for the protection
of property from fire.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson) :
I am ready to admit that the fire brigades
hoard are doing excellent work, but on
the other hand I am also ready to admit
that they are spending a Iot of money.
I believe, however, that the expenditure
is necessary, more especially at the
inception of their term of office. They
have a lot of expenditure that is not
recurring, and when they get into full
working order the annual expenditure
will be considerably less than it has
been during the present year. As to
the request for information, I do not see
that we can object to give all the in-.
formation in our power to the House,
nor can J see that any harm would resalt
from publishing the expenditure of the
roads Dosrds and municipal councils
for the maintenance and upkeep of the
brigades during the past three years;
that is, if we can get the information.
If we can do so—and I think we can get
it, although it might take some time—
we shall be only too glad to provide it.
Under the Parliamentary Privileges Act
we have the power to call for information
of this kind, and if it is refused we can
report to the House, who ean teke what
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the information from the Fire Brigades
Bosard, there is power under the Act to
get certain returns and reports from
them, which would give all the information
necessary. It may involve considerable
time, because we will have to coomnunicate
with every roads board and every muni-
cipality which has had a fire brigade of
its own during the past three years, and
ask to be supplied with the information.

Mr. Angwin: They can give it in a
week,

The PREMLER : If they would. The
hon. member knows probably that the
municipal council with which he is con-
nected would willingly give information,
bat—

Mr. Angwin: There is so much dis-
satisfaction throughout the SBtate that
they will all be willing to give it.

The PREMIER : However that may
be T do not intend to oppose cither the
motion or the amendment. If it is
carried we will do our best to get the
information.

Mr. HOLMAYXN (Murchison): 1 desire
to support the amendment moved by
the member for East TFremantle.
As for the remarks of the member for
Perth in connection with the increase
of fire insurance in Perth for the last
twelve months, I am in a position to
say that my rates have been increased
by at least 33 per cent. while the risk
is practically as it was twelve months
ago. We have heard a grest deal about
the work of the Fire Brigades Board up
to the present, but clearly it is too early
to speak definitely on this point yet.
¥or my part T have seen some appliances
gent out to the brigades which are prac-
ticslly out of date, and almost uvseless.
If this is to be taken as an example of
the work of the beard J sm not impress-
ed by it. In the first place the board
made a ugreat mistake when it en-
deavoured to levy on every municipality
and road hoard irrespective of whether
they had any brigade or not. I had
thoughbt of bringing the matter forward
esrlier, but I discovered that the inten-
tion was to prevent the.board collecting
these dues. One municipality levied
npon for protection has no fire brigade
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within 25 miles. Of what use is the
fire brigade in Fremantle to property in
Bast Fremantle, except in the event of
& big fire embracing a large arca ? The
present system is by no mcans satis-
factory. I have ever been a strong
advocate of the volunteer system. The
present board is prectically doing away
with that system aitogether. The cost
of fire brigades in Western Australia
to-day shows an inerease of 200 per cent.
and we are not getting anything like an
adeguate return for this increased ex-
penditure. A promise was made that
a direct representative would be nominat.
ed by the Government and placed on the
board. That promise hdas not yet been
carried out. Inexperienced men with
no knowledge of brigade work are on
the board, hut there iz v representative
of the volunteer system. 'There will be
no diffieulty whatever in getting the
returns from the fire brigades, because
these returns are published everv year.
Fast Fremantle has been ealled upon
to levy some £150 or £160 a vear or an
increase of 200 per cent., and every
other brigade throughout the State has
been increased, if not in the sarne ratio
at least very near to it. The expenditare
is out of all proportion to the bencfit
we are receiving, and it would have been
far better had we retained the system
previously in foree in Perth. In MNouth
Australia, where they run the two
systems under one¢ board, the expendi-
ture is 100 per cent. greater than in
Victoria where the volunteer systemnr is
kept separate. The Cue fire hrigade,
with which I was associated from its
very inception, has refused to come under
this board.

Mr. Brown: They cannot resist.

Mr. HOLMAX : We were wise enough
in the early days to seer that the whole
of the property belonged to the brigade.
I am prepared to pit that brigade against
the brigade in Perth, for the record of
the Cue hrigade is just as good as is that
of the Metropolitan brigade, and there
have been as good saves from fire in Cue
as in any other part of Western Auns-
tealia. [t is my intention to go into the
matter and see if we cannot get a better
system than that inaugurated by the
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board. For the last 13 or 14 yeara I
have been a practical fireman, and I
am satisfied that the expenditure at the
present time is far in advance of the
benefit we are deriving from it.
Amendment put and passed.
Question as amended, put and passed.

