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sue should be put before the jury unless
counsel agree otherwise. I speak after
considerable experience in this particular
I hope the Colonial Secretary will submit
th's question to his colleagues, because
this is not a matter which he can
thoroughly understand, although 1 have
had the ovportunity of appearing before
th> hon. gentleman as a justice, and of
obtaining his opinion on many matters.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

ADJOURNMENT.,
The House adjourned at 6.30 p.m., until
the next day.

Legislative Jssembly,
Wednesday, I0th August, 1898.

Paper presented—DPetition: Perth Deep Drain-
age and Medical Practitioners—Question :
Inspection of Hoisting Tackle, etc.—
Motion: DPerth Water Supply and Ad-
ministration—Motion: Alluvial Dispute
and Compensation to Diggers; Division
{negatived)—Motion: Government Con-
tracts and Minimum Wage ; Amendment,

Division (negatived)—Motion: Women's
Franchise. debate adjourned—Adjown-
ment.

Toe SPEAKER took the chair at 4.30
o’clock, p.m.

PravERS,

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the MivisterR oF Mmves: Alluvial
Dispute in certain gold-mining centres,
Correspondence.

PETITION - PERTH DEEP DRAINAGL
AND MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS.
Preseated by Mr. WaiTer JauEs,
signed by medical practitioners in Perth,
praying that the deep drainage of the
city be undertaken. Petition read and
ordered to be printed.
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QUESTION : INSPECTION OF HOISTING
TACKLE, ete.

Mr. SOLOMON asked the Premier,
whether, in view of recent accidents
which had occurred in consequence of
inferior gear and tackle being in use, the
Government would take into considera-
tion the advisability of the appointment
of an inspector of tackle and pear of
ghipping, also that used in commercial
cireles. ’

Tre PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J. For-
reet) replied : —Inquiries have been made,
but so far no definite information -has
heen obtained as to what is the usual
practice in other places. As soon aa that
is ascertained, an annourcement will be
made on the subject.

MOTION : PERTH WATER SUPPLY AND
ADMINISTRATION.
Mg, WOOD (West Perth) moved:

That a Select Committee be appointed to
consider the question of the Perth water supply
and the administration of the Perth Water-
works Board,

He apologised to the Speaker and to the
House for the serious risk he had run in
being absent on two ovcasions when this
motion should have been brought for-
ward. On the previous day (Tuesday)
he had made provision, but unfortunately
the member to whom he sent the mes-
sage did not receive it in time. The
object in moving for a Select Committee
of Inquiry was in no way antagonistic to
the board which managed the Perth
water supply, nor did he wish to cast any
doubt upon the ability of its members,
and he would like that to be clearly
understood. It was recognised that the
board was dealing with a large amount
of public money ir carrying on this water
supply ; and as there had been critical
remarks made on the board’s manage-
ment, from time to time, it would be only
fair to the board that an opportunity
should be allowed, through the medium
of this inquiry, for such explanations and
atatements to be made as the board could
givein regard to its past and present man-
agement. The chairman of the board (Mr.
E. Keane) was recognised as probably the
ablest man in tho colony for the posi-
tion : and the other two salaried members
of the board, though not experienced in
works of this character, brought to bear
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upon this business a large experience
gained in other affairs. The expenditure
of the board was now running into large
figures, being over & quarter of a million
and npot far from half a million in one
year, and the board received a large re-
venue, which amounted to £19,000 in
the previous year, and to £15,000 for
eight months ending June lagt.  There
was the more necessity for this inquiry,
as the chairman of the board had mad-
s startling announcement last year, to
the effect that the water supply of Perth
was likely to be short of the require-
ments ; and he (Mr. Wood), acting on that
statement, had moved in this House last
year, for the purpose of having that sup-
ply increased, which was done by obtain-
ing water from several bores in and about
Perth, thereby makiog up a larger supply.
He must say that the water obtained from
the hores was very unsatisfactory in
quality, notwithstanding that the Gov-
ernment analyst had reporfed it to be
fit for human consumption  Water sup-
plied to the people of Perth should be of
such a quality that the analyst could
certify it was not only just fit,
but fully suitable for the purpose.
I'he board had done a good deal of work
this year, and in fact had apparently
accomplished more than it had the legiti-
nate means of carrying out; for it ap-
seared the board had constructed works
sut of revenue which should have heen
‘onstructed out of capital, at a cost
unounting to  something like £17,000.
Ji course that was not unprecedented,
ind he did not say this board was worse
‘han other persons in that direction, but
hat could be inquired into, If the
capital provided was insufficient, what
vag necessary musé be obtained; for
here was nothing so important in this
ity as a permanent and efficient supply
f water. The board’s report showed
hat &t one time the supply nearly ran
lown to what might be termed starva-
ion point, for one paragraph in the re-
wrt stated that when the first rains of
he seagson began to run into the reser-
'oir, it contained only some 40 million
muons, being less than one month’s sup-
v for the city of Perth. That was a
erious state of affairs: and if anything
vould justify a Select Committee to in-
luire into the whole systemn of water sup-
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ply, that ome paragraph would do se.
Just now, too, the board was asking for
on expenditure of a large amount of
meney for & new reservoir and an addi-
twnal supply. In view of the present
stntre of the money markei, that was a
§-r10us guestion which would have to be
considered.  Stiu, the supply of water
wug of such importance that something
inust be done, no matter at what sacri-
fice, and there could be no question ahout
that at all, because it was one of the
most important things in copnection with
the goverament of Perth and of the coun-
try geoerally. He had much pleasure
in submitting the motion.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J. For-
rest): The motion was one which would
d) a great deal of good, and he was glad
the hon. member bhad tabled it. We
all knew the history of the Perth
Waterworks and of the Metropolitan
Waterworks Board. A Bill waa passed
authorising the purchase of these works
for £220,000, and the money wag to be
ruised by the sale of bonds, the sale being
restricted to the Government. It was
also known that the money was provided
vy the Post-office Savings Bank; and
that, besides the purchase money, a fur-
ther sum of £120,000 was authorised
to be expended. The whole of the
£120,000 had now been expended, so that
tiie board had spent ali that it had autho-
rity to spend. The board’s report,
which was Iaid on the table of this House
n few days ago, showed that the board
requred more money for providing the
pecple of Perth with a sufficient supply,
and .ue board also proposed to extend
the supply to the suburbe.  That had
been always contemplated, and it was pro-
vided for in the Act which created the
board.  Of course the whole subject was
zoverned by the question whether the
boerd had funds for the purpose or not.
All these questions required considera-
tio:., and he did not think there was any
better way of getting at the bottom of
the matter and forming a conclusion in
regard to it—seeing that Parliament was
in session, and that any further money
recuired would have to be voted by this
House—than to appoint a Select Commit-
toe It might also be right and proper for
the Select Committee to not only consider
the future, but also examine the past,
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and ascertain how the board had expended .

the £i120,000 that had beer entrusted
toit. He agreed with the mover, that no
one would take this motion as a reflection
on the Metropolitan Waterworks Board,
or upon anything that board had dome.
He ({(the Premier) had one grievance
against the board, the only one that had
come under his notice, and it was that
it had not paid the interest, The board
bhad expended £120,000, which was en-
trusted to it, and also spent the water
rates in providing for the works, but had
neglected to pay the interest due. If
that had been done to any other institu-
tion than the Savings Bank and the
Government, probably the board would
have been in the Supreme Court before
-now, end been compelled to pay. He had
no hesitation in saying that it was most
improper on the part of the board to
expend money on works when that money
did not belong to the board, but belonged
to the public, to the Savings Bank of
the people. Of course the consolidated
revenue was liable for the amount of the
interest due, and it would have to be pro-
vided for out of the consolidated revenue
of the colony, until the board paid it.
He had never heard of a more reckless
or improper proceeding on the part of
any public board, and for that reason he
would be glad indeed for this Committee
to be appointed, so that it might look
into the matter, and see what justifica-
tion the board could find for this conduct.
He felt very strongly about it. The first
thing that a public body, entrusted with
the expenditure of public funds and the
control of a great public enterprise,
should do wae to pay the interest. Tha
interest on the money advanced was low,
being only 4 per cent. Still, the board
had not paid it, and at the present time
the board owed £13,000 to the Govern-
ment—because it was the Government
that would have to provide the interest
payable on deposits placed in the
Savings Bank.

Mer. IuuixaworTH: Who would pay the
compound interest 1

Tue PREMIER: The country, he sup-
posed, unless we got it out of the hoard.
He always liked togive credit to those who
deserved it, and he might say the board
had grappled with the question of sup-
plying the city with waker in a very
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nergetic way, with the result that &
board was able to meet the necessities
the population. He did not agree wi
his friend the hon. member for W
Perth (Mr. Wood) that the water supf
was not satisfactory, for we shou
rather congratulate ourselves on the ft
that we had found rivers of water hu
dreds of feet beneath the city, that wai
being certified as pure, and that we h
it brought to our doors fit for use.
had served us well up to the present, a
would continue to do so for many a dt
He was glad indeed that we had such
supply, because it would save us a et
siderable amount of expenditure in t
iminediate future. As he had said, ti
motion was not meant, as he understoc
to be in any way adverse or antagonis!
to the board. He had no fault to fi
with the board, except with regard to ¢
particular point he had mentioned. Wh
the board had shown a& good deal
energy, he was unable to say whether
had practised as much economy as
might have done, but that was a matt
which the Committee would be able
investigate. The only grievance he h
againat the board was that it d
not carry out ite obligations; and th
was a gerious matter which did not refle
credit on a public body. The Committ
would deal with the future and with t!
past ; therefore he welcomed this motio
believing that nothing but good could 1
sult from it.

Mr. QUINLAN (Toodyay): The 1
marks made with regard to the necessi
for bringing this important question t
fore the notice of the House met wi
his entire approval, and nothing but goi
could result from the inquiry. He mu
enter his modest protest against tl
management and administration of ti
present board.  The chairman was ¢
only competent person on it, and w
the only member who regularly attend
to the duties. In réality, the chalrms
had done the business himself for near
the last twelve months, So far aa tl
other two members were concerned, ]
had only to say that the payment by tl
country to each of them of £150 a ye
at least warranted their attention to tl
business of the hoard, and it was a gro
injustice that the country should have
pay £300 a year to two men who he
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not fulfilled fheir duty. He knew what
the business of directors in companies
was, and that it would not need their
attention beyond about an hour per
week : and surely those to whom he re-
ferred could devote that amount of
time to the dutiea of this board. There
were plenty of men in this city and in
the colony who were bhetter qualified,
who were competent authorities on this
subject, and were willing and able to fill
the positions for £50 a year each. In
regard to the question of the city reticu-
lation, he could not agree with the state-
ment in the report that last summer we
had no comnplaints of want of water. He
really could not imagine how such an
asgertion was made, unless the members
of the board had been bhetter supplied at
their premises than other people. One
had only to go to a two-storeyed house
in the city and ask the ocoupants if
they bad water during the whole of last
summer, to learn that the statcment was
incorrect. As to thequestion wof a new re-
servoir on Mount Eliza, he regarded the
estimated cost as monstrous. Whatever
necessity there might be for better ac-
commodation in that direc..on, the pro-
posal made was sufficient to warrant the
appointment. of & Select Committee. He
knew of a fown in New Zealand where
water was supplied to 9,000 people, pro-
vision being made for supplying double
that number; and there were 24 miles
of mains, the service being laid on
about 12 feet inside each person’s pre-
mises. Yet the whole cost of that sys-
tem did not exceed £30,000, and only
two men were employed, an engineer
and a stoker. Water could be supplied
to any house in that city, and some of
the dwellings were three storeys. He
visited the place, and went up the tower
to see the provisions made. A similar
proposal was made years ago with re-
gard to Perth by Mr. Victor, who was
well known as an able and qualified en-
gineer; but it was not carried out.
What did happen was thdf the Govern-
ment had to pay eventually, for
purchasing an unfair and unjustly
managed scheme carried out by
the consent of the City Coun-
cil. He referred to the .£200,000 paid
for a concern that never cost .£100,000.
Urfortunately, the City Council and ti.
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cvitizens had then to deal with some per-
sons who might be described as unscru-
pulous, for they got the better of the City
Council and the Government, and they
actually obtained £200,000 as the pur-
chase price for a concern which, imme-
diately after the transfer, required such &
lurge reconstruction that new and larger
pipes had to be laid from the main source
of supply. The Waterworks Board was
now asking thot, in order to supply
Subiaco and Leederville, it should be en-
abled to expend £71,130, or a partial re-
ticulation of Subiaco, Leederville, and
Victoria Park at a cost of £30,150; and
the board also proposed to expend
£6,500 on further reticulation in Perth,
£11,500 on a new reservoir at Mount
Eliza {Perth), and £1,500 on a pumping
main from Wellington street. Those
persons in Perth who had to pay rates
and taxes must feel keeply the present
depression, and must recognise the neces-
sity of great economy in the expenditure
of further money on this water supply.
The board bad not, in his opinion, exer-
cised the strict economy which was de-
girable. The chairman was the only com-
petent authority on the board, and he
was not too well paid for the duties he
performed, As to the other members,
he repeated that it was a gross injustice
that they received £150 a year and
dil not carry out their duties. He hoped
the result of this inquiry would be that
the board would be abolished, or be re-
coLstructed, or be placed under the
wmanagement of the present chairman.
So far as the revenue wns concerned, the
numuer of empty tenements in Perth at
present, and the general depression,
should be a warning that the revenue was
likely to be less rather than more during
the ensuing year. He was sorry to eay
this, but the fact wes staring us in the
face, and this was another reason why
some inquiry should be made. He there-
fore supported the motion.

Mz. A. FORREST (Mayor of Perth),
in supporting the motion, said he had o
seat on the board as an honorary mem-
ber, but the little time he was able to
give to the board’s business did not en-
abls him to grasp fully the details of this
large concern. The malhagement must
necessarily be left mainly to the chairman,

¢ whe could devote nearly all his time to it.
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A board of this kind was not absolutely
necessary, and it would be better if the
chairman were placed in charge of the
business, under the control of a Minister
who would be responsible to Parliament.
The other two members of the board
were busy men, and probably could not
devote more time than they did to these
duties, while the amount of fees received
by them was not much; and, of course,
if a man was expected to give close at-
tention to the business of a large concern,
be must be adequately paid for doing so.
Ii the board werereconstructed in the way
he suggested, the Minister would be re-
sponsible to this Houge and to the country,
and the water supply would be managed
in a more gatisfactory manner.  This
inguiry could not but do good, as it would
show whether there had heen extrava-
gance or not; and also show whether it
was necessary that a large expeaditure
should be incurred for incressing the
water supply. Where the funds were to
come frome he could not say, but it was
necessary that the people of Perth should
have o larger supply of water than at pre-
seut. The bore water, which formed a
corsiderable part of the present supply,
was objectionable. The question raised
by the Premier about the payment of in-
terest was a serious one, as the interest
shuuld be provided for before other ex
penditure was undertaken.

Question put and passed.

A ballot having been taken, the follow-
ing members were appointed a Select
Committee: —Mr. George, Mr. Lya!l
Hell, Mr. Quinlan, Hon. H. W. Venn, and
the mover (Mr. Wood) ; the committee to
report in & fortnight.

MOTION: ALLUVIAL DISPUTE AND
COMPENSATION FOR IMPRISON-
MENT.

SBLECT COMMITTEE (PROPOSED),

Mr. VOSPER (North-East Coolgardie)
moved :

That a Select Committee of this House be
aﬁpointed to inquire as to whether certain
alluvial diggers who were imprisoned about
the period of the late alluvial dispute were
illegally or unjustly incarcerated, and to report
whether in the opinion of the committee such
prisoners are entitled to any recompense or
compensation for their detention.

In proposing this motion, he did not de-

gire to make any remarks antagonistic
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either to the Ivanhoe Venture Company,
which has been concerned in the dispute
referred to in the meotion, or to say any-
thing censorious on the action taken by
the Government inregard to that dispute.
His object was to have an inquiry made
by a Select Committee of the House, as
tn whether the men imprisoned for al-
leged contempt of court were justly or
unjustly imprisoned ; and, if it could be
shown that they had been unjustly im-
prisoned, then those men should be
granted that compensation to which they
would in that case be undoubtedly en-
titled. In briefly sketching the history
of this alluvial dispute, he would en-
deavour to avoid controverted questions
ag far as possible. A number of com-
panies had taken up land at the Boulder
and in the neighbourhood of Kalgoorle,
anJ they had been prospecting and work
ing their leases for some considerable
time before the commencement of the al-
luvial dispute, though few discoveries of
& eatisfactory character had been made
before that dispute began. Discoveries
of alluvial gold at considerable depths
were made in the wneighbourhood of
Kanowns, and it was argued, from the
appearance of the country, that similar
discoveries would be made in the neigh-
bourhoed of Bulong and at the Boulder.
With the object of proving whether al-
luvial gold existed there, prospecting
operations were commenced by alluvial
miners on lenses lying to the south-west
of the town of Bulong, and on the
Ivanhoe Venture lease, situated to the
eastward of the Boulder. No doubt the
lessees had to suffer a considerable
amount of inconvenience, if not actual
logs, by the presence of alluvial diggers
on their ground; but it was alao true,
and in this contention he was upheld by
the most eminent legal authorities in the
colony, that these men had a legal right
to enter upon those leases under section
36 of the Goldfields Act, for the purpose
of searching for and carrying away al-
luvial gold. But they were bound by
certain restrictions, which no one pre-
tended had been violated.  True, there
had recently been an attempt to peg out
a certain shaft on the Ivanhoe Venture
leage, but this was subsequent to the dis-
pute; and it was noticeable, as showing
how strictly the men desired to keep
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within their rights, that the peggers-out.

of the sheft were refused the support of
the Alluvial Miners’ Association, and
they finally abandoned the ground. The
managers of the claims concerned were
apparently puzzled as to what course it
wag best to pursue for excluding alluvial
diggers from their leases, and they
adopted the extraordinary method w1
pegging out the four corners of their
ground, and declaring thoze to be tue
boundaries of their lodes, the law provid-
ing that the ealluvial miner could nus
come withing B0 feet of the course of a
lode.  This action, however, did not
deter the alluvial men from working the
leages, and the matter was broughi be-
fore the warden's court. A prodigious
amount of argument and evidence was
heard ; and the warden upheld the action
of the mine managers, and issued injuac-
tions to prevent the men coming wichin
the four corners of the areas pugged out
by the companies. Backed up by legal
advice, the men chose to act in d{eﬁance
of the orders of the warden.

Mg. Moran: They did not act on legal
advice.

Mgr. VOSPER: There was a legal in-
terpretation given to those men of the
terms of section 36 of the Act, and
they were advised that, in spite of the
warden’s decision, they could work inside
the leased areas. The men disobeyed
the warden’s injunctiona; and, when the
cases came before the wardens’ courts
again, the magistrates were asked by
counsel for the diggers to state epecial
cases for the Supreme Court. This they
at first refused to do. They declined to
allow the men that opportunity of appeal
which would bhave gone a long way to-
wards settling the dispute in its ibitial
stage. A special case was refused when
applied for by Mr. Jones and other coun-
sel in Kalgoorlie ; and the same thing oc-

curred in conuection with the Buleng -

dispute. The men were thus denied
their right of appeal, for the old Act
made it optional with the warden whe-
ther he would state a special case or not.
The wardens afterwards devoted the
whole of their energies and authority to
keeping the men off the leases; but the
diggers still worked on in spite of these
decisions. 'The next thing that hap-
pened was the arrest of some of the men.
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In no case did a digger resist arrest—all
they did was to maintain their right to
go on the leases—and the result was that
a pumber of them were committed to
Fremantle gaol.  Of these, some four-
teen or sixteen were from Bulong, and
some half-dozen from the neighbourhood
of the Boulder, They were incarcer-
ated for various periods, from one man+h
to six or seven weeks.

Mg, Moxger: And they never lived
better in their lives.

Mp. VOSPER: Some peoplei might
have a taste Tor gacl accommodation,
but these men were not so far degraded.
This House should try to treat the
matter in u serious spirit, ag this was
not a matter in which frivolous interjec-
tions were justifiable. If these men had
fuffered an injustice, they had suffered
one of the most gross injustices that
could be inflicted on human beings; and
if they had been illegully imprisoned,
they were entitled, in the name of com-
mon justice, to such compensation as
the country could afford to give theun.
He contended that the men had suffered
a grave injustice ; but he would not ask
the House at this stage to endorse his
contemtion, and to say that the wardens
werelwrong and the men were right. He
merely asked that an inquiry should be
made by a Select Committee of the
House, to ascertain the exact position of
affnirs. It was remarkable, in connec-
tion with this contention, that every
case brought for trial at the Supreme
Court had been decided in favour of the
diggers. Judging by the. Supreme Court
decisions, the men were well within their
rights from the beginning ; and, even at
the commencement of the dispute, there
were not lacking evidences to show that
they were right. Their solicitors advised
them to take the course which they
adopted. A well-known solicitor on the
goldfields, a gentleman deservedly re-
spected in his profeasion, and who had
been frequently employed by the Crown
in criminal cases, had written him =&
private letter fully bearing out that con-
tention. Whatever injury the Ivanhoe
Venture Svndicate had suffered in re-
spect of this dispute would appear to be
due rather to the neglect of the manage-
ment to take advantage of the vrovi-
sions of the law, than to any fault in the
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law or in its administration. The law
was explicit, and provided a remedy for
the difhculties of the company, of which
the management did not avail itself.
The directors either knew, or did not
know, that their lesse contained alluvial
gold. If they did know of if, then see-
tion 33 of the Goldfields Act provided
that, in such cases, the Minister could
grant a lease for alluvial purposes.

Me. Morax: They did not knmow of
the existence of the alluvial.

Mg. VOSPER: On that subject he
had come provided with the best evidence
obtainable—that of the Government
geologist of this colony ; and the Govern-
went geologist of New South Wales, one
of the foremost scientiste in Austraua,
who fully confirmed the opinion of our
own local suthority. In section 33 of the
Act, an immense power was given to
the Minister, who was the officer ap-
pointed to interpret the Act for all
administrative purposes, and who, if ap-
plied to, could have granted the syndi-
caute an alluvial lease for their ground.
And not only did section 36 of the Act
allow then. to preserve intact from the
encroachments of the digger an area of
59 feet on each side of any lode or reef
running through their property, but
regulations 43 and 44 provided for the
reservation of a machine site of five
ncres, on which digging could not be
carried on. In addition, they were en-
titled, by regulation 46, to apply for a
tailings area of another five acres. Thus
the syndicate could, before the dispute
arose, have taken up something like 14
acres out of the 24 of which thesr ground
conaisted, leaving only ten acres to be
worked by the alluvial digger, or they
could have applied for and obtained an
alluvial lease. Probably it was because
ihey did not suspect the existence of
alluvial that it did not occur to them
to take such precautions. The alluvial
men were supported during the dispute,
not only by legal advice, but also wy
gscientific evidence. Take, fift of all,
what the Government geologist said at
the Kalgoorlie warden’s court.  There
Mr. Giot Maitland declared that some
of the ground in the Ivanhoe Venture
claim consisted of alluvial to a depth of
116 feet, and that there waa no trace of
a lode formation at that depth.
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Me. Morax: The lode was below
that,
Mr. VOSPER: Mr. Gibb Maitland

explained that alluvial might be super-
imposed on a reef or lode formation, but
that a reef or lode formation could not
exist through alluvial. And, according
te the Government geologist, while there
was nothing to show that a lode or a
reefl existed on this property, there was,
on the contrary, every evidence that
alluvial existed there. The Act author-
ised these men to go upon certain ground
to search for alluvial; and, being in-
formed on the high scientific authority
of the Government geologist that it was
alluvial, and came within the scone of
section 36, they were perfectly justified
in asserting that they were searching for
alluvial in accordance with the Act.
Similar evidence was given at Bulong.
The evidence adduced by the Govern-
ment geologist was totally disregarded
by the bonrd. Since that time the view
of the Government geologist had Deen
confirmed by Mr. Pittman, who was here
on a visit, and gave much attention to
what took place on the fields. It was
not his (Mr. Vosper's) business to cen-
sure or say a word abouk the Ivanhoe
Venture pecple or their doings, but it
was sufficient to show that in the opinion
of competent persons there was alluvial
on those leases, and that the law pro-
vided that miners might go there and
search for alluvial. Mr. Pittman was
asked: —

In the course of your inspection of the
mines here, I suppose you have come across a
good many cement deposits?—VYes,

In your opinion, should cement be classed
a3 alluvial’7—I may state that that was one
of the points I looked forward to investigate with
some curiosity, because I had seen specimens
of cement in Sydney from the 25-Mile, and be-
lieved that they were sedimentary rocks or
desert sandstone; but I must admit that, hav-
ing since inspected the deposit, I was wrong.
I was led to a wrong conclugion by the small
hand specimens. There is now no doubt in
my mind that it is an alluvial deposit,

This evidence bore out what Mr. Mait-
land said, and also indicated that the
men were justified in thinking, even if
they were wrong in their opinion, that
they were quite within their rights in ec-
{ering upon this ground to search forallu
vial. Had the resolution recently passed
by this House taken a wider scope, by
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providing for an inquiry into both sides
of the question as to whether any per-
son or persons suffered injury, he would
not now be delivering this speech. He
would bave supported such a motion
heartily ; but the resolution actually
passed was a great deal too narrow for
his purpose, snd consequently he was
obliged to come before the Houee and
ask it now to appoint s separate com-
mittee. If it were necessary to merely
enlarge the {unctions of the present
committee, so that they might carry out
this work, he would have no objection ;
but he did not move in that direction,
for the reason that while he had no per-
sonal objection to the committee, he
thought it possible that the House might
look on this as a separate question and
nmight desire a separate committee. He
was not present when the member for

York (Mr. Monger) moved for an in-
quiry ; otherwise he would probably
have asked him to accept an amend-

went to widen its scope. The oppor-
tupity for that was now past; conse-
quently he had no course open to him
but to ask for this inquiry. The House
should seriously consider, in the interests
of justice, whether this inquiry was not
necessary. A pgood deal of harm had
been dome and ill-feeling provoked by the
imprisonment of thiose miners; and if
it should be found That they had been
treated unjustly and had a grievance
agninst the Government, then the
Government would, he thought, say that
those miners should be fairly. compen-
sated. If, on the other hand, this was
not proved, then we would dispose of the
question, and it could not afterwards be
raised against the Government or the
House that there was a refusal to do
justice,

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest): The hon. member asked this
House to appoint a committee to inquire
whether certain alluvial diggers, who
were imprisoned during the period of tlie
late alluvial dispute, were illegally or
unjustly incarcerated, and he desired
that, if they had been, they should be
compensated. He (the Premier) re-
gretted that the hon. member had
brought forward this motion. It seemed
to him that the usual procedure, in cases
where individuals with grievances had a
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desire to approach Parliament, was to
present a petition, as they had an up-
doubtéd right to do.

Mr. VoseER: A man could not peti-
tion for an advance of money,

Tue PREMIER: A man could petition
to ask the House to do what he thought
was right ; but in this matter the hon.
uiember was faking up a case and ask-
ing the House to start an nquiry and to
gather evidence, whilgt the persons who
were said to be injured had not them-
velves approached Parliament. That ap-
peared to be a procedure which showd
not be encouraged. If this House was
to inquire into every prievance that oc-
curred in the colony, and appoint s
select comrnitteein regard toit, we would
have a good deal to do. There was an
order of the court made in regard to
this matter, and these miners delibe-
rately disobeyed that order, He
tovk it that the legal members
in the House would say that the
order of a properly constituted court

was good and binding upon per-
gons until the order was properly set
aside. It was open to these men, as to

every other person who was convicted,
to at any rate appeal to a higher tribu-
nal ; but what did these men do1
Instead of obeying the order of the war-
den’s court until it was set aside by a
higher tribundl, they deliberately dis-
obeyed it and treated it with contempt.
The Hon. ‘member admitted that they
deliberately disobeyed the order and
took the law into their own hands, con-
sidering the order baa and paying no
heed to it.

Mg. Vosrer: The Supreme Court said
the views of the men were right.

Tue PREMIER: Yes; afterwards
The ordinary course for law-abiding
citizens was to endeavour to get a deci-
ston set aside, and not to flout it. Where
would law and order in this country be,
if every person was to take the law into
his own hands, and because he did not
agree with the order of a judge or magis-
trate, trent that order with contempt,
a5 waste paper, defying the law? He (the
Premier) told the men at Ealgoorlie, to
their faces, that they had defied the law
aa propounded by the warden, and that
thiy ought to obev it till it was set aside.
A5 to the rights of these persons to go
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upor the Ivanhoe Venture Company’s
preperty, he desired to say a word upon a
pumnt which had not been taken before,
b.16 which seemed to him to be of great
Liuportance. The procedure laid down
under section 36 of the Act, and also
under the 103rd clause of the Regu-
tions, was that anyone desiring to enter
upon land in search of alluvial had te
give notice to the lessee ; that within 48
hours after the notice, the lessee had to
mark off his reef; and then that the
miner—no one else—was entitled to go
within 50ft. of the reef and search for
alluvial. Did the hon. member assert
thut these men went through that pro-
cedure?

Mr. Vosrer: The men at Bulong did.

Tuz PREMIER: Every one?

Mr. VosrEr: Yes; he thought so.

Tue +EMIER: We knew there was
a rush at the Ivanhoe Venture. The men
did not go to the warden at all, but
they invaded the place, and never gave 48
hours’ notice to do so. They took nene
of the steps necessary under the 103rd
clauge of the Regulations. The object of
these persons was lawlessness, and they
treated with contempt the judicial autho-
rities of the colony. He was acquainted
with the facts of the case.