MOTION —TUBERCULOSIS,
PROPOSED CONFERENCE.

Debate resumed from 24th August,
upon the following ‘motion of Mr.
Heitmann :—* That in the opinion of
this House the Government should ¢om-
inunicate with the Federal Prime
Minister requesting him to eonvene a
conference of State medical officers for
the purpose of devising systematic and
uniform methods for combating tubercu-
josis.”

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson) :
I do not propose to oppose the motion
itseli. T recognise that the question of
tuberculosis is one of serious moment,
not only for Western Australia but for
the whole of the continent, and any
conference of medical men which could
devise systematic and uniform methods
of ecombating the disease would be
welcomed by &ll hon. members. But I
take exception to the declaration in the
motion that the Govermment should
communicate with the Federal Prime
Minister requesting him to convene a
conference of State medical officers. The
Federal Prime Minister, J submit, has no
power to convene such a conference. It
must he convened by a State Govern-
ment. [ intend to oppose the reso-
lation as far as those words are concerned.
If the hon. member will agree to strike
them cut with a view to inserting ‘' var-
ious State Governments ' I will be quite
agreeable to the motion.

Mr. Heitmann: I am not particalar
how it is done, so long as the conference
is convened. T am prepared to accept
the propossl.

The PREMIER: Then
move, as an amendment—

That the words ‘‘ Federal Prime

Minister requesting him to convene

be struck owt and ' various State Gov-

ernments with a view io arrange” in-
serted in liew.

I beg to
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Amendment passed.
Question as amended agreed to.

BILL—TRIBUTERS.
In Committec.

Resumed from 14th September, Mr.
Taylor in the Chair, Mr. Walker in
charge of the Bill

Clause 5 : Payment for special develu)-
ment work :

The CHAITHMAN: There was an
amendment to this clause moved by
the Minister for Mines—* That in lire
3 after the word °claim’ the words
‘other then such as the tributer has
by the terms of the tribute expressly
agreed to’ be inserted "

Mr. HOLMAN opposed the amend-
ment. Owing to the way in which the
Mining Act was administered there were
thousands of acres of auriferous land
locked up under exemption, and a
grave injustice would be done to a
large number of men. He proposed to
submit the following as an amendment
to the clause:

Provided that in every instance
where development work is done
the lessee or owner of a claim shall
pay the tributer a proportionate share
of the cost of such development work.

When tributes were sought the lessees
asked the persons applying to do a great
deal of dead work. At Wiluns there
were leases that had been held for years
without work bLeing done on them,
and, contrary to the warden’s recom-
mendation that these leases be for-
feited, the Minister for Mines had given
the leases back to the holders who were
doing no work on them. These holders
on some oceasions had refused to allow
tributes to he granted. To show a
great deal of protection was necessary
for tributers, one tributer had written
to him claiming that the amendment
which the member for Kanowna had
accepted would nullify the whole of the
Bill, and that all development work
should be paid for, because in very few
cases did the tributer receive benefit
from it. This. correspondent quoted
two instances in which, before tributes
were let, the holders of the lease de-
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manded that certain specified sinking
and driving should be carried out.
The tributes were declined in the wir-
cumstances as there was no prospect
of the tributers making any profit if the
obligatinons put upon them by the lease-
holders were carried out. If the amend-
ment were carried, in every tribute things
would be hard and fast and this would
be by no means satisfactory.

The Minister for Mines : The conditions
will be in the terms of the agreement.

Mr. HOLMAN : In the case mentioned
by the writer of the letter, the conditions
named by the leaseholder would have
besn put in san agreement. It was
desired that if tributers did any develop-
rment work for the benefit of the lease-
holders the tributers should be paid
for that work. There was the recent
case on the Cumberland mine in the
Norgzeman district where the tributers
made a rich discovery.

The Minister for Mines :
-ges  that contradicted in
West Australian ?

Mr. HOLMAN: There must have
been something in the case for the
thing to get about.

The Minister for Mines :
something in it.

Mr. HOLMAN : Thete were numerous
cases where tributers made rich dis-
coveries and were immediately turned
out. The tributer was a very useful
person to have in the community ; but
if he was called upon to do development
work, whether it was in the terms of the
agreement or not, he ghould receive
payment for any dead work done.
The amendment by no means treated the
tributer fairly. There was no reason
why we should not provide that the
leaseholder should be called upon to
pay & share oi the development work.
The Minister said power would be given
to the warden to extend the tirne of the
tribute.

The Minister for Mines: That has
nothing to do with the amendment.

Mr. HOLMAN : Tt suited leaseholders
-to let tributes in order that the labour
covenants might be carried out, and
in the circumstances the tributers should
be given more protection. He (Mr.