Mr. Voueper: Why was not that evi-
d:nce orought out at the Supreme Courti

The PREMIER: The question there
w s whether these miners had a right to
go upon the lease; and the Supreme
Court decided that an alluvial miner, fol-
lowing the procedure of the Acts and
Regulations, had such right. Would any
one say that the persons who invaded
that lease took the precautions which
were gpecified? We knew very well that
thay did not. As soon as one man was
arrested for disobeying the order of the
enurt, another jumped inte his place.
Had each man adopted the proper pro-
cedure, he would have given 48 hours’
nitice to the lessee that he intended to
go on the lease and work it for alluvial,
Those men defied the law and regulations.
We all regretted this unhappy trouble,
but it was fanned by persons who were
desirous of clinching home, as far as
thoy could, their right to enter upon
alluvial ground wherever they could find
it, whether in accordance with the regu-
lations and the decision of the warden
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or not, There was an alluvial associa-
tion up there which took this matter 'n
hand, arranging it all, and making
heroes of those who were brave enough,
when they said it, to defy the law as laid
down by the courts. He (the Premier)
believed he told them by letter, and at
any rate did so orally, not to go o
prison to please any of those people. He
advised them to obey the law, and that
if they were not satisfied with the inter-
pretation of it as propounded by the
warden, to appeal to a higher tribunal
and have the matter settled. He told
them that. as far as he was concerned,
he would give them every facility to have
an appeal heard, and irformed them that
the Government had no power to inter-
fere with the magistrates We heard in
this House on Tuesday night that the
Government had no right to interfere
with the wardens’ judicial acts. What
right had any Government to interfere
with the action of a magistrate sitting
judicially, except by the exercise of the
royal prerogative!  This motion of the
hon. member was altogether unusual. The
proper mode of procedure, if anyone had
a grievance, was by personal application
on petition; and if, on the hearing of
the petition, the petitioner, whether he
was one of these persons who were im
carcerated or any other person, made out
a case which, on the face of it, showed
be had been unjustly treated, then this
House would never refuse to listen to
what the petitioner had to say. But in
this case, could any senaible person
assert. that the men were blameless? The
order of the court was made, prohibiting
them from going on this lease, and that
order should have been obeyed until it
wae sef agidee There were weans pro-
vided in the Act for setting aside a judi-
cial decision ; but, instead of adopting
those means, these persons entered upon
the lease and defied the order. The con-
gequence was that some of them were
gent to prison. He very much regretted
that they should have been sent to
prison. They ought to have had more
sense. Their duty was to uphold the
administration of justice, which was as
much in their interest as that of anyone
else in this country. It had happened,
and perhaps it would happen again, that
these very persons would have to shelcer
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themselves under the orders of the
legally oonstituted courts of the country ;
and would they then say to other per-
sons who disobeved the c¢ourts and
treated their orders with contempt, that
they were justified in the action they
took! It waw a two-edged sword, this
disobeying the orders of a legally consti-
tuted tribunal; and such disobedience
might act in a way they might not antici-
pate. There was only one plain duty for
us, whether as legislators or as citizens,
and that was to obey the orders of the
legally constituted courts, until those
orders were legally and properly et
aside. Therefore, he could not support
the motion; and though he had not
spoken to nny member of the House on
the subject, he hoped that members
generally would support the Govermment
in resisting this motion. If the hon.
member pressed it to a vote, he (the
Premier) hoped ihat members would
assist the Government in upholding in
this eountry a proper respect for the law,
whether it was administered in the
Supreme Court or administered on a
goldfield; the essential question being
whether the order of a properly constitu:
ted court should be obeyed, until that
order was properly and legally set
aside.

Mg. VOSPER (in reply): In apite of the
advice of the right hon, gentleman, he
intended to press this motion to a vote,
if necessary.  All he asked was that a
committed should be appeinted to in-
quire and report whether an injustice
had been committed ; and members
the legal profession generally would ad-
mit that an illegal order from a court
was no more worthy of respect and obedi
ence than an order given by any other
person. He had known persons who had
resisted an illegal distraint by a bailiff,
and had aleo known men who had re-
sigted illegnl arresk and incarceration :
and these men had been upheld by the
courts in so doing.

Tur Arroavey General: That would
not be acting with the authority of the
courk.

Mgr. VOSPER: The contention on be.
half of the men was that the order which
+*hey were refusing to obey was not that of
a person acting legally, but was the
order of a warden acting outside of his
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powers ; and when a man was acting ‘n
pursuance of delegated authority, and
weint outside the limits of that authority,
his action became at once null and voud.
The contention of the diggers was thai
the warden exceeded the bounds of ihe
authority delegated to him by the terus
of the Act, and as soon as he did so his
action became practically null and void.
That was the view of the diggers, and
which their legal advisers took also, and
that had been the contention all through,
as to whether regulation 103 had been
prcperly made. He knew that in every
case brought before a higher court, it wns
shown that the conditions had been fully
complied with by the diggers. Mo,
Monorehead, in arguing the case in court,
made that point perfectly clear.

Mg. Morax: He was the solicitor for
the other side.

Mr. VOSPER: Well, the result of the
argument was that the whole of the ques-
tions raised before the judge were decided
in favour of the diggers; and it was pecu-
liar that in every case that had been be-
fore the Supreme Court, there had not
been any attempt made to show that the
diggers failed to comply with the condi-
tions of regulation 103,

Tue Preser: That point never caine
before the court.

Mr. VOSPER: When the cases were
being tried in Kalgoorlie, no one pointed
out a single ingtance in which the men
did pot comply with the regulation ; and
in fact an association was formed for the
purpose of insuring that the men should
comply with all the formalities which the
law required. The only point was as to
whether or not the warden’s injunctions
werg good legal documents or were so
much waste paper, and that was the
point he wanted to have investigated by
a Select Committee. He wanted it to
be ascertained and shown whether the
men, in Being imprisoned for disobeyinz
the warden’s injunctions, had acted
rightly or wrongly; and if the Commi:-
tee found that the warden had been
wrong in issuing those injunctions, then
it became a moral obligation that the
men who had wrongly suffered imprison-
ment ehould be compensated. As to the
men not having applied to this House in
the form of a petition, that was probably

_an oversight; and he would point ot
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that when the Ivanhoe Ventwre Com-
pany had their claim placed before this
House, a few days ago, in the form of a
motion for inquiry by a Select Commit-
tee, their case was not presented in the
form of a petition. He had not opposzed
the motion in that matter because he felt
that, when persona believed they had
been subjected to loss through some im-
proper action taken by the Government,
it was desirable their claim should be in-
vestigated. That was all he msked in
the case of these diggers, and it was only
justice that their claim should be inves-
tigated in the same way. These men
had been ill-treated to an almost infam-
ous extent, because the interpretation of
the law by the warden had been incor-
rect from the very begioning. The
tendency of this discussion had shown
that, even if there was no actual injus-
tice, there was a grave suspicion of in-
justice, and therefore it became the duty
of this House to inquire how far this sus
picion was well founded. 1If, when this
motion was put, the voices were against
him, he would ask for a division ; and he
earneatly appealed to members to bear
in mind that he was not asking this
Houge or the Government to take any
particular couree of action, or to pay any
compensation, or te censure the Govern-
ment, but was asking only that a Select
Committee should be appointed to ascer-

‘tain whether or not injustice had bheen

done to these men.

Mz, ILLINGWORTH (Central Mw
chigon) : The motion was not asking us
to support any lawless action, and the
mere suggestion of supporung lawless-
ness would be rejected by this House.
I the Government started by making
regulations which were diametrically op-
posed to an Act of Parliament, and if
difficulties arose in consequence of that
wrong action, and certain ersons suf-
fered in the commotion which ensued,
then it was right and proper that this
House should appoint a committee to in-
vestigate the circumstances, and te as-
certain whether the persons who had suf-
fered wrong were entitled to compensa-
tion. If it was found in the inquiry that
certain persons had suffered on behalf
of the whole community, and that
injustice had been done to them, then
the Committee could report as to the
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wrong which had been done. It should
not go forth that, through an accidental
breach of the law, certain persons had
sutfered injury, and yet that their claim
for compensation would not be inquired
.nt- by this House. This motior wasto ap-
point & Committee for inveatigating whe-
ther the men who were sent to gaol did
actually suffer a wrong which they ought
not to have been subjected to; and if it
could be shown that they had been sub-
jected to such wrong, then it was within
the province of this House to compeusate
them for the wrong so suffered. He did
not see how any hon. member could pus-
gibly vote against a metion of this kind.
If the Committee, after due investigation,
reported that these men had not suffered
wrong, the matter would end. If it
were a question whether these men
should or should not obey the order of
a court of law, whether the order were
rizht or wrong, he would be with the Pre-
mier on that question.

Tae Premier: These men defied the
order, and treated it with contempt.
They tore it up and burnt it.

Mr, ILLINGWORTH: Granted that
they defied the order, if it were shown by
the investigation that these men were .
the cause of their own suffering, then
this House would have settled for alt
time a very difficult problem, and & preat
feeling of unrest would be removed from
the public mind. If it were only to set-
tle the question ag to whether these men
were in the wrong, it would be worth
while to appoint s Select Committee.

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
W. Pennefather): The member for Cen-
tr1l Murchison (Mr. Illingworth) had gone
quite heside the question before the
House. On the constitutional aspect of
the case, there could be no twe opinions.
In every civilised country, if the right of
an individual to vrolection for his person
and property had been infringed by any
guperior foree, which it was the duty of
the Government to quell, such a person
hud a perfect right to demand from Par-
lirment, altogether apart from any court
nf justice, some eompensation for injuries
he had received. But the contention of
the member for North-East Coolrardie
{M=. Vosper) was a different one, for he
frankly and lucidly stated that the men
wh) had been committed to prison were
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sent there by a warden whose order they
huw! flouted. These men were sent to
gaol becnuse they, believing that the
ordar was wrong, openly flouted it.

Mg. Voseer: Their belief has since
been eonfirmed by the Supreme Court.

Tne ATTORNEY GENERAL: Admit-
ting that, ten thousand times over, yet
what state of society would we have in
ihir country if it lay in the mouti of
every disappointed litigant against whem
an order of the court had been made, to
s “I will not obey your order: I take
upen myself the responsibility of flouting
it.” Why, the police force would have to
¢ increased a bundred-fold to cope with
the state of things which would then
obtain. Of what use would laws be then?
Laws were civilised means of avoiding
the use of force. If people would mot
chey the law, then the law must be
forcibly carried out. In this case certain
1vn believed they had the right to go on
ceriain leases, and the case was heard
before a warden’s court. The magistrate,
rightly or wrongly, made an order telling
themn what his opinion was. It then be-
came the men’s duty to obey that order;
and afterwards, if they had reason to
believe that the decision was wrong, it
wns their right and duty to appeal against
it.

Mr. Vosper: They wers refused an
vpportunity of appealing.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL : Whether
they were refused that opportunity was
not the point.  Perhaps they did not
avail themselves of the proper procedure,
if it existed ; but even if it did not exist,
that did not justify a defiance of the law.

Mg, VospER said he was not justilying
the men’s action in that respect.

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL: But it
wns common talk throughout the length
and breadth of the country that these
men went to gaol because they would not
obey the order of the court. That was
admitted. Then what was the use of
arguing sbout anything else! Were they
justified in taking up that position?
Clearly not. If such things wére al-
lowed, there would be an end of all law
in the community.

Mr. WALLACE (Yalgoo): Having
wntched the whofe of the proceedings in
these cases, he had come to the cdonclu-
sion that these mef were gent to prison,
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not for committing & breach of the min-
ing law, but for contempt of court; and
therefore he could not suppdri the
motion. The action of the Government
in this case was to be commended. Hon,
members were here as legielators for the
purpase of making laws; and, if we
were going to allow sentimental con-
giderations to prevent the enforcement
of these laws, we had better do away with
lawa altogether. He would vote againet
the motion.

Mgr, EWING (Swan): The few words
he had to eay on this question would, he
hoped, be taken as uttered on the as-
sumption that the warden, in giving his
decision in the court at Kalgoorlie, was
wrong ; that he exceeded his jurisdic-
tion when he made the order against the
alluvial diggers. The second point was,
for what offence were the men im-
prisoned? Were they imprisoned for dis-
obeying an unlawful order of the war-
den, or for something else? The warden
made an order which he (Mr. Ewing) be-
ligved to be wrong; and he so advised
the men at the time. He advised them
that the order was wlira vwres; but he
nt the same time knew, as a lawyer,
that the men had a right of appeal tothe
Supreme Court, and he advised them
that their proper procedure was to ap-
peal accordingly. Moreover, when those
men were in prison, they had still the
right of appeal. Any morning they
liked they could have applied to a judge
in charbers through an affidavit, and
could have shown him that they were
unlawfully imprigoned; and, had they
taken that course, they would have
been released forthwith. But, mnstead
of bringing the machinery of the law
to bear for their protestion, what did
they do? They tore up the injunction of
the court and set & at defiance; and
hon. members, as legislators, would be
falling far short of their duty if they
did not asert the dignity of the law, and
stand by its administration. It wasnat
a question of whether the regulation was
lawful or unlawful, but of whether the
laws of the community were to be zet at
defiance with impunity. The member
for Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth)
had teken up an untenable position. A
person who had been falsely imprisoned
could not get damages from the man
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who had imprisoned him, unless he could
prove that it was done with malice. The
hon. member had contended that the
Government should, in thie respect, be
in the same position as a private indi-
vidual; and so they were. If it could
be shown that the Government had not
acted maliciously, damages would not
lie against them any more thamagainst
n private person. If the principle em-
Lodied in the motion were once admitted,
every man who had been imprisoned and
ultimately acquitted might demand that
a commission should be appointed to in-
quire as to whether he wag entitled to
compensation for the injury he had sus-
tained. This would be a very dangerous
precedent, and therefore the motion
should be opposed. Secondly, hewould
cppose it because it was the bounden
duty of hon. members to see that the
orders of courts of justice were treated
with proper respect, even if they were
nfterwards set aside by superior courts.

Mr. LEAKE (Albany): While agreeing
in a great measure with the observations
of the last speaker, he would ask hon.
members to look at the wording of the
motion.

Tae Premipr: That must be taken in
conjunction with the speech of the mover.

Mr. LEAEE: Yes; but it was impos-
sible to overlook the fact that the House
had previcusly been asked to deal with
what was really the other side of this
question, by a motion brought forward
by the member for York (Mr. Monger)
on the 27th July, when he moved for a
Select Committee to inquire into the cir-
cumstances of the alleged hardships of
the Ivanhoe Venture Gold Mining Comn-
pany. There were the Ivanhoe Venture
on the one hand, and the alluvial miners
on the other., Without debate, the
House had granted an inquiry into the
company’s view of the question; and this
motion now asked for a similar Com-
mittee to inquire into the alluvial men’s
grievances. The hon. member (Mr.
Vosper) would probably bear him out
in saying that, had it not been for the
first motion, probably the second would
never have been heard of.

Mr. Vosper: Probably not.

Mr. LEAKE: Further, law on this
case was based on section 36 of the
present Act, which authorised the alluvinl
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miner to go on a leasehold and seek for
alluvial gold. A proviso made it incum-
bent upon the lessee to mark out the line
of reef on his property within 8 hours
after receipt of a notice calling upon him
to do eo.  What was done by the lessee!
Upon receipt of notice from the alluvial
men, instead of marking out the line of
reef, the lessee practically marked out
the whiple of the leasehold, and said,
“That is my reef, that is my lode, and you
must not come within my boundaries at
all” Therefore ‘the next alluvial men
who entered upon the lease, if they did
not give notice, might well be excused for
not doing se by the arbitrary action which
the lessee had taken in the first instance,

THE PrEsmigr: Certainly not.

Mr. LEAKE : Perhaps their action was
not right in law; but, in common fair-
ness, it was surely reasonable. It must
alsc be remembered that all the trouble
arose from what was known as the 10-
feet regulation.

THE PREMIER:
Venture lease.

Mg, Vosper: It did at Bulong.

Mr. LEAKE: In the month of April,
the Government modified that regulation
by providing that the alluvial man, if he
did enter upon & lease, must not unneces-
sarily interfere with the lessee. Then
there happened what was known asz the
Kalgoorlie riot, and finally came the re-
peal of the offending regulation. That was
an extraordinary series of events ; and, in
view of the fact that the whole affair was,
at the time, a burning question, the
House should hesitate now before refus-
ing to grant the inquiry asked for. What
the result of that inquiry might be he did
not know ; and possibly, when the Com-
mittee’s report was presented, he would
be entirely in accord with the member
for the Swan (Mr. Ewing) and would say
that, in the circumstances, no compensa-
tion should be paid. But that was not
the question at the present moment.
The question was, should the House deny
that measure of inquiry which this motion
sought to afford? The member for York
had agked for an inquiry into the alleged
hardships of the Ivanhoe Company ; and
surely the motion before the House did
not go much further, when it asked for a
similar Committee to inquire whether
the decrees of the courts were illegal, and

Not at the Ivanhoe
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whether the men had been unjustly im-
prisoned and were entitled to compensa-
tion.