Did you not
yesterday’'s

There was

1057

Holman) would move later that no
tribute should fulfil the labour conditions
on any lease. If a person held a lease
he should perform the labour conditions,
and not get tributers to do it and then
secure the benefit not only of the develop-
ment work they did but also of any
discovery they made without paying
for it. The member for Wanowna had
apparently Accepted the amendment
moved by the Minister under & mis-
apprehension.

Mr. BATH : The Bill might as well he
wiped off if the amendment were passed
allowing the tributer to contract himself
out of the provisions of the Bill. ([n
all industrial legislation it was necessary
to safeguard that those for whom the
legislation was designed should not he
permitted to contract themselves out
of it. Furthermore the amendment
would perpetrate two injustices. It
would be a direct encourageinent to
leaseholders to evade their obligations,
and it would enable them to filch some-
thing to which they were not entitled.
It was astonishing under the ecircum-
stanees the Minister should move such
an amendment.

The Minister for Mines: Will you
tell me the meaning of the clanse without
these words ?

Mr. BATH: Beside the Cumberland
instance, there were the Chaffers, the
Eclipse, and Bayley's Reward instances
where leaseholders shepherded their leases,
and where tributers stepped in and
developed the properties and gave them
& new lease of life, yet the leaseholders
came in and robbed the tributers of
the fruits of their labour.

The Minister for Mines: Even if
that is the case what has it to dn with
the clause ?

Mr. BATH: The amendment would
give legislative encouragement to that
kind of thing. It was directly opposed
to the development of the fields.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Ap.
parently the hon. member did not
understand the clause or endeavoured
to put & wrong mesning on the amend-
ment. The clause said that every tribute
must provide that all development
work done at the express request or by
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the express order of the lessee or holder
of & claim should.be paid for in cash
at the current rate of wages. The
memnber for Kanowns had not satis-
factorily explained what was mesant
by the words “at the express request
or by the express order of the lessee
or holder.”” The amendment provided
that if any new developmental work was
ordered say by the inspector of mines,
after & man had made his contract, then
for that new work he should be paid
at the carrent rate of wages. It was
his (the Minister's) desire to go further
now, and he had been given to under-
stand when the measure was last debated
that there wounld be an effort when
dealing with the Bill to provide special
facilities for those who took these tri-
butes, to make it more comprehensive
than it was. Members expected to see
some specia]l amendment with a view
to protecting the tributer more than had
been done in the mining regulations and
morve then was proposed in the Bill
If the member for Kenowna chose, he
(the Minister), would agree to a con.
ference with a view to preparing some
legislation dealing with the tribute quaes.
tion fully. There were in existence some
extensive regulations dealing with tributes
generally and they contained a great
namber of provisions for the protection
of the tributer, and he (the Minister),
proposed to make further amendments,
which would pgive the tributer still
further protection. X a conference were
agreed to an arrangement would probably
be arived at, either by an Act or an
amendment to the regulations to give
the tributers a greater degree of pro-
tection than they enjoyed at the present
time. The only conclusion to he arrived
at if the Bill was passed was that the
regulations were not required.

Mr. Walker: A wrongful conclusion
altpgether.

Mr. SCADDAN: The avowed in-
tention of the Minister was to agsist the
leaseholder to get out of .what was
considered his just deal in the way of
paying his share of developmental work
performed by the tiributer. If the
amendment was carried and the words
suggested were inserted the effect would
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be that all developmental work would
have to be paid for by the tributer.

The Minister for Mines : Could we not
make it clear what developmental work
should be paid for ?

Mr. SCADDAN: The Minister for
Mines knew exactly what was going on.
He had been in charge of the Mines
Department for eight or nine years and
why bad he not done something? The
Minister had never raised his little finger
in the direction of assisting the tributers.
A letter before him (Mr. Seaddan) referring
to one of the leases held by a man named
Yeo, showed that Yeo had compelled
the tributer to deposit £6, and, although
warned by the Warden, he continued to
hold that money and when the Minea
Departinent were asked to assist in ob-
taining & refund nothing was done.
The Minister’s object, apparently, was to
protect such men as Yeo. Certainly the
amendment was submitted for the pur-
pose of defesting the object of the Bill.
Would the Minister like to present a
return to the House showing how many
leases were being manned to-day by
tributers on which the Jeaseholders did
not spend one penny, excepting the
money obtained by royalties ? These
were the people who got all the consider-
ation from the Mines Department while
the tributers got no consideration at all.
The tributers were worth something to
the industry and ought to be supported.

The Minister for Mines : I know that.

Mr. SCADDAN : Then it was a pity
the Minister did not put some of his
sympathy into practice. Some of the
goldfields in Australis had been kept alive
by tributers, and in Western Australia
there were hundreds of shows which
companies could not successiully work
and which tributers had taken control of
and leaseholders had not spent anything
except the rent which was obtained in
the way of voyalties.

Mr. WALKER : The clause was clear
enough as it stood, and if it was not clear
enough to satisfy the Minister the
amendment would be accepted if it did
more ; but it had been pointed out that
it did no more. The sole object was to
bring about what the clause expressed
as it stood and no more. He (Mr
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Walker) was open to perceive that use
might be made of the Minister's amend-
ment. It was in itself a sort of sug-
gestion to all those who entered into
a contract to contract themselves out
of the fair conditions of tributing. The
object of the clause as it stood was to
sllow tribute contracts to be entered
upon and pursued in the ordinary work
of tributing. Then if any direction such
as that suggosted by the Minister, were
deemed advisable, the expenses of that
toss of time should not be borne by the
tributer as was now too often the case, it
should be paid for at the current vate of
wages. If the Minister desired to benefit
the tributers, he should withdraw the
amendment becanse it was clearly open
to the interpretation placed upen it by
members on the Opposition side of the
House.

Mr. BATH : Large areas of land were
held unworked on & number of mining
fields and there were those who perhaps
from searcity of employment were desir-
ous of earning a living if they had access
to these areas. There were many of

them who were buoyed up with hope

borne of previous experience that they
could earn a living for themselves on
these areas. If the mining covenants
were enforced as he would like to see them
enforeed there would be no question of
the tribute agreement in order to enable
these people to go on alease and develop it,
but these people found the agreement shut
against them. Necessity compelled them
to accept the conditions enforced by the
shepherding leaseholder, although these
conditions were repugnant and detri-
mental to the men. These men took
the tribute and through the impregnable
position which the shepherder occupied
he could say, *“ You must carry out cer-
tain development work, you must really
develop my lease,” and the tributers had
to accept the terms or they could not get
access at all. These men carried on the
development work which the leaseholder
should be doing, and even if they found
something valuable and had time to get
one crushing the leaseholder stepped in.
The hon member who introduced the
Bill sought to obviate that by saying
that if the leaseholder opposed the
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development work he should pay for it.
If the clause was carried the tributer
wounld have some return for his labour
in developing the lease. But the Minister
wished to encourage the shepherder by
giving him a chance to impose conditions
and force the tributer to contract him.
self out of the agreement, and to do the
work without securing any payment for
it. To that he (Mr. Bath) strongly
objected in the interests of a body of
men who had and were doing a great
deal to develop the mining industry,
and leases held by leaseholders who, if
the Mining Act were enforeed in & proper
fashion. wonld be eompelled to carry out
the developmensi.

Mr. HOLMAN: The Minister had
made a threat that unless he got his way
he was going to kill the Bifll. 1f the
Minister proposed to bury every man
in the dead end he could get sufficient
suppart from those members who were
not in the House, but who would come
in and vote when the division bell
rang. He (Mr. Holman) had quoted
an instance showing the danger of the
amendment of the Minister, where,
after a party of tributers had worked
for 12 months and wished an extension,
when they wanted to earn their tribute,
the only conditions on which it would
be let to them was that they had to
sink 10ft. at a cost of £4 per foot, and
drive 20 feet at £3 per foot. The owner
wanted to take £100 fromy the tributers.
If the clause was passed that work
would he done at the express order of
the owner of the claim, and he would
have to pay for it; but the Minister
desired to insert in the agreement
certain conditions so that the leaseholder
could escape. What we asked was Lhat
when the tributer was called on to do
dead work the owner should pay his
share of the expense. The desire was,
to protect the tributer and prevent him’
from being imposed upon. If the Mining
Act was administered fairly and justly to
the people of Western Australia the
tributer would have an opportunity
of benefiting himself and the country.
but the only persons who got protection,
were the boodler and speculator, who