ToHE PreEMIER:
order of the court.

Mr. LEAKE: Certainly, they should
have attacked that order in the proper
constitutional way in the Supreme Court ;
but it afterwards turned out that the
order was improperly made. These
working men did not approach the ques-
tion from the point of view of hon. mem-
bers, who had perhaps & full knowledge
of all the legal refinements bearing upon
it. They saw from the start that they
were improperly treated, and they main-
tained that such improper treatment had
continued to the end. There could be
no objection to the appointment of a
Select Committee ; but, when it came to
eonsidering the Committee’s report, the
matter might then present itself in a dif-
ferent light.

They disobeyed the

At 6.30 p.m. the Sppaker left the chair.
At 7.30 the SrBAKER resumed the chair.

Me. HALL (Perth): In view of the
statement of the member for North-East
Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper), that he ir
tended to preks for a division, a silent
vote wns not desirable. A comparison
had been drawn between the moiion in-
treduced by the member for York (.
Monger} and the one now submitted by
the member for North-East Coolgardie.
It must be apparent to everyome .hat
there was no analogy between the two;
for the Ivanhoe Venture Company did
not set the law at defiance, and these
men did. The gist of'the matter was
that these diggers wilfully and deliber-
ately broke the law,

Mgr. Vosrer: Including the warden.

Mr. HALL: They might have been
unlawfully imprisoned, but that did not
alter the fnct that they defied the order
and broke thei law. It had been pointed
out by several members that these men
had their remedy at the time, but they
would not take it. No; they prefetred
to remain in prison and pose as martyrs.
If we agreed to the appointment of this
Select Committee, we would be offering
a prédmium for men in the future to set
the law at defiance, and the ocutcome of
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it would be much trouble. It was un-
desirable that the House, consisting of
law-makers, should in any way aid and
abet law-breakers, and thereby bekcome
law-breakers themselves. @ We should
make it clear, not only to the member
for North-Fast Coolgardie, but to tha
people generally, that this House would
not in any way aid and abet law-breakers.
The solicitor to these men told them at
the time that they had broken the law.
He said practically, “I could have
assisted you, but now you have taken the
law into your own hands, 1 throw up my
brief.”

Mg. Vosper: Nothing of the kind.

Mr. HALL: The lawyer was, he be-
lieved, Mr. Jones.

Mgr. Vosper: Mr.
up his brief.

"Mz, HALL: When these men broke
the law, Mr. Jones declared that he
wauld act for them no longer, simply on
the ground that they had broken the law.

Mr. MONGER (York): The motion of
the member for North-East Coolgardie
emanated from one which he (Mr
Monger) bhrought under the notice of
this Housei nbout a fortnight ago, and
which hon. members were good enough
to carry. The Select Commitiee ap-
pointed on that occasion had the privilege
of inquiring into the alleged hardships
inflicted on a certain mining company.
Nothing more. There wns no power
given o that Committee to say that
compensation was due to that company
for alleged hardships or otherwise. The
motion now before the Housel asked for
a Committee to be appointed with power
to grant or to state the amount of com-
pensation which certain persons should
be entitled to owing to illegal imprison-
ment.

Mr. Vosrer: It was to inquire into
the question of whether compensation
was deserved.

Mr. MONGER : Owing to their illegal
imprisonment. He did not wish person-
ally to say anything against the gentle-
men who were unfortunate enough to
get into the hands of the law; but, as
far as he had been able to judge, they
had not been ag well off for many monuns
previously as they were in the felw days
or weeks during which they were im-
prisoned,

Jones never threw
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MR. Vospar: Send them all there.
That was the best thing to do with them,

Mr. MONGER: A lot of them would
ke very glad to get there.  He did not
wish to go into the facts or the argu-
ments in favour of or against the Ivanhoe
Venture Company. He could only =ay
that every possible inquiry would be
made, and he believed that when the re-
pori of thé Select Committee was brought
up the member for North-East Cool-
gordie would be of opinion that there
was little or no occasion for the inquiry
nov proposed.

Mr. KENNY (North Murchisen): The
motion of the member for North-
East Coolgardie had been received on the
Government side in a manner which
rather surprised him He had exz-
pected that the leader of the Government,
taking a lesgon from the past, would, when
such questions as these were discussed,
hoeve come to the conclusion that possibly
a httle discretion would show the better
part of valour. A great deal had been
said on matters which were in no way
cortected with the question before the
House. Only a few days ago, a motion
proposed by the member for York for a
Select Committee was carried, the House
acting genercusly in the matter, believ-
iny the appointment of & committee could
do no harm. For the life of him, he
could not see where the difference came
in.  Who had more right to table a
motion and to expect favourable consi-
deration from this House than the mem-
ber who renresented the diggers who suf-
fered, or alleged that they suffered?
Both motions were on all-fours, and he

could not understand how certain
members could justify the one ap-
plication and  reject the  other.
He thad hoped that the House

would receive this motion without any
discussion, for the simple reason that it
wculd have been well for the House and
the country to let sleeping dogs lie, and
to refer as little ag possible to what ocour-
red on the fields at Kalgoorlie a few
months ago. The less that such subjects
were discussed, either in the House or
outside of it, the better for the commu-
pity. Although members might not see
eve-to-eye with the member for North
East Coolgardie regarding this motion, a
little generosity might have been dis-
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played towards him and the benefit
of the doubt, if a doubt existed, be
given to him. Every free-born citizen ir
Western Australia had a right to appea!
to the tribunal of the people. One grea!

| charge brought against the alluvial mer

was that they flouted the law. If they dic
so, they were wrong; but he must alsc
asgert that, if they did err, they erred in
very good company. The Government
should remember that, while they were
accusing the alluvial men at Kalgoorlie
of flouting the law, the Government had
flouted public opinion, the opinion of the
Press and the people of Western. Austra-
lin. Week after week lawful appeals
were made to the Government:; but he
could not forget the reply received to the
representations made by 19 persons, mem-
bers of Parliament and others, whe ap-
peared in the Acting-Premier’s office armed
with resolutions calmly considered, and
introduced in a deliberate and respectful
way. Probably not even the strongest on-
ponent of the alluvial miner in this
Chamber would say there was one mem-
ber on that deputation who could be
branded as a supporter of lawlesspess
No one regretted more than he (Mr.
Kenny) the unfortunate occurrences
which took place on the pgoldfields inp
connection with the alluvial question :
but he regretted satill more deeply that
there was a Government in power whick
endeavoured to justify such unwarrant-
able interference with the rights of al-
luvial miners. The Government and the
Acting Premier at the fime were fully
aware that clause 103 was wlira vires,
that it was dinmetrically opposed to the
gpirit and the law of the Gold Mining
Act; yet they allowed that clouse to re-
main in force for some weeks nfter the
trouble began, and it was through their
neglect in not withdrawing it that the
trouble became so serious as it did..
That was an error which he regarded as
being woree than a crime. The Premier
hnd remsrked that the order of the court
was good until set aside. Probably the
Premier was right, from his standpoinit :
but he (Mr. Kenny) maintained that
what was morally wrong could not be
legally right, and there was no doubt
that clause 103 of the regulations was
morally wrong. Tt was condemned
throughout the length and breadth of the



Alluvial Dispute.

colony, and was condemned even .by
Government supporters, and subse-
quently the Government admitted that
the clause was wrong. If that were not
80, why were those miners liberated
from grol, after having been sent there
for disobeying that clause? He had yet
to learn that a warden, or an Acting
Premier, or s Minister of Mines, was jus-
tified in framing a regulation and giving
to it the force of law, when that regula-
tion was admitted to be bad and vicious.
Two motions had been placed before this
House, the one on behalf of a syndicate
agking for their alleged loss to be in-
quired into; and the other - motion
brought forward by a representative of
working miners ; asking thatthe claim of
those miners to be compensated for
wrongful imprigonment should be in-
quired into in the same way.

Me. Moxeezr: Those motions were
worded in very differeint language.

Mr. KENNY : Probably that wus so;
but the effect was the same; and he
looked to the apirit of the motion, and
not to the mere letter of it. What was
sauce for the syndicate goose was sauce
also for the dry-blowing pander.

Motion put, and negatived on the
voices. Mr. Vosper having called for a
division, it was taken with the following
result: — :

Ayes . 4
Noes ... 20
Majority against . 16
Ayes. Noes.
Mr. Leake Sir John Forrest
M. Vosper Mr. Pennefather
Mr. Dlingworth Mr. A, Forrest
Mr. Eenny Mr. Lefroy
{Teller} Mr. Locke
Mr. Higham
Mr. George
Mr. Holmes
Mr. Hasgell
Mr. Bolomon
Mr. Wallace
Mr. Monger
Mr. Piesze
Hon. H. W. Venn
Mr. Hall
Mr. Wood

Mr. Eingamill

Mr. Conolly

Mr. Ewing

My, Wilson (Teller)

Motion thus negatived.

[10 Avgysr, 1898.]

Government Contracts. 899

MOTION: GOVERNMENT CONTRACIS
AND MINIMUM WAGE,

Mg. VOSPER (North-East Coolgardie)
moved : —

That, in the opinion of this House, it is de-
sirable that in all Government contracts, and
upon all public works, a minimum rate of
wages shall bo established, which shall be not
less than the standard rate ruling in the dis
trict where such works or contracts are being
carried on.

In submitting this motion, he was ac-
tuatedl by somewhat mixed motives.
Firstly, in various parts of the colony
it had been the practice of certain con-
tractors for the execution of public
works to make use of their contract as
a means of reducing the wages paid to
those whom they employed, and in this
way lowering the standard rate of wages
paid in the locality, especially on the
goldfields ; this being dene on the plea
that what thed particular contractor
offered was the rate paid in Perth or
Fremantle. On the poldfields, where
public buildinge and other works were
being carried out by the Government
under the contract system, men had been
imnported. from Perth and Fremantle to
do the work for the contractors, and had
been paid at ratels of wages current ip
Perth and Fremantle. But there was
this difference. that what might be a
living wage in Perth or Fremantle, and
perhaps satisfying men in thosd places,
was not sufficient as a living wage for
men employed on such work on pgold-
fields. The resul: had been that two
or three strikes occurred in connection
with public worke on the goldfields; and
though these had, up to the present,
been on a minor scale, and not serious,
vet some delay in the execution of public
works had resulted, and there might .e
the further effect of causing the con-
ractors to apply to the Government for
an extension of time for completing
their contracts. In acase at Kalgoorlie,
delay had already occurred, which was
detrimental to the public interest, par-
ticularly in regard to a contract for the
erection of the warden’s court; and as
this building was badly required at lal-
goorlie, the tendency must bel to cause
inconvenience to the public. It should
be considered. also, that in t+he near
future the Government would be under-
taking a gigantic work on the goldfields ;
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and he understood it was the intention
of the Works Department to let that
work by contract, for execution in sec-
tions. If any delay took place in con-
nection with that great work, it could
not be otherwise than detrimental to the
goldfields. and injurious to the colony
generally. One of the obiections which
gome peopleé had to public works being
carried out by contract was that the
contract was made an instrument for
depressing the position of the wage-
enrner.

Mr. George: Nothing of the sort.

Mer. VOSPER: In some cases it was
§0.
Mr. GEoRGE: Why, there was sweating
in the printing trade.

Tre PreEyier: The practice of con-
tractors was to give the highest wages
in the colony

Mn. VOSPER: As to sweating in the
printing trade, the most of that would
apply to the Government Printing Office,
g0 far as the evidence went. The reason
whiy a person sometimes objected to the
execution of public works by contract was
that the contracter who took a job at the
lowest price, being unable to make a legi-
timate profit, tried to get a profit illegi-
timately by lowering the wages. That
became ¢ven more prominent when work
was let out by a contractor to sub-
contractors. Some works were so sub-
divided, that there was a series of sub-
contractors and gangers, until the work-
men became the victims of the final sub-
contractor. Such cases having occurred
in the past, it might be inferred that
they would occur in the future; and the
poseibility of labour disputes occurring
in connection with public works executed
by contract was not calculated to bring
about either efficiency in the character
of the work, or speed in the completion
of it. The system he was advocating in
the motion had been adopted to some ex-
tent in other colonies, with, excellent re-
sults. A  Select Committee was ap-
pointed in New South Wales, in 1887, to
inquire into the case of day labour versus
the contract system ; also to inquire in-
to the working of what was known as the
minimum wage ; and it was proved that,
in every instance where the minimum
wage was made a condition of a public
work, the tendency had been to diminish
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the cost of that work to the country, and
to incresse the efficiency of the work
itself. The reason must be obvious, he-
enuse if an employer of labour, carrying
out & large work, paid a high rate of
wages, he was able to pick the class of
men he would employ ; whereas the con-
tractor who paid a low rate of wages must
employ anyone whose necessities com-
pelled him to accept the low wages of-
fered. In carrying out Government
works, it should be made a condition that
there should be the highest efficiency in
the workman, the greatest pessible speed
in execution, and the best quality of work
done. The best class of labour was not
to be obtained by allewing a contractor
to fix wages at his own sweet will. One
reason for moving this motion was that
he desired to see a better standard of
work done in connection with our public
works. The effect of the motion would
be, not only to protect the workmen
against oppression by contractors, but to
raise the standard of our public works;
and no great hardship could be inflicted
on the contractor, because be would know
beforehand that the best clags of labour
would have to be provided and paid for,
and he would allow for it in his tender.
Mr. EENNY seconded the motion
Tre COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse): The ques
tion of a mipimum wage had
frequently been brought before him
by +the Trades and Labour Coun-
cil, and he had decided that the
Government would not yet be justi-
fied in introducing such & principle into
the conditions of contract for the carry-
ing out of public works. Possibly the
system might work with advantage in
Victorin, and in other places mentioned
by the hon. member; but it must be
remembered that the conditions under
which public worke were carried out here
were very different from those which
obtained in the eastern colonies. In
talking of the ruling rates of wages,
the wast distances from the centres of
nopulation at which some public works
had to be carried out must be con-
sidered. There had been a change lately
in the rate of wages paid on the gold-
fields ; for where at one time miners and
carpenters, and mechanics of that class.
received ns much as £1 per day, the rate
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bad since fallen to 15s. a day, and at
the same time the conditions of life
there had very much improved in conse
quence of the increased facilities of tra-
vel whick had been afforded. Thus the
standard rate of wages was by no means
fixed on the fields, and it would probably
be still further reduced in the future.
With regard to the sub-letting of con-
tracts, if ‘the hon. member would refer
to the printed conditions under which all
contracts were carried out, he would find
that sub-letting was prohibited, and the
Works Department most rigidly adhered
to that principle by making it a rule
that their supervisors, whenever they
discovered a case of sub-letting, should
bring the contractor to task. Heavy
penalties were inflicted for breach of the
regulation. In the one or two instances
which had been brought under his no-
tice, the contractor had immediately
been served with notice that he was
violating the conditions of contract, with
the result that he discontinued the prac-
tice. It was better that this question
should be open for some time longer. 1t
could easily be understood that the con-
tractor on the fields would desire to ob-
tain labour at less than the local rate,
though contractors, as a rule, paid the
highest wages; and from all he knew of
them, their desire was to obtain the hest
class of labour, and for that class of
labour they were prepared to pay. But
when the Ilabourers in s district at-
tempted to rule the contractor, as was
done some time ago at Kalgoorlie, it
was quite within the province of a con-
tractor to do as he pleased with regard
to the wages he would pay; and why
should the Government step in? It was
a matter between the contractor and the
labourers he employed. A fair rate of
wages ghould be paid; and the facs
that he had upheld this principle in every
instance was proved by the rates paid on
the railways and other public works exe-
cuted since he had been in office. But
the labouring classes should themselves
be able te deal with the question, and it
rested with them to do so. It was toa
large extent within their own control;
and he would say, let it rest with them,
and let them regulate it as they liked.
The time had not arrived when such a
proviso could be embodied in the condi-
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tions of contract for public works; and
he nrust therefore oppose the motion.
Mr. JAMES: (East Perth): For the
reagon that he agreed with the state-
ments of the Cowmmissioner of Hailways,
he had come *o a different conclus.on
from the hon. gentleman. This was one
of those questions in which the views of
the workers were entitled to” considera-
tion. They had a right to make their
own regulations, as the Commissioner
had said, but they welre entitled to do it
through hon. members who represented
them ; and this wes a proper opportunity
and a proper tribunal to lay down regu-
lations by which the Govermment, who
represented hon. members, and who also
represenbed these workers, should be
guided. This was an illustration of how,
from the same facts, very divergent con-
clugions could be drawn, It was difficult
to understand the positian of those who
maintained that the overwhelming ma-
jority of the people of this colony
had no right te have their views ex-
pressed through their representatives in
Parliament, and that they must be con-
tent with what they could do by means
of private organisations tov carry out
their objects. When phe Government
entered inte a contract, it did so as the
representative of the workers, who were
the large majority of the community;
and it must not be forgotten that the
working men of thel country paid prac
tically the whole of the tazes. KEach in-
dividual in this community paid prac-
tically as much in the form of taxation
ag any other, though married men, of
course, paid more than bachelors. Men
of wealth in this country paid neither a
land nor an income tax, and they were