got justice every time, The pro:--.p-ea:tm-1
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who took up a lease, and was away
for & few months earning money to
develop his lease, this man was dropped
upon by the Minister and his Jease
forfeited, while other leases were held
by boodlers for years without the con-
ditions being fulflled.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
object of & good many, he did not include
the member for Kanowna, was to Ikili
the tributer sltogether, because he was
not & useful man to the trade unionist.
The tributer was not appreciated
by A good many members who sat
on the Opposition benches, but if we
passed o clause that would alto-
gether abolish tributing some mem-
bers would sogpest that it would be to
the henefit of the mining industry.
But to his (the Minister's) mind it would
do a great deal of harm. The dis-
cussion which took place in Vietoria
some years ago on the tribute question
showed how careful we had to be in
the method of desling with the two
persons who desired to make a contract,
the tributer and the lessee. The Bill
introduced gave a certain amount of
protection to the tributer, and the
clause under discussion was inserted
g0 that ordinary development work
would not have to be paid for, but that
any special work which the tributer did
he should be able to demand payment for.
Owing to the way the clause was drafted
this object would not be attained. The
amendment would make it more clear.
There was not the slightest doubt we
ought to find conditions which would be
acceptable to the person who let the
tribute and the person who accepted it,
by inserting provisions that would give
protection to the tributer, but the
Bill would not do that. It would
be well if several members interested in
mining with the officers of the depart-
ment consulted together and drafted
& few clauses that would not destroy
tributing but would assist the tributer.
He (the Minister) would do his best to
prevent the destruction of tributing.
He was prepared to assist the member
to frame & good Bill. Time after time
the warden had refused to allow con-
tracts to be registered. as they were
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not fair. There was no protection to
the tributer. He (the Miniater) was
prepared to agree to the postponement
of the Bill to see if some smend-
ments could not be framed for the
protection of the tributer. If the terms
of a tribute were that the tributer had
to carry out a certain amount of develop-
ment work, and he was unable to deal
with the ore that he had taken out,
he should be able to apply to the warden
for an extension of time, and there
should be power given to the warden
to deal with such extemsions of time.
There was no provision in the Bill which
would meect this. We should consider
the gquestion that where development
work was insisted on, a certain proportion
of the development work should be paid
for by the lessee. We should be careful
that we did not abolish tributing, and
he (the Minister} would not do anything
that would lessen it. Many of the
mines had been kept going, and good
finds had been opened up, by tributers.
The tributers certainly needed looking
after, for there had heen numerous
instances where tributes had not been
registered and there had been no written
agreement, with the result that, on
making a discovery, the tributer had
been ordered off the mine by the lessee.
It would be well to postpone the con-
sideration of the clause for the time
being so that it might be made quite
clear.

Mz, WALKER: The Minister talked
about the Bill not being a perfect one
and that much was needed in order
to make it & full measure. but if there
were any fault in that direction it was
that of the Minister.

The Minister for Mines:
lations: are quite enough.

Mr. WALKER : Then why should the
Minister oppose the clause ?

The Minister for Mines: It is not
clear. [t is just about as clear as some
of the clanses in the Workers' Com-
pensation Bill.

Mr. WALKER: The Bill dealt with
very simple matters. The additions
provided by the Bill to the regulations
were few but vital, and would be of
great benefit to the tributers. There

The regu-
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was no reasonable sxcuse for delay
and no necessity to postpone reforms
that could be obtained now. The Minis.
ter threatened that unless the clause
were postponed he would oppose the
whole measure, have a party vote,
and defeat the Bill. It made one feel
inclined to let the Minister take the
responsibility of defeating the measure.
Were it not that delay would be cansed
he would be quite happy to agree to &
confarence.

Mr. Holman : He wants & select com-
mittee like the one appointed on the
‘Workers’ Compensation Bill.

Mr. WALKER : That was it ; delay
was what was wanted. What assurance
was there that if there were a post-
ponement the measure would egain be
reached. If he received e definite assur-
ance that within & fortnight the measure
would be called on again he would be
pleased to have a conference with the
Minister in his office, and he would like
to include in the conference one or two
of the most experienced mining repre-
sontatives on the Opposition side of
the House.

Mr. SCADDAN: A great number
of tributers on the fields had feared
that if the member for Kanowna accepted
the amendment of the Minister the Bill
would be wrecked. It was well, there.
fore, that the member for Kanowna
should have taken the stand he had
now done. There had been trouble in
connection with tributers in Bendigo
some time ago, but the position there was
very different from what it was in
this State, for there the owners manned
the leases with wages men and the
tributers were allowed to work on other
parts which were not being worked by
the company. Here, however, the trib-
uters were actually manning the mines.
Let the Minister inspect some of the
tribute agreements in his office and he
would find that the owners of properties
were doing nothing whatever on them
but were leaving all the work to the
tributers ; in faet, those owners were
fattening upon the work of the tributers.
Did the Minister intend to sacrifice the
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general tributer for the sake of thonse
men t

Mr. TROY: The evils the Bill was
meant to deal with were by no means
new to the Minister ; it was very hard
to understand his attitade. A select
committee of this House inquired into
the conditions of the tributes on the
goldfields some time ago sand much
evidence was taken. It was shown
that the tributers were in the habit of
taking tributes from perscns holding
leases, and that although they did
not earn the wages provided by the
regulations, they were compelled to
comply with the labour conditions ; thus
leases were held by persons having no
legal right to hold them. There were
some mnotorious cases where tributers
worked for months without receiving

- one penny, and all the time were holding

the leases for the persons in whose
name they were registered. Then there
were oazes of sub-letting.

The CHAIRMAN : The clause under
discussion does not deal with the ful-
filment of labour conditions.

Mr. TROY : The Minister’s amendment:
gave the owner of a lease power to
impose whatever condition he pleased.
Surely that had to do with labour con-
ditions. The Minister's insinuation that
membera opposite had no regard for
tributers merely because they did not
belong to the trades unions should be
strongly resented. As a matter of fact,
the great majority of the tributers did
belong to the unions, but even if they
did not, what justification had the
Minister for making that utterance
It was vindictive and small, and hardly
worth consideration. It was to be
hoped there would be no compromise
in regard to the clause.

Amendment put and a division teken
with the following result.

Ayes .. - .. 20
Noes . . .. 18

Majority for .. 2
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ArEs,
Mr. Brown Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Butcher Mr. Layman
Mr. Carson Mr. Male
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Miichell
Mr. Daglish Mr. Nanson
Mr. Davles Mr. Osborn
Mr. Draper Mr. Plesse
Mr. Foulkes Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Gregory Mr. Gordon
Mr. Hardwick {Teller}.
Mr. Harper
Noga.
Mr, Apgwin Mr. McDowall
Mr. Bath Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Bolton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Colller Mr. Swan
Mr. Gill Mr. Troy
Mr. Gonrley Mr. Walker
Mr. Heltmann Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Holman Mr. Underwood
Mr. Hudson (Teller).
Mr. Johnson

Amendment thus passed.

Mr. HOLMAN moved a further amend-
ment—

That the following proviso be added :

—* Provided that in every inastance

where development work 49 done the

leascholder or owner of the claim shall
pay the tributer a proportionate share,
being at least one-half of the cost of any
such derelopment work.”
If the owner desired any work done he
certainly ought to pay onc half of its
cost. The proviso was intended to pro-
tect the tributer against unfair condi-
tions being set down in the agreement.
Unless the proviso were put in, the Bill
wag practically -killed by the previous
amendment.

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
H. Gregory): In the first place it would
be necessary to define developmental
work. In an amendment of this sort
the meaning of such a term should
be clearly understood. What would
be the class of developmental work
to be paid for under the proviso?
In some cases where a reef under-
lay very flat, the lessee was al
lowed to take up a very large holding
comprising several leases. But in such
cases the department insisted that in
respect {0 any leases on which the holder
was not carrying out the labour covenants
he would have to be prepared to let tri-
butes; and a further condition insisted

[ASSEMBLY.]

upon was that the amount of royalty.in
respect of any virgin ground should not
exceed 2§ per cent. If the proviso were
passed it would follow that in the event
of a tributer desiring to sink a shaft on
the reef, or for the purpose of locating
reef, one-half the cost would have to be
borne by the leaseholder, even if the
sinking of that shaft were of no value to
him.

Mr. HOLMAN : That was not so. All
that was contemplated was that the
leaseholder should pay one half the cost
of any developmental work demanded
by him of the tributer. For any de-
velopmental work that the tributer
might do for himself the leaseholder or
owner of the cleim would not be called
upon to pay anything, The only work
towards the cost of which the leaseholder
would be called upon to pay half would
be that carried out by the tributer at
the express desire of the leaseholder.

Mr. SCADDAN: It was not at all
certain that the terms of the tribute were
in the best interests of the tributer. For
his part he thought that instead of
having a fixed period the tributer ought
to be granted a block. Then if he had
any developmental work to de it would
be a matter for his own consideration
and he would have to pay for it himself.
A few feet from an existing drive there
might be payable ore, and the tributer
might put in & erosscut. This would be
development work, and development
work that would be useful to him ; but
at the end of that work there might be
only two months of the tribute to von, yet
the whole of that development work,
which would be useful also to the lease-
holder, would not be paid for by the
leaseholder. The amendment carried by
the Minister was an instruction to the.
lessee to make provision in his tribute
agreement for all development work in
order to avoid any cost to himself.
Now, the member for Murchison desired
that at any rate the leaseholder should
pay half of the cost of such work., The
Minister might agree to that.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: One
coutd not tell how far-reaching the
amendment might be. There was no
reason why & mine owner should not con
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tribute towards the cost of development
work, which would be of future value to
him, and an amendment that would carry
out thet object might be passed ; but if
it was provided that half the cost of all
development work carcied on by tributers,
whether for the advantage of the tri-
buters or not, should be paid for by the
Iessee, it was another matter. It might
have an effect of preventing the letting
of tributes. At any rate the metter
would need further looking into.