entitled to no special privileges. If the
workers of the community considered
that the comparatively few men em-

ployed by the Government should be
paid o certain rate of wages, they were
quite within their province in asking the
Commissioner to give effect to their de-
girer; for that extra wage would have to
come out of their own pockets. If they
wanted it paid, where was the objection
to paying 1t? The workers of the com-
munity employed certain labourers, either
directly through the Government as civil
servants, or indirectly as the servants
of Government comtractors, and murely
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they were entitled to say that a mini-
mum rate of wage should be paid them.
He would not go so far as to say that
such rate should be equal to the standard
wage in any particulan districb. He
would be satisfied with less than that;
but & minimum rate should certainly be
laid down. The Premier had frequently
maintained that this colony ought to
employ the best talent and pay the
highest wage. That argument would

apply to the contractor's workman as -

well ag to the well-paid official. There
was no intention of attacking the con-
tractor, who, if a minimum rate were
struck, would provide for it in his tender.
The only question wns whether the Gov-
ernment, being employers of labour,
should not set an example by being good
employers. It was notorious that pri-
vate employers were to a large extent in-
flvenced vy the wages paid, directly or in-
directly by the Government, and this
enormeus influence should be exercised.
The extra burden imposed on the tax-
payer would only bet £20,000 at the out-
gide, which sum would come out of the
puckets of the very men to whom it would
return in the shape of increased wages.

Tee CoMMISSIONBR OF RAILWAYS:
The system did not work very well in
Victoria. There the minimum wage had
become the maximum.

Mg, JAMES: If that were so, it was
peculiar that those who first supported
the principle in Victoria stili believed in
it, and that this argument was only used
by the opponents of the system.

Tue Preuier: It was not satisfactory
to the Victorian bootmakers.

Mr. JAMES: The beotmakers’ strike
was in Adelaide, not in Melbourne.

TeE Premier: When the Convention
detegates were in Melbourne, the boot-
makers complained Dbitterly of the
effects of the minimum wage.

Mg. JAMES: Even so, it had not been
& failure there, for the workers, who had
. power to alter it, still desired its continu-
ance. They were satisfied with its opera-
tior and were standing by it. By this
system unscrupulous contractors were
prevented from taking an unfair advant-
age of their competitors by reducing
wages.

Tre Prexier: : There had never been
a cage of that sort yet.
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Mr. Grogee: Hear, hear.

Mr. JAMES: There had been several
instances of it; but, as might be ex-
pected, complaint was seldomn made by
the men till the contracts had beeln com-
pleted. The object of the deputations
which waited upon the Commissioner
wns, not so much the insertion of a new
priciple in the conditions of contract as
the addition of some sanction to the ex-
isting stipulation. A$ present no penalty
could be inflicted for a breach of the re-
gulation. There should be a fine, and
th= fine should go to the person who laid
the information. The difficulty of detec-
tion in such cases, which had been a
great drawback in the past, would thus be
obviated. The attention of the present
Commissioner and of his predecessor had
been frequently directed to this point.
The contracts themselves did not contain
provisions sufficiently stringent and far-
reaching to carry out that princinle
which wag embodied in the stipulation
against sub-letting. If we had this pro-
vicion about the minimmn wage we should
not require the provision about sub-
letting. So long as men were paid
ndequately, there was no objection to
sul-letting, the great objection to which
w3 that it was used for sweating. A
nunilwum wage would stop all that. He
could not see why it was not competent
for the House to decide that those whao
were employed by the Government should
be paid o fair minimum wage, and be
protected against the artful wiles of
wentlemen called contractors.

Mr. GEORGE (Murray): The member
for East Perth (Mr. James) should confine
himself to matters on which his education,
training, sand experience pgnve him a
right to speak. The hon. wmember had
never been a working man, and knew
nothing about them, except the twaddle
which he spoke when seeking election.
What did he know about the way in which
they lived and worked, or what their good
qualities or bad qualities were? His hands
had never been soiled with toil. Yet he
came and preached to men who, all their
life, had been intimate with the clasg of
work referred to. He launched insults
which he ought to be ashamed to utter.
He talked about contractors, yet there
was not o man in the House who knew so
much about contractors as he (Mr.
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George) did ; and, having been connected
with them for about 28 years, he had
never yet been on a contract where they
had not carried cut the one rule, and he
defied any man to controvert it, that
when they had wanted their work done,
they paid the highest wages to have it
done, because they knew they thus got
the beat men and the best labour. He
could not sit there and hear the member
for East Perth, or the member for North-
East Coolgardie, stating that a class of
men like contractors sweated those who
worked for them in order to get a greater
profit. A man must be a born fool or a
born idiot, or the two combined, if he
tried to sweat his men in order to make
a profit on a contract. If a man took a
contract from the Director of Public
Works, he did not want to dawdle over
it, but to set to work and rush it through,
and the only way to do that was to pay
good wages. He (Mr. George) had no ob-
jection to & minimum rate of wage being
stated, and no contractor of any respect-
ability or standing would object to that.
The contractor did not care a bution
about what rate of wages was fixed. Ii
10s. a day was fixed as the minimum
rate, and he found that he could not get
the class of men he wanted under 12s., he
would pay 12s. The contractor would
pay the wages which would enable him
to get the class of men who would carry
out the work as quickly as possible.
There had been some talk of sub-letting,
On a railway contract there were certain
portions of earthworks in connection with
side cuttings, and this work was generally
let to men who were perhaps a few years
on the wrong side of middle life—men
who had followed earthwork contracting
year after year, but were no longer able
to stand with the ordinary body of men.
What were those men to do if they were
not good enough to be put on a contract
a: 8. or 93 a day? Were they to
be debarred from making a fair living
by taking a side cutting? A side cuiting
was let at so much per yard. When the
boss came along, he could run & tape over
the work and tell what had to be paid.
We had the 8 hours a day principle, Tf
& navvy or carpenter put in 8 hours a
day, he did as much as one could expect.
Having spent the best of the day in
labour, he required the rest to recuperate.
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The hon. member for North-East Cool-
gardie spoke about strikes causing delay.
They did, but in the class of contracts
which he (Mr. George) had been as
sociated with since 1883 in the colonies
they had only had one strike, and that was
on McNeil's, in Victoria, That strike
lasted for only four hours, and Mr. Tren-
with, now a member of the Legislative
Apsembly of Vietoria, came up by train
and ordered the men to go to work, He
(Mr. George) took it as a matter of par-
ticular pride, not only to himself, but to
his employers, that during eleven and a
half years they had only one strike, last-
ing four hours. There was more sweat-
ing done by the working men who became

. “bosses” than by the class of men who

were generally big contractors in this
colony. He had no objection to any pro-
vigion for the wages of workmen to be
fully secured in all Government con-
tracts ; but hon. members should see that
the conditions under which the security
was talen were such that they would not
defeat the end in view. He knew of an
instance that occurred a little time ago,
in which a decent, honest, hard-working
man, who had risen to the position of a
contractor, had his work stopped and
his contract practically smashed, simply
because of the condition insisted on by
the Government in carrying out the
Workmen’s Lien Act, the whole of the
money being stopped by the department,
and the contractor was not then able to
carry on.

Tae CommizsioseR of Ramwways: No.

Mr. IuivowoRrts : Another “fact” gone
wrong.

Mr. GEQRGE: The hon gentleman
knew the case he was referring to. This
man had a little money, he understood
the work, and possessed a considerable
amount of honesty. The men working
for him wanted their wages, and they
would have got them but for ihe action
of the Government in stopping the em-
ployer’s certificates. He had known of
ocertificates being hung up in the archives
of the Minister’s office times without
nuinber, on absolutely untenable gréunds.
The grounds were such that, when the
settlement of the contract took place,
substantial damages were claimed and
paid. The last part of the motion was
one with which he could not agree, for
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it said that payment should be pot less
than the standard rate ruling in the dis-
tricts wherre such works and contracts
were to be carried out. How was the
standard rate of wages to be arrived at?
That was where the great trouble came
in. If the hon. member could cut out
that portion of the motion, he would vote
for it. If it could be shown how the
standard of wages was arrived at, and
hoew the men were going to be forced to
work for it, he would be prepared to vote
with him thus far. The Government
might fix as many standard rates of
wages ag they pleased, but they could not
send men to gael because they would not
work for them. If the Government fixed
o standard rate of wages, and the con-
tractor could not get men to work al
that price, would the Government com-
pensate him for the loss? He was willing
to support any legislation which would
iimprove the condition of any class of the
community ; but, in the anxiety to bring
about improvement, let us not make a
mistake which might land this country,
or this Legislative Assembly, in the posi-
tion of having to solve a difficult problem.
If, as was stated, certain contractors
were reducing wages on the goldfields
by bringing up wen from Perth and Fre-
mantle, how were the Government to
stop that? If nn employer in Perth
wanted skilled labour in the shape of
carpenters’ and bricklayers’ work, hun-
dreds of men now walking the streets
would be glad te work for any wages
offered. TIf the Government fixed a
standard rate of wages at Coolgardie and
other places, that would not stop con-
tractors from taking other men there.
He helieved the hon. member (Mr,
Vosper) even got his printing done at
that notorious sweating place, the
Mérning Herald office, where there had
been any amount of trouble between the
management and the printers. Members
knew that, last year, the sharp, enter-
prising manager of that paper got the
betfer of the Works Department—at
least the better of the other paper, for
the man was not born who could get the
better of the Public Works Department
—by obtaining £4,000 for advertising,
whereas the other paper got only £2,0u4.
He knew that the manager of the
Morning Herald was grumbling about
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his men a great deal, a short time ago.
The Mornmmg Herald office was well
known—at least he had understood it
from persons who ought to know, as they
belonged 1o the Trades and Labour
Council—as the bigzest sinner in Western
Australia in regard to sweating; so
there could not bt much doubt in regard
to that. Then the hon. member had re-
ferred to & strike at Kalgoorlie, and to
an advertisement in the papers warning
carpenters, bricklayers, and others not
to go theret; Lut that would not prevent
v workman, whose wife and children
wanted bread, from going there to work.
He thanked the hon, member for his
forbearance in not referring to the Public
Works Department, for he understood
there was & nice little game on there
about what might be called sweating.
Seeingr, however, that it was a Govern-
ment job, he would not eall it “sweat-
ing,” but speak of it as a nedessary
diminution of wages which was required
by the exigencies of the Treasury.

Tug PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J. For-
rest): What a genial task it would have
been for the member for East Perth (Mr.
James) to have spoken on this subject,
bearing in mind the manner in which he
treated it on & former occagion, when he
produced stacks of books from which he
quoted authorities on the question of a
minimum wage. The hon. member had
spared us this time, and contented him-
gelf with taking only n minor part in
supporting the motion. No member of
this House would desire that what was
called “sweating” should be practised in
connection with any accupation in the
colony, nor was it desired that men
ghould have to work for a very low wage.
The general desire of members would be
that men should get good wages.  is
objection to motions of thiz kind was
that no necessity had been shown to exist
for moving in this direction at the pre-
sent time. He did not see why we should
rush in and interfere with the arrange-
ments which peaple made for the em-
ployment of labour, unless some good
reasony were shown for imserting in con-
tracts such conditions as the motion pro-
posed. No one had shown a case in
connecfion with a Government contract
in this colony, within the last few years,
in which unduly low wages had been paid,
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or in which the men employed on the
work were not paid fairly for what they
did.  Surely those who moved in the
matter should prove the necessity for
this motion, by showing that something
had happened which made it desirable
to pass the motion. It had been said
that the system of insisting on the mim-
mum wage in Government contracts
might be very good here, that it had
worked well somewhere eise, and that it
was neceszary the systern should be es-
tablished here to prevent something oc-
ourring which had not accurred heré
hitherto.  But during the seven years
he had been connected with the Govern-
ment, he had not heard a single
comvlaint that a contractor for pub-
lic works had sweated anyone or pa‘d
him too low wages. It was notorious
that contractors who undertook railway
construction and other public works paid
the very highest wages, and worked their
men the hardest.  Men were willing to
work hard if they got good wages, and
wers sure of regular payment. That
being the case, why should this subject
be discussed again, when no necessity
had arizsen for raising it afresh before
the Housze? No cases had been cited in
support of the motion.

Mr. Voseer: Cases could be eited.

Tre. PREMIER: The hon. member
should have cited them when moving his
motion. He might possibly have found
one case in the colony.

Mr. VosrEr: A dozen cases could be
given, if they were wanted, and he had
them here.

Tae PREMIER : Then the hon. mem-
ber must have gone about hunting for
them, for no complaint had reached him
(the Premier) from any person as to his
not having been fairly paid for the work
he had done, nor were such cases heard
of through the Press. No serious cop-
troversy had occurred in this colony in
reference to the wages paid on Govern-
ment work carried cut by contract, and
no question as to wages had arisen that
was not settled amicably between the
parties within a short time. Why should
we desire to compel people to pay a par-
ticular wage, when there was no neces-
sity to compel them, ana no necessity to
interfere with the freedom of contract?
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He was much averse to legislation of
thia sort, s0 long as it could be avoided.

‘If it could be shown that some great in-

jury were being done, he would go with
hon. members in trying to obtain justice.
Only fancy the trouble there would be,
in letting every contract for Government
works in the colony, to ascertain what
was the ruling wage in each particular
locality! The Government had many un-
pleasant duties to do, but that would be
the most unpleasant of all; and if the
Government attempted to do if, there
would be complaints that the Govern-
ment had fixed the wages too low or too
high. A minimum wage would have to
be fixed in every contract, and it would
be a terrible trouble to do that, and it
would be impossible to give satisfaction.
Such a system would work badly in the
interests of the working men themselves;
for if a minimum wage were fized, 1t
must be very low or it could not include
those men who were somewhat advanced
in life, or those who were not so strong
as the younger workers. Would there
not also be an inducement on the part of
contractors to treat the minimum wage
as being the maximum wage?! A con-
tractor might say the particular work
was not turning out in the way he had
expected, that he was not making a profit
out of it, and could not afford to pay
more than the minimum wage which the
contract required him to pay; and the
result of that system would be that
sweating might be done in that direction,
and the system would thus work very in-
juricusly to the wage-earners. If it
were necessary to fix the wages to be
paid on Government contracts, why
should it not be equally necessary to fix
the wages to be paid by private indi-
viduals who employed labour, and say
that no one should employ labour unless
he paid so much wage? 1If that were go,
why should not a maximum be fixed as
well as a minimum, =0 as to give every
worker a chance? After all, there was
an inexorable and impassable barrier
that would defeat legislators, and that
was the law of necessity; for if there
were a superabundance of labour at any
time, it did not matter about the mini-
mum wage, because, as the member for
the Murtay had said, men who had fami-
lies to maintain would not sit idle be-
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caute they could not get the maxzimum
wage, but would accept such employment
8§ they could get even at a minimum
wage, the law of necesuty compelling
them to do it. People had to work for
what they could get, so long as there
were more workers than work, and it
was no use trying to govern in these
things by hard and fast rules. In carry-
ing out the motion great trouble would
be caused to the department; much con-
troversy would be raised; injustice would
occur, and altogether it would be found
to create a great deal more dissatisfac-
tion than the present system, to which
no great exception had been taken, and
which had not resulted, at any rate up
to the present, in Government contrac-
tors -aying low wages. Goverpment
contractors paid the highest wages, and
expected very hard work for thoere wages.
While not at all opposed to assisting
those who were called the labouring
classes, he must say that persons who
moved motions of this kind, when there
was no necessity for such action, were
not advancing the interests of the work-
ing classes. Such motions unnecessarily
took up the time of the House, and it
would be quite time enough to bring up 2
social question of this sort when great
urgency was shown.

Mg, A. FORREST said he disagreed
altogether with the motion, as one which
was not required. The member for the
Murray (Mr. George) had stated that the
proprietors of the Morning Herald were
the greatest sweaters in Western Aus-
tralia ; but as chairman of the company
which owned that newspaper, he would
like to inform the House—and, the mem-
ber for North-East Coolgardie (Mr. Vos-
per) would bear him out—that in the
present week there were sixteen em-
ployees who had averaged 9 hours i
minutes each, at 1s. 83d. per hour.

Mr Georee: That was o big wage,
was it not?

Mer. A. FORREST: Operators who
had been at the machines for twelve
months averaged £4 to £4 10s a week,
for days of 84 hours each.

Mg. GeorgE: The hon. member said,
some time apo, that he had nothing to
do with the management of the paper.

Ma. A. FORREST explained that what
he said was that he had nothing to do
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with the editorial management. The
highest wages earned by operators at the
machires was £6 per week, and yet these
mus: had been asked by the Typographical
Society to come out on strike, because
the proprietors published a Sunday
paper at a less cost than that paper could
b2 produced for in the ordinary course of
business.

Mg. George: If the hon. member lost
his livelihood, he would be a little
anxious, would he notf

Mzr. A. FORREST: At any rate he
would take nobler means of getting his
livelihood back than by striking. When
high class machinery was brought to bear,
wages must fall and the number of em-
ployees decrease. No doubt the mem-
ber for the Murray, with his present
machinery ie a foundry, did not employ
so many men as formerly.

Mgi. GeEoRrgE said that, although he got
machinery, he kept his men on and did
nut sweat them.

Mr. A. FORREST: If the hon. member
kept on men he did not require, not much
could be thought of him as a business
mon, The Moérniag Herald men
worked shorter hours and were better .
paid than in any printing office in the
colony.

Mr. GeoreE: The Herald proprietary
had more trouble with their men than any
printing employers in the colony.

Me, A. FORREST: There “had mnot
beer. the trouble represented; but the
Herald proprietors were progressive men
and got the best machinery, and so could
do with fewer men. Asg to the motion be-
fore the House, he had been engaged in
ccinmercial trapsactions all his life, and
hud not seen any sweating carried on;
and in all undertakings in which he was
interested, the employees were paid o fair
rate of wages. There ought to be no in-
terlerence with State contractors or any-
onc else in regard to a minimum wage.
There were ups and downs in the labour
market. Take the timber trade, for ex-
ample, in which, as against £4 a load
obtained two years ago, ouly £2 10s
could be obtained now, and that, of
course, meant lower wages. The work-
inx classes did not always agree to take
their share of the burden, but some did,
and many did so because they were
obliged by necessity. He had never seen
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wages given on which men could not
live—at any rafe, not 1n any concern he
was connected with. Indeed, he would
by the first to say he would not allow un-
reasonably low wages. He hoped the
nmiction would be withdrawn, as one for
which there was no urgency.

Mgr. ILLINGWORTH: The moiion
wus surrounded with a great many diffi-
culties, which would remain whatever
might be smd. The Government were
the chief employers of labour, and
should endeavour to control the rate
cf wages in the direction of help-
ing the workers. But it would not
he possible to carry out the latter part
of the motion, which provided that the
“rate of wages should not be less than
the standard rate ruling in the district
where such work or contracts were being
carried out.” Sociefty was very much
like & pyramid, with the working men at
the base bearing the weight of the whole
social structure. Anything that elevated
the working man, by raiging the standard
of wages and making their circumstances
better, elevated society as a whole. He
suggested that the latter clause of the
motion to which he had drawn attention
should be struck out, and that the House
should content itself with affirming the
desirability of putting an end to sweat-
ing. It was useless for the Government
or the Minister of Works to say that
sweating was not carried on in Govern-
ment contracks.

Tre PreMiER: 1t was curious the Gov-
ernment were never told anything about
it.

Mr. ILUINGWORTH : Contractors
would not tell the Government.

Tue Presmer: But there were the
employekes,

Mz. ILLINGWORTH: The men had
not access to the Government. Those
who took employment under sweating
conditions were usually in very dependent
circumstances, and, in their own interests,
did not care to complain of their em-
ployers. But he, himself, had constant
applications and letters begging and en-
treating that something should be done
to stop sweating. Some of those letters
might not be based on very good grounds,
bui it was impossible that all could be
without foundation. A good deal of mis-
chief was being done without the know-
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ledge or consent of the Government,
and, if anything could be done to stop
it, it was the duty of the Government to
step in. As to the difficulty of carrying
oui the latter clause of the motion, it
need only be pointed out that all kinds
of labour were employed on Government
contracts, and that it would be utterly
impossible for the Government to fix on
a standerd rate of wages in each branch
of labour in a particular district. The
question had been raised as to how the
minimum had to be fired. Most of the
leading trades had their own organisa-
tions, and they were in a position best
to judge what the minimum wage should
be, and the Government could ascertain
from that source what it should be, His
object in rising was to move that all
words after “established” be struck out.
Perhaps the hon. member who moved
the motion would consent to the altera-
tion. If not, he (Mr. Illingworth) would
move that the words bé ¥¥ruck out.

Me. WaLtace seconded the amend-
ment,

Mr. VOSPER (in reply): Before re-
plying to remarks made on the motion,
he could not pass in silence the speech
made by the member for the Murray
(Mr. George), in reference to what ne
stated was the sweating which was taking
place at the office where his (Mr.
Yosper's) printing contract was being
carried out. He (Mr. Vosper) did not
wish to hurt the feelings of the member
for the Murray, but o statement of that
kind should not be made under cover of
the privileges of this House. A news
poper depended for its business on its
popularity ; and to assert that a certain
newspaper was “sweating” its employees
would do o lot of harm. If such & state-
ment were made in a newspaper, or in
a public meeting, it would be actionable ;
therefore, such a statement should not
have been made in this House, unless it
wag for the good of the public. These
slanderous statements reflected upon
himself, also on the member for West
Kimberley (Mr. A. Forrest), and on any-
one who happened to be connecied as a
proprietor or a temporary employee of
the Morning Herald. Before taking
his printing work to get done at the
Moriing Herald office, he was ex-
tremely careful te find out that the
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ruling rate of wages was paid by the
newspaper to its employees; and he

ascertained that, whereas last year the
ruling rate of wages demanded by the
printers’ organisation was £3 10s. per
week, yet in the Worning Herald office
the wages paid were £4 per week and
over. As to the argument that he was
taking his work to a place where machine
labour was employed in preference to

hand labour, he must say that
those ~who used such an argu-
ment were really asking that the
hands of the clock should be put

hack, or that we should revert to bar-
barigm. When the digger on the gold-
fields knocked off crushing by a battery,
and when the agriculturist ceased to
use the threshing machine, then would
he revert from machine labour to hand
labour. He did not mention these
things to vindicate himself or the foran-
ing Herald, but simply because he was
Placed in a curioue and anomalous posi-
tion, standing here as an advocate of
the minimum wage, and, as he might be
termmed, the friend of the working man.
He did not say this because a general
election was pending, but as an em-
ployer of iabour who at the present time
was threatened with a strike because he
used machine labour in preference to
hand labour. That was not the first
time he had been placed in such a posi-
tion. As leng as a labour organisation
defended the rights and privileges of the
employees from the greedy capitalist and
greedy employer, it did a great deal of
good ; but men were often elected to
positions in a labour organisation who
did a great deal of harm to those bodies.
As soon as the society or trades union
turned from the principles it was formed
to carry out, no matter how friendly one
might be to trades unionism, it became
his duty to enter an emphatic protest.
As far as the cheaper product was con-
cerned, the last cheque he paid to the
proprietors of the Morning Herald was
£45 10s., and anyone who saw the size
of the paper which he turned out would
say that this was a reasonable amount
for its production. He had the authe
rity of the manager of the Morning
Herdld for saying that the effect of tak-
ing his (Mr. Vosper’s) work there had in-
creased the labour of some of his hands
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from four to eight hours a day, and
that now these men were earning the
full rate of wages. It had been a bene-
fit to the employees rather than the re-
verse.

Mn. Georee: And to the employer.

Ma. VOSPER: To the employer, and
to himself also. He bad been an advo-
cate of the rights of the working classes,
no matter what position in life he had
found himself in. During the last gene-
ral election, he bad to win his seat
against the utmost efforts of the labour
organisations in his district; and he
thought he could say that those organi-
sations had no reason to regret that he
had been elected. He was with those
organisations in matters of principle.
He believed that a man ehould receivea
full and fair day’'s wage for a full and
fair day’s, work, and that was why he
stood here in favour of & minimum
wage. He had promised the Premier he
would give an instance in which the
Government had acted detrimentally to
the employees generally. He had a let-
ter from the Kalgoorlie and Boulder
District Labour Council, in which that
body stated that a cootract for the erec-
tion of the railway engine sheds was let
tc a contractor named Vincent, and that
contractor paid his hands £4 a week.
The trades affected were stonemasons,
oarpenters, and plumbers. A deputa-
tion went to Mr. Vincent and pointed out
that the rate which should be paid teo
stonemasons was 15s. a day, to plumbers
16s., and to the building-trade labourers
12& a day. Mr. Vincent said, in reply
to the representations made to him, that
the reason he had reduced the wageswas
that the Government were paying to the
same tradesmen 12s. o day. In the
course of the same letter, which was
lengthy, half a dozen wmore instances
were given,

TaE Premier : It was 13s. 4d. a day.

Mgr. VOSPER: The contractor com-
promiged with the council on that.

Tre Premier: Were the Government
{o fix the minimum wage at 13s. 4d1?

Mg. VOSPER: The contractor said the
Government had fixed the wage at 12,
a day. If the Government fixed the
minimum rate lower than that which the
trade organisations 'thought should be
the rate, those organisations would make
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a move and ask the Government to put
the matter right.

Tae PrEMIER : Suppose some of the men
were not good 7

Mr. VOSPER: The Government, as a
contractor, should pay a reasonable rate
of wages to efficient men. As far as he
had learned, there was no objection tn
the men being employed en piece-work.
Those employed on piece-work were en-
gaged at 2o much a yard, and the Govern-
ment should set a good example instead
of a bad one; but in the Boulder district
the Government had set a bad example.

Tar PrExigr: Was the hon. member
referring to sub-letting? '

Mr. VOSPER : Sub-letting was when a
man let out a portion of his contract to
gome one else to do it for him ; while, on
the other hand, if it were piece-work, men
received 80 much per yard to take out
the earth. Piece-work wan not called sub-
letting. What he was asking was that,
on account of the Government being the
largest employer of labour, they should
have some idea of the wages paid in the
various trades. He was anxious that the
Government should pay not the lowest
wage, but the highest they could give,
and 8o set a good example to other em-
ployers. If that principle were once ex-
tended, it became the duty of the Go-
vernment to establish & minimum rate
of wage.

Tee PrEmier: When it was desired to
lower the minimum, there would be a bad
time.

Mr. VOSPER : There would be trouble,
no doubt; but there was trouble at the
present time. If there was a general at-
tempt at the lowering of wages, there
must be trouble ; still, there was trouble
at present.

Mr. GeEoraE : Supply and demand would
regulate the wages.

Tre Preumier: The hon. member had
shown no necessity for a minimum rate
being fixed.

Mz. VOSPER: Some necessity had
been shown, if the Government imposed
a rate of 125, a day for skilled labour or
the goldfields, when the ordinary wage
was one or two shillings more. The re-
sult was to bring down the rate of wages
in the district. If the Government took
the initiative and introduced this system
of lowering wages, as they had been doing
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on the goldfields, it would lead to a re-
duction all round.

Tue Premier: The Government were
paying 13s. a day.

Mg. VOSPER: They were paying 12s.
& day when they should have been paying
16s. for tradesmen. The Government
were paying the rate for skilled labour
which should be paid for unskilled labour.
That was not a good position for the
Government. to take up.

Tae Presier: The minimum wage
would have to be lower than that.

Mg. VOSPER : If the motion were car-
ried, and representations were made to
the Government, the Government would
have to alter the rate. All he was asking
was that the rate should be fixed at a
fair wage. At the present time the Public
Works Department practically had fixed
a minimum rate of wages, but in a slip-
shod and haphazard manner. Tt should
be fixed in s systematic and more gener-
ous manner than it was done now. He
would have pleasure in accepting the
amendment, and hoped that in the
amended form the motion would be
passed unanimously.

Mr. GEORGE: The sole reason for
troubling the House again was that he
wished to refer to a few words uttered
by the member who represented the
Moriting Herald, and by the hon. mem-
ber who ‘represented a Sunday mnews-
paper.

Mr. A. ForresT: Was an hon. mem-
ber in order in apeaking of a member as
representing o  private institution ?
Ought not one to be spoken of as the
member for the constituency he repre-
sented ?

Tur Sreager: Yes; a member ought
to be referred to by the name of the
electorate he represented.

Mr. GEORGE: Those words could be
withdrawn, and he would assert. that the
one hon. member did not represent the
Morning Herald, but represented West
Kimberley, and that the other did not
represent a Sunday newspaper, but re-
presented North-East Coolgardie,  The
member who represented West Kimberley
bad vhown him the wages-sheet of the
Mortiing Herald, in proof that his (Mr.
George's) statements were incorrect. He
was sorry to say that he could not accept
those wages-shests as a proof, because
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the situation as it was at present with
regard to that journal was not that to
which he referred. That journal had
trouble with its workmen. The manag-
ing director told him g0 himself,
months age. The hon. member for
North-East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper)
had said the member for the Mur-
ray made slanderous statemenis. He
wished the hon. member would be
more  careful. He was perfecily
gincere in  the statement he had
made with regard to the newspaper,
which paper had been disavowed by both
gentlemen, The facts to which he re-
ferred took place some &gix or nine
months ago.