Mr. WALKER. : If further opportanity
was given of considering the Bill progress
might be reported.

The Minister for Mines : Opportunity
will be given on the next private mem-
ber’s night.

Mr. WALKER moved—

That progress be reported.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: As
it was not possible to guarantee that the
Bill would be considered on the next
private members’ pight, it would be better
to agree to the amendment, and if further
amendment wece needed it could be done
in the Legislative Council. He would
not pledge himself to agree finally to the
amendment until he understood its pur-
port. It might be too far-reaching.

Motion (progress) withdrawn.

Mr, BATH : Even as amended by the
Minister for Mines the clause provided
for development work being paid for
in some instances, but the amendment
of the member for Marchison would
deprive tributers of half that payment.

Mr. WALEER : As the clause stood
now the current rate of wages was to be
paid for development work done, but
the hon. member’s proposition only en-
sured half expenses, which might be less
than the current rate of wages in some
instances.

Mr. HOLMAN : The intention of the
amendment was to cover all develop-
ment work done at the express order of
the leaseholder, or according to the terms
of the agieement. The addition of the
words *‘in accordance with the agree-
ment " to the amendment should meet
the difficulty raised by hon. members.
He altered his amendment to read—

That the following be added to the
clause :—"* Provided that in every in
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stance where development work ie done

in accordance with the agreement the
. leaseholder or owner of the claim ehall

pay the tributer a proportionate share,
being at least one-half of the cost of any
development work.”

Mr. HARPER: The clause was al-
together unnecessary.  Tributes were
only a metter of conditions. Each tri-
bute differed from other tributes, The
clause defeated its object. It was only
& matter for agreement for development
to be done at the current rate of wages.
It was not compulsory on the tributer
to do the work. The leaseholder could not
force him to do it if it was not provided
for in the agreement. Tributers desirous
of doing work on their own account were
at liberty to do it, and any zone they
developed they were entitled to work,
Tributes were usually let for a term, or
for & block of land ; but whichever it was
the tributer was entitled to what appeared
in the contract between the parties.

Amendment, as aliered, put and
passed.

Clause, as amended, agreed to.

Clause 6—Term of tribute :

The MINISTER FOR MINES desired
t0 move an amendment, the object of
which was to reduce the term of six
months to three months for the tribate,
and to provide for a definite block of land.
If the pericd were made three months
many opportunities wounld be afforded
ifor the taking up of tributes which wonld
not exist if the longer period of six
months were insisted upon. He moved
an amendnent—

That in line 2 the word * em” be
siruck out, and ‘‘three’ inserted in
lieu.

Mr. WALKER : The term of six months
was quite short enough., Ome of ihe
grievances now existing was that there
was no seurity in the agreement, and
that this could not be obtained unless a
period of at least six months were grant.
ed. At present the tributer was used in
too many imstences by the lessee to
fossick round until payable gold was
discovered, and was then sent about hls
business.

Mr. SCADDAN : In Victoria the term

Gixed for the tribute was twelve months,

o
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and it was surely not asking too much
that it shonld be fixed at six months
here. The trouble here was that in
many cases the tributer had to do the
opening up work, and would find at the
end of three months that at least two
months had been spent in finding pay-
able country, and then just as he got on
to work which would bring him some
return the lessee would step in and de-
termine the tribute, and so benecfit from
the work performed by the tributer.
Six months was a short enough term.
There should alzo be & specified block of
country laid down so that the tributer
would know exactly where he stocd.

Mr. HARPER: It was ridiculous
to fix any term for & tribute, as it was
all & matter of circumstance and arrange-
ment. All depended upon what work
had to be done, and how much develop-
ment there was in the ground taken
over by the tributer. Personally he had
had cases where tributers had thrown
up their work within a week, while in
other cases he had let tributes for one
or two years. It would not be possible
to frame an Act of Parliament to protect
properly either the leaseholder or the
tributer. Mention had been made of
the tributers opening up country, but he
had not known of a tribute let for virgin
ground. Most of the tributes let were
with regard to mines which had been
worked, and the tributer usually came
in for the cleaning up of the mine.
A tributer could work a mine which had
been nearly worked out better than a
mining company could. It would be
well for the tributer if sll the clauses of
the Bill were struck out.