Mr. Vospen:
Murray was speaking
tense.

Mr. GEORGE: What occurred led to
considerable trouble with the Typo-
graphical Society. He (Mr. George) had
nothing whatewer to withdraw,

Mg. A. Formgsr: The hon. member
for the Murray ought to withdraw.

Mr. GEORGE: The hon. member
might not think much of him as a business
mon; but, although not rich, by sny
mesns, yet he and his partner paid over
£1,000 in wages last year, put into
stock, instead of discharging men,
when they could have obtained men
at 2s. or 3s. a day less; and at
the present time they were paying
employees more than was given in tne
Government workshops. The member
for West Kimberley did a lot of kind
things which were not known, and he
might, leave the member for the Murray
alone, in that respect. The amendment
had his support, and he hoped the
Housei would pass it.

Mr. KENNY (North Murchigon): The
motion was one which he would support.
He was amused at the remarks of the
member for the Murray, who was always
amusing—more amusing than instrue-
tivee. He wag reminded of the opening
remark in one of Miss Braddon’s novels:
“What a pity that lovely women should
talk so much about what they do not
understand.” When the hon. member
began to talk about the printing trade
and other matters he had touched on,
he certainly hore a strong re
semblance to the young Iadies

The member for the
in the present
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referred to by that authoress.
As an illustration of how little hon. mem-
bers of this Chamber might know about
thos: who belonged to the early families
of the colony he might remark, in refe-
rence to something which fell from the
hor. member for the Murray in relation
to the hon. member for East Perth, that
if he had been with him (Mr. Kenny)} in
the far north-west in the early seventies
he would have seen a youth approaching
machood carrying out a contract to
fence a large run, his object being to put
enough money together to pay the ex-
penses of an education in the old country.
The education he paid for out of his
own hard earnings enabled him to rise to
the high and responsible position he now
occupied as member for East Perth. He
{Mr. Kenny} had himself repeatedly suf-
fered from remarks passed by hon. mem-
bers. The right hon. the Premier had
frequently told him that although he re-
presented the picks and shovels of North
Murchison, he had never used one. The
richt hon. gentleman was just about
as fully vosted in what he (Mr. Kenny) had
done in his life as he was in the general
requirements of the people of West Aus-
tralia. His range of vision with regard
to the requirements of this colony never
apl-eared to reach beyond the four corners
of his drawing room.

Tae Premier said that he had had to
work, and had used a pick and shovel

Mgr. EENNY said that he put in six
months as a Government official at a
minimum wage of 1s 3d per day and a
maximum wage of 1s 9d.

Tree Previer said he did that too.

Mr. A. Forgesr said he put in three
years at 13 3d a day.

Mi. KENNY: No member of this
Champer was justified in telling him,
when he spoke of the labourer, that he did
not know what he was talking about. It
wng remarkable how few of those hon.
members who at electioh time evinced
such wonderful interest in the working
men of the colony, had stood up on the
present occasion to lend a helping hand.
N> doubt another change would come
about ere the next general election, and
those hon. members would once more ap-
pear before their constituents, and assure
them of the great interest they had ever
felt and would feel in the horny-handed
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sors of toil. However, the way in which
hon. members treated their constituents
did not concern him. He had been sent
to the House by the men of North Mur-
chison, and while he occupied a position
as their representative he would always
cousider that his first duty was to those
,who placed bhim here. He hed the
greatest pleasure in supporting the
maotion.

Mr. WOOD: Hon. members had been
highly interested in the hearing of the
youthful adventures of different mem-
bers of the House—what they had been
and what they had done. From half-
past 4 till a quarter to 10 o'clock, not a
bis of business worthy of the name had
been transacted. It was altogether too
bad. If the proposal of the member for
North-East Coolgardie had not done any
thing else, it had given a great scope for
the disoussion of matters outside the
motion. As to whether & minimum wage
would be a good thing or a had thing for
working men, the difficulty was how such
a, wage could be fixed.

Tae Premier: It could not be done.

Mr. WOOD: Who was going to take
the {responsibility of fixing it7  And,
when fixed, who would be satisfied? He
felt sure that no one would be satisfied.
At the same time, he did not think the
motion would do a lot of harm.

Tae Premier: It would do a lot of
harm.

Mz. WOOD: The amendment would
receive his support, and he had his own
reasons for supporting it ; and for onece
in a way he might vote with the member
for North-East Coolgardie, which he had
not hitherto been able to do during
this session.

Antendment (Mr. Illingworth’sy—to
strike out the worde “which ghall be not
less than the standard rate ruling in the
district where such works or contracts
are being carried on”—put and passed.

Motion as amended put, and nega-
tived on the voices. A division being
called for by Mr. Vosper, it was teken
with the foHowing result:

Ayes . .
Noes .12
Majority against ... 2
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Ayes. Noes.
Mr. Conolly Hon. S. Burt
Mr. George 8ir John Forrest
Mr. Holmes Mr. A. Forrest
Mr. Hlingworth Mr. Hassell
Alr. James Mr. Higham
Mr. Kenny Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Solomon Mr. Monger
Mr. Vosper Mr. Pennefather
Mr, Wallace Mr, Piesse
Mr. Wood (Teller; My, Throssell
Hon, H. W. Venn

Mr. Leake (Teller)
Main question thus negatived.
WOMEN'S FRANCHISE.

Mr. WALTER JAMES (East Perth)
moved : —

That, in the opinton of this House, the best
interests of the colony justify the extension of
the franchise to women.

On two previous occasions I have tres
passed on the good nature and forbear-
ance of this House; and, in submitting
the motion to hon. members for the third
time, I do not expect that.I, and thosge
who agree with me, will succeed in secar-
ing a majority of the House in favour of
the motion. We have, however, this
aratification, that as year by year rolls
on we find our numbers increasing, not
only inside this House, but outside ; and
we are certain that, when the next general
election is held, this question will be so
prominently brought before the electors,
that in a newly-elected Assembly, if the
question be not previously solved, it will
be answered by an almost unanimous af-
firmative. I regret I am not sufficiently
qualified to be able to place before hon.
members the old facts in a new dress;
but I will, on this occasion, state as
shortly as I can those arguments which
have convinced me that, in the inter-
ests of this country, the time has arrived
when we should extend the franchise to
women. One would mnaturally think
that, in dealing with any question in-
volving an extension of the franchise, one
would ask himself whether those 1o
whom the evtension is proposed to he
piven come within the four corpers of
the existing legislation. I want it to be
horne in mind that if any member of this
House trkes up our present lemislation,
he will find there is nothing on the face
of it which excludes a woman; but, on
the contrary, he will ind when he reads
the statutes by the light of the Interpre-
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tation Act, that every expression which
involves the male includes the female;
therefore every expression in our Elec-
toral Act which states that every person
ghall have a certain right, and that he
shall do this or de that, implies by vir.
tue of the Interpretation Act that it 1u-
cludes the female as well as the male.
And so ingrained is the old sex prejudice
in the mind of Parliament, not only in
this colony but in other parts of the
world, not only in the minde of members
of Parliament, but even in the minds of
judges on the bench—=o ingrained is the
old sex prejudice, so impossible is it to
realise that persons, unless they use the
most solemn and express words, intend
to give to women the right they give to
men, that in spite of the fact that our
Interpretation Act expressly says that
the word “he” includes ‘“‘she,” neverthe-
less in the Electoral Act the word “he”
implies the male, and the male only. But
although the law may be abundantly
clear to the lay mind, the judges are in-
fluenced by this sex prejudice, and give
this construction which io a man of com-
mon sepse it would ngt for a moment
bear. As to the qualification which
our existing law lays down, 1 ask mem-
bers, can they point out any qualifica-
tion upon which at present we ground the
right to representation which applies to
men and not to women? So, in any
colony of Australia or in Great Britain
can members point to any qualificizion
in any of these Acts which women cannot
fulfil at any time? We have had in-
gtances, in days gone by, of representa-
tion on & property qualification, where
we gave the right to vote to those who
bhad property only; and we used
words which said that because he was an
owner of land he should have the right
to vote. But even in this instance a
great number of women fulfilled the con-
ditions established by the Act, but could
not exercise the right to vole; therefore,
how can we account for that distinction
unlesg we put it down te that ingrained
sex prejudice? If we pass away from
that, and take the broader view of giving
a vote to the taxpayer, we shall again
find that where there were a few praperty
owners, there were tens of thousands cf
taxpayers; but the women taxpayers
were excluded from voting. We pass
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from that, and did not recognise
the mere taxpayer alone, but we

were prepared to give a vote to
any individual as a rough indication ct
the possession of intelligence.  We said,
in principle, we will not give to a manihe
right to vote simply because he has pro-
perty, which mighi be affected by legis-
lation or by taxation imposed by Parlia-’
ment, but we give him the right to vote
because he is subject to the laws which
Parliament makes, and therefore has a
right to have rome influence in control-
ling that force which takes possession of
him in the cradle and accompanies him
to the grave. Is there a member who
will say these reasons do not justify the
extension of the franchise to women, just
as strongly as they justify the extension
of the franchise to men? Let us ask owr-
selves this question: If the qualifications
which the law demands now, and the
qualifications which the law demanded in
days gone by, are fulfilled by women as
they are by men, why in the name of jus-
tice should we refuse to women those righte
which we give to meni Every extension
which is mnade in the franchigse, every
principle on which this extension can be
based, tends to make the existing dis-
tinction between the rights of men and
the rights of women, in this connection,
more and more unjust; and every per-
gon who justifies the extension of the
franchise, even to that stage which it has
reached to-day, if he atfempts to justify
the extension on the ground of principle,
then, if he is honest and free from preju-
dice, must accept that principle
and extend it to women for the same res-
son that he extends it to men. It is con-
sistent with the only principle en which
we can justify our existing legislation,
and it is the logical cutcome of the exist-
ing legislation. T will go further and
say that a loyal adherence to the princi-
ple of Parliamentary Government de-
mands that we should give women the
right to vote. When that stage arrives
in the history of a community that you
have a Parlisment which is supposed to
represent public opinion, and you find
that public opinion very largely con-
trolled by a force that has no direct part,
no direct influence upon Parliament,
then you are placing Parliament on the
high road to a speedy ruin. There never
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has been a time that Parliament has
been able to do its work successfully,
when it bas been out of touch with public
opipion. I do mnot refer io public
opinion as the mere guste, the mere pas-
sionate outburste from day to day-—those
oceasional outburste which are bound to
arise—but I refer to the public opinion
which influences public life, and which
must control this Parlinment and every
member in it, Parliamentary govern-
ment can succeed only when Parlipment
actively and truly representz public
opinion. It is simply because that fact
is realised, and because day after day the
influence of women in the formation cf
public opinion is growing so enormousiy,
that this question has come so promun-
ently to the front during the last quarter
of a century. It is because women have
an increasing influence on the formation
of public opinion, that persons who, per-
haps, in days gone by, did not realise the
justice of giving to women the right to
vote on the same qualification as men,
that pergons who did not realise the jus-
tice of giving the vote te the women
themselves, do now realise the absolute
need of extending the franchise in the
way here proposed. The member for
Central Murchison (Mr. Illingwerth), in
the speech he made on this subject in
December last, showed how great the in-
fluence of women is, when he said:—

No man can escape the influence of women ;
no man has ever been able to escape the in-
fluence. From the cradle to the grave every
man has been all his lifa working and toiling
on the side of women, either for a mother, a
sister, or a wife, or a friend. XEvery law that
has been vut on the statute book has behind
it the influence of women. If it has been
admitted that women have been influencing
men in all ages, how is it that that influence
has not been sufficient to influence right laws
on the statute book? We must take it from
the admission made to-night that women’s in-
fluence is not crushed; it is not overridden ;
it is not crushed down in the universe of
God. She is here with all the force that God
rave her, but there is one force she does not
possess, and that is phvsical forece.

There was a recognition of the enormous
influence which women exercise on the
formation, control, and direction of pub-
lic opinion. Does the hon. member think
it consistent with the safety and responsi-
bility of Darlinmentary Government
that there should be in a community an

enormous body controlling public opinion,
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but having no direct responsibility? Ii
experience of Parliamentary Government
teaches one thing more than another, it
is that the best possible system is that
system which casts on those who have
power, direct responsibility for the ex-
ercise of that power. I go further, and
say that attempts to depart from that
principle for a length of time prove the
evil influences which must arise if re-
sponsibility be not on the shoulders of
those who have the power.

Mr. IuLiveworrd: Where is the foun-
dation for that principlef

Mr. JAMES: The principle is always
recognised, except when we are asked to
extend the right of voting to women. If
we could free our minds from the women,
and imagine & class in our community,
not women, but as numerous, and seek-
ing the franchise on the same qualifica-
tion as men, would any hon. member say
it would be in the interests of the country
and Parliamentary Govermment to have
such an enormous mass of disfranchised
public opinion? Yet these arguments,
so apparent when applied te the male,
seem to lose all their force and become
swallowed up and entirely submerged in
prejudice—and it is nothing else but pre-
judice—which suggests that because a
woman is & woman, and has never had a
right to vote, then, by the help of Pro-
vidence and this House, she never shall
have a vote. That is no argument. 1
want, as far as I can, to raise this ques-
tion free from prejudice, and to think of
women as though they were disfranchised
men, If the House of Parliament is out
of touch with public opinien, it is sup-
posed to have lost its mandate; it is
supposed to have exhausted its powers.
As the member for Central Murchison
would tell members, in a case like that,
Parliament must go back to the electors
to place itself in touch with public opinion,
But that hon. member refuses to give to
the women, who so largely assist in form-
ing public opinion, the right, when the
time comes, of expressing by their votes
who are the men they desire to have
elected, and who would represent that
public opinion, the great part of which
can only be expressed by the women
themselves, because they are the force
which creates it. Women ought to have
a vote, because the whole trend of pre-
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sent legislation is towards social and
domestic reform. We have passed away
from those times when the chief object
of Parliament was to pass laws relating
to property, or the increase and decrease

of taxation. We have arrived at s stage
when legislation is becoming more and
more social and domestic, and when pro-
minence is given to such questions as
the extension of the divorce law, con-
ciliation in labour troubles, the temper-
ance movement, and others. If women
had the right to vote, they would bring
to bear in the determination of those
questions—which we all recogmse as
questions of the future, if not of the im-
mediate present—a steadying and direct
influence without which these social pro-
blems will never be solved.

Mr. Iiuvoworrd: Evidence is against
that.

Mr. JAMES: Wonien as a sex or class
are not directly represented in Parlia-
ment, and 1 submit that they are not
even indirectly represented. It is im-
possible to look at the statute-book
without realising that, as a class, they
are not put into the position they have
a right to expect. Experience in this
House shows ug legislation which, if
women had the vote, would not be
passed. Have we not seen during .ae
past few days an instance which proves
my argument? It was not in thig
Chamber, but in another place, where
legislation, suggested for the purpose
of giving seating accommodation to
women employed in shops, was re
jeoted. It is humiliating and degrading
te think that there is a body of men at
the end of the nineteenth century who
can commit themselves to such in-
humanity. These men are representa-
tive, or are supposed to be representa-
tive, of the public opinion of this
country.

Mr. IutivgworTH: That law has been
passed elsewhere by men.