Mr. COLLIER : Men often took up
tributes knowing that at least three
months would be spent doing dead
work, but that after that time there
would be some chance of & return being
obtained. If the period were fixed at
three months the tributer would get
nothing. Six months was quite 8 short
enough term. The result of the three
month’s agreement would be that as soon
as the tributer got on to gold he would
be turned off and the dead work he had
done would go to benefit the lessee.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. HOLMAN : Where tributers
took over a mine that had not been
worked for some time, it always meant
at least a month's work to clean up.
Therefore it was necessary that a term
of longer than three months should be
allowed, and six months was quite a short
enough period. The member for Bover-
ley had said that tributes were never
granted over virgin ground, hut he had
known very many instances where trib-
uters had gone en virgin ground. There
were many leases in the State where
the only work done had been that
performed by tributers. The men should
receive fair treatment, and in addition
to a period of at lesst six months being
fixed, there should be provision with
regard to a definite block of land for
the tributer.

Mr. HARPER: ‘There would be no
opposition to this period, or even to a
period of 12 months. A hardship, bow-
ever, would be imposed on the tributer
if it were made six months.

Mr. Fiolman : At least six months.

Mr. HARPER: A tributer could
break a tribute or leave it at any time.

Mr. Holman: It is only a one-sided
contract at that rate.
Mr. HARPER: As far as he (Mr.

Harper) was concerned the amendment
could be carried. It was only a matter
between the two parties making their
own arrangemnents.  Speaking personally,
he had never had any difficulty with
regard to the tributers he had employed :
he had also been & tributer himseli.
There was no necessity for any of the
clauses in the Bill in connection with
tributes. It was difficult to make hard
and fast rules. A tributer might make
a good discovery, and if he had it for
six months there would be no one to
interfere with him, and if it did not suit
him, at the end of six months he could
fill that tribute up. Al these things
wera matters of agreement, and laws
could not be made to compel s tributer
to atick to the work for & certein period.

Mr. SCADDAN: The hon. member
showed that he knew nothing about the
matter. It would be onesided H we
permitted a lessee to get three months’
work ot of the tributer, and -then meap
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the advantage afterwards. The case
of the tributers on Chafiers after the mine
bad closed down might be instanced.
They prospected that ground and they
found something pretty good.

The Minister for Mines:
post holes.

Mr. SCADDAN : That did not matter.
They found something good and the
tributers got the advantage of it, and
00 one would blame them. It was not
only provided in these agreements that
it should be for a term of three months,
at the end of which time they might cuncel
the agreement, but it was provided
that they should not employ more than a
certain number of men, so that if they
struck anything goed they eould not put
on & naruber of men in crder to got it
cut in the three months. It should be
the desire of the Committee to protect
the tributer, and give him justice in an
Act of Parliament, and not put him
in the hands of the warden. No tribute
should be allowed for & period of less
than six months. If & men took s
tribute and did any work and discovered
anything he should have the opportunity
of getting some return for the labour
he put into it.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES : There
would be no ohjection to striking out
the time lirnit altogether in connection
with the clause.

Mr. Scaddan: Will you provide a
minimura block of ground ?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: We
could meke an area if the hon. member
desired that ; at the same time it was
necessary to be careful in drafting legis.
letion to make provision in regard to
the tributer employing a certain number
of persons during the course of that
tribute. So far a3 he could judge
jrom the condition of mining in Western
Australia it seemed it would be wise to
make the time three months. On the
other hand, he was prepared to strike
it out altogether, and leave the clause
rending something like the Vietorian
clauge, namely, that it should be for
a distinct block of ground, and make
provigion for the cancelling of the tribute
if a sufficient number of men was not
employed.

[40]
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Mr., WALKER: While prepared to
agree to the alternative of  not less than
gix months’ or “a definite block of
ground ”* he could not agree to lessening
the time nor to eliminating it altogether.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I
do not think it will matter much.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. WALKER moved a further amend-
ment—

That the following be added to the clauae.:

—* An application may be made to the
warden of the district for an extengion
of the lime expressed in the tribute
agreement and the warden shall have
power to grant or refuse the appli
cation.”

Amendment passed.

Ciause as amended agreed to.

Clause 7—agreed to.

Clause 8—Tributers deemed workers :

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
was difficult to follow some of these
clauses, but he intended to propose an
amendment which he thought would
cover the whole ground. He had no
objection to the principle contained in
the clause. If progress were reported
he could, on a future occasion, submit
an amendment which he thought would
adequately meet the case.

Mr. WALKER : If the Premier would
agree to provide another opportunity
for dealing with the Bill, he (Mr. Walker)
would be guite prepared to now report
progress.

The Premier: Yes I will do that.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 10-45 p.m.