Mr. JAME:: But the fact remains
that we have a body of men who do an
act which ene would think the lowest
inatincts of humanity would cause them
to hesitate to do. But these men refuse
to pass the legislation, because they
want to give free play to the low, brutal
greed of a few employers. These are
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members of Parliament who are sup-
posed to represent women. Does any
member mean to say that, if women had
a right to vote, we would see members
on whom this brutal and degrading
influence is brought to bear, allowed to
remain in Parliamen: after next elec-
tion} We have passed laws under
which a mere dog cannot be hurt with-
out imprisonment following the offence.
But if legislation is introduced for the
purpose of protecting women from
insult, cruelty, and wrong ten thousand
times worse than that inflicted on the
dog, the Bill is thrown out with cop-
tumely and insalt. In tview of Lhese
facts, can it be said that men reprea nt
women in the Parliament of the country?
The reply is in the fact that we need
only go back twenty-four hours to find
how grossly untrue it is to say that
women bave any direct influence on
the election of Parliamentary repre-
sentatives, who make laws affecting
women just as much as they affect men.
There are dozens of other inequalities
in the statute-book, but these need not
be referred to. The member for Central
Murchison thinks that experience else-
where ie adverse to the arguments of
those who advocate the extension of the
franchise to women. In a matter of thia
kind, predisposition makes it difficult
to prevent one’s mind heing coloured in
drawing inferences from facts. It may
be because I believe in the prineiple
that I draw inferences favourable to the
extension of the franchise, while the
member for Central Murchison, because
he iy adverse, draws contrary inferences.
But I cannot overlook the fact that,
wherever the vote has been given to
women, it has always been extended,
and never taken back. In England the
vote was first given to women in connec
tion with school-boards; then it was
extended to municipalities, county
councils, and parish councils. And if
women have a right, not only to vote
for the county council, but to sit as
members, that proves the success of
extending the franchise. Although the
county council might perhaps suggest
itself to members as bding something
like a shire or town council

M=. IiuivowortH: The women only
vote as property-holders.
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Mer. JAMES: But as property-holders
the hon. member would not give them
a vote.

Me. ILuixeworre: Yes, I would.

Mr. JAMES: I understand the hon.
member's objection is o women as
women,

Mr. InuinewortH: No.

Mr. JAMES: The hon. member said,
ou the last occasion this question was
before the House, that there was some-
thing in women which, if they were
given the right to vote, would destroy
their womanhood. That was the hon
member's whole line of argument. If a
woman has n right to vote because she
is a property-holder, I do not see how
it matters whether she votes as a tax-
payer or ag an individunl. Whatever
limitation is put on the right to vote
in connection with the county counecil,
a woman votes on exactly the same con-
ditions as & man. The County Council
of London consists of a body of men
who, hon. members will agree, are
superior to ourselves in every way.
They are of higher standing and higher
abilities, and I think T am right in say-
ing the London County Council deals with
a revenue far in excelss of our revenue,
and with matters far greater in im-
portance than those dealt with in thia
Parliament. The county council exer-
cises enormous powers. We often hear
it said that “the mother country does
not do it.” I am sure the Premier ia
listening now, and I tell him that the
mother country does do it.  Women
therel have the right to vote for, and sit
on, the county council, which exercises
greater power than this Parliament.

Tre Prexer: No; a county council
cannot make laws a9 we can.

Mr. JAMES : The London County
Council solves social questions of far
greater importance than ever come
before this Parliament. 1In South Aus-
tralie. and New Zealand, the prin-
ciple of allowing women to vote
and ait is in operation. A mea-
sure has been carried in the Lewer
House in Victoria ; and I believe the prin-
ciple is to be adopted in New South
Whales, the present Premier having given
a promise that he would take the matter
up as soon as the federal question has
been dealt with. In all these instances
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where the power was in force, we find the
principle approved by those best able to
judge. In those countries where there
has been time enough, as in England,

the prineiple has been extended, astime
warranted and opportunity arose. How

| are we, in the face of such experience, to

B8ay we ard moving on the side of vight
and justice?

Tue PrEMIER:
mother country?

M. JAMES: In what respect?

Tre PremiEx: In this respect.

Mgr. JAMES: I submit we should be
following the mother country.

Mg, IlLiveworrH: It is in the Munici-
pal Act now.

Mn. Leage: It is in the Federal Bill
too.

Mz. JAMES: T am talking about the
county council, which is a body far more
important than we are .as an Assembly,
end the members of it are returned by a
tenfold or a hundredfold more electors
than we represent. The constituents are
quite as intelligent as ours, How
can  we have a better test than that?
The county councils in England dis-
charge the greater part of the functions
that we discharge, because the Imperial
Parliament is largely wrapped up in mat-
ters of imperial concern, and matters
such as we deal with are dealt with by
the county councils. The London County
Council has been taking up the question
of the purchase of a tramway, which is
just as important as the construetion of
a railway here. That appears to be the
most important work we have had in
hand for the last seven years; and will
anyone say the issues invelved in the pur-
chase of a tramway in London are rot
mote important than the issues involved
in the construction of a railway in this
colony? In these issues women have a
right to express their opinions. There
is an instance in which this principle has
been adopted and recognised. 1i 's not
fair for the right hon. gentleman to say,
do they do this or do they do that in
the old country? Whenever the right
hon. gentleman thinks that justice de-
mands a certain reform, he never hesi-
tates to carry out what he thinke justice
dictates. He pever asks himself whether
it i3 in force in the old country or not,
but says we have to fight out our own

Why not follow the
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principles in this country ; and that is
quite right too, and I ask him to be as

strong in dealing with this im-
portant maiter as when he is deal-
ing with  questions affecting the

uaterial progress and prosperity of
dis colony. I want the right hon
jentleman to exhibit the same fearless-
yess in regard to this question as he does
r other matters.

Tue Preaaer: It is & very good thing
to go slow, in n matter of this sor:.

Mgr. JAMES: Yes, I say go slow, put
if we listen to the arguments which have
been advanced we shall go too slow. I
will not refer to the argument that if
you pgive a woman the right to vote she
will lose her womanliness. It would not
be right for us to do anything which
would interfere with that womanliness
that is such a charm in woman. If we
give the right to vote to women, they
may assist in modifying our opinions
snd making our results less selfish and
leas masculine than they are now. The
principle of the right of women to vote
iz admitted in South Australin, in New
Zealand ; it has been adopted in the
Victorian Lower Houre, and it had been
promised by the Premier of New South
Wales that it is to be adopted there.
The princinle has been admitted in Eng-
land, and there from time to time it has
Leen extended, always having been ap-
proved, and as occasion arises it is in-
creased. The right of the woman to
vote is required most strongly to give us
agsistance Lo carry out matters of social
domestic legislation, which are bound to
be important matters for our considera-
tion in the future. It is required toinfuse
into our public life a little bit of that
moral influence that is sadly wanted
now. It is required to check the loose
tendency of the modern elector, the man
who is willing to vole for another man
because he is a good fellow. These are
reasons why I believe the principle
should be adopted. We may fail, I sup-
pose we shall, on this occasion. I feel
almost inclined to give a sigh, and say
that the Premier on the next occasion
will be found voting for it. On each
occasion his opposition has been less and
less ; he ia becoming more and more im-
pressed with the cause I am advocating ;
he hes always shown himself generous
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in the extreme towards those who have
no great power to forward and advocate
their cause. And this is one of the cases
m which I think the right hon. gentle-
man’s generosity could be used, and I
believe next year it will. We are bound
to succeed: we have right on our side.
I ask hon. members to put this question
to themselves. Is it just to women
that they should have this right? And,
if it is, women are entitled to it. Pas
sing away from this question, I ask
them to put this further question to
themselves: Itisnot necessary in the in-
terests of the State, that we should place
on those who have the power of in-
fluencing public opiniem the responsi-
bility to exercise that power? 1 say
further, apart from that, is it not in the
interests of the State that we should
carry out the mapndate which day by
day is placed on members of Parliament,
to enact social and domestic legislation?
If we carry out that mandate, is it not es-
sential that we should give the right to
vote to women? We are so apt to tem-
porise in these matters. Men are al-
weys, a8 it were, sitting on a rail on mat-
‘ters that interfere with the rights of
somebody else. I am now appealing on
behalf of a cause that is just and which
is necessary in the interests of the com-
munity, and which, if we adopt it, is
gimply giving to women that right which
they have had the right to demand, I may
almost say, generations ago. Because
women do not agitate ; because they do not
do as men would do ; because women do not
have noisy public meetings where people
are burned in effigy, and where there is
no bellnan; because women leave this
matter to be treated by men, and do not
rush on to platforms and make vitu-
perative speeches; because they do not
do these things there is no reason to
think that they do not require this re-
form. If the cause is just we ought to
give the vote to women; we ought not
to refuse this concession until people
are clamouring st the doors of Parlia-
ment, We can pive this concession
gracefully now. Do not leaveit until when
we do grant this concession; it would
appear as if it were a desire to curry
favour with the coming power, but give
it because justice demands it.
Mz, LEAKE: I second the motion.



Women's Franchise :

Mg. ILLINGWORTH: T do not know
whether it is the wish of the House that
the debate should be adjourned, or
whether it is the desire that I shall go
on

SeveraL MEMBERS :
“ divide.”

Tug PrEMien: We should like to hear
you.
Mr. ILLINGWORTH (Central Murchi-
son): This is the fourth time, since
1 have had the honour of sitting
in this House, that such a motion
as this hes been submitted. On
the first occasion it was defeated by only
one vote, and on the second occasion it
was defeated by three votes. And on
this occesion it is hard to say what
will happen to it. I simply de
sire to convey to the House a few

“Go on” and

facts which I was unable to bring before

:be House on a former occasion. It is
rot at all necessary to repeat statements
which I made on a former ocecasion, be-
cause they will be in the mind doubtless,
of hon. members, so far as they will be
of any worth in influencing this discus-
sion. The whole crux of this question
of manhood suffrage rests upon a basis
which all representation rests upon,
that is, where there ie taxzation .heve
should be representation. We are awere
that, in taxing woman’s property we
give her the right to vote, and we are
therefore consistent. All property in
the city of Perth which pays rates, and
is held by a female ratepayer, is repre-
sented by the vote of the woman who
owns it. It is universally agreed that
the basis of representation is taxation,
that those who pay the taxes are en-
titled to representation; and while Isay
that all women do not pay taxes, I go
further and say the greater portion of
women do not pay taxes. In so far as
they are separate owners, possibly they
do pay ; but the most that can be made
from such an argument will be that those
women who do pay taxes are entitled to
representation. I am dealing with a
question which has been asked by the
hon. member, and that is the question of
the justice of the situation. I venture
to asgert, in passing, that in questions of
this kind there are other things more
important than the mere abstract theory
of justice. Vastly important ag it is,
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there are other questions which touch
our social life that are still more im-
portant to us. But taking it upon the
law of abstract justice the most that could
be said is that those women who pay
taxes are entitled to representation. The
next point that I want to suggest is this.
Women as consumers, of course, as has
been suggested, pay taxes, but they pay
them indirectly, as they are not the
bread earners, and as the taxation which
they pay comes through the bread
eArners.

Mgr. LEagE:
gpinsters?

Mg, ILLINGWORTH:
dealing with exceptions. i am nut guing
to turn to side questions. The womer
who pay taxes pay through their hus-
bands, or the bread earners, and ihey
have their representation through the
bread earners, 8o that on the question of
taxation they are not uunrepresented.
They pay taxes indirectly, and they are
represented indirectly ; consequently on
the basis of taxation women are repre-
sented m the same way as they pay their
taxation. I want to suggest, however,
that all governments exist and roise
money and spend it for the public pre-
tection and the public good. Not all
women contribute to the State, and viry
few, if any, women c¢an protect the Stete.
These are the two cardinal principles
which lie at the basis of the whole ques
tion. Governments exist and tazation
is levied for the purpose of maintnining
government and social order. Behind
gocial order there is physical force, and
because by her very nature she is not
able to take her place in the support nnd
maintenance of law woman is excluded
from the right of making the law.

MR, Moroans: What about Jean of
Arc?

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: What about
Lucretia Borgia, Helen of Troy. and Cleo-
patra?  What about Jezebel? 1 want
to put before the House a few facts, be-
cause, after all, this question must be
gettled upon the basis of facts, and I do
not wich to keep the Assembly at this
Inte hour with statements of my own.
The hon. member who introduced this
motion has very frequently, in this
House, referred to a historian of some
note. I allude to Mr. Bryce. Mr. Bryce

What about widows or

We are not
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gives us in his work entitled “The Ameri-
can Commonwealth” the whole account
of women’s suffrage in the United States,
[ desire to refer only to a few points.
What are the facts in regard to women's
cufirage in the United States? He says:

In no State has the suffrage in elections to

the State Legiglature and to State offices been
extended tuv women, and therefore they no-
where enjoy the right of voting in Federal elec-
tions. Amendments to State constitutions pur-
porting to confer this suffirage have been
passed by the Legislature in several States;
but the people have invariably rejected them,
and generally by a decisive vote, In three
Territories, however, the right of voting at
Legislative elections has been given by the
Legislature of the Territory, and in one of
these, Wyoming, it is still enjoyed.
It is well to take note of this little State
of Wyoming. When the Act was passed,
there were 5,000 people in. Wyoming ;
and it was passed by a little trick. A
legislator went to one side and said that
by voting in this particular way they
would strike a blow at the other side,
and then he went to the other side and
said that their opponents were going to
vote for it.  Thus, by a trick, he got the
measure through, and the pariies
laughed at each other when the game was
over.

Mz. Ewixa: Have they not ratified it7

Mzr. ILLINGWORTH: Mr. Bryce also
BAYS : —

In Utah it was abolished by o Federal sta-
tute. In Washington Territory the law which
conferred it in 1883 was declared invalid by
the courts in 1887, becaunse its nature had not
heen properly described in the title ; it was re-
enacted immediately afterwards, and was in
1888 again declored invalid by the U.S, Ter-
ritorial Court, on the ground that the Act of
Congress organising the Territorial Legisla-
ture did not empower it to extend the suffrage
to women. In enacting their State Cobstitu-
tion (1889) the people of Washington pro-
nounced against female suffrage.

Having had it for three or four years, the
people of Washington, an important
State, sbolished it; and of the two
States I am speaking of—the States that
had the power—Wyoming iz the only one
that still possesses it, except that Color-
ado has recently passed a resolution in
favour of it. Mr. Bryce further says:—

In two States, Arkansas and Missipppi,
women bave the right of voting, though not
‘in person, upon the question of granting li-
censes for the sale of intoxicanis. In those
States where women possess the school suffrage
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it is reported that extremely few vote. In
the Territory of Wyoming women serve as
jurors. Those whase opinions I have inquired
inform me that the presence of woemen on
juties was deemed a grave evil; and that in
prosecutions for gambling or the sale of in-
toxicants a defendant bad no chance before
them. It is also stated that comparatively few
went to the poll. As regurds w{oming Ter-
ritory, where the experiment has been longest
at work both as regards full suffrage and jury
service, the balance of such evidence as I could
collect seems to be unfavourable. One of the
most trustworthy wuthorities writes to me as
follows: —“After the first excitement is over,
it is impossible to get respectable women out
to vote, except every twu or three years on
some purely emotional question like Prohibi-
tion or other temperance legislation. After a
year or two it is found that the women of the
worst classes are those that most regularly ge
to the polls,” The experience of Wyoming is
of slight value, It is & very small and raw
ecommunity. which in 1880 had a population of
only 20,000. That of Washington is entitled
to more weight. The people in 1889 refused
the suffrage to women after a four years' trial.
There is a widespread apprehension that to
bring women into politics might lower their
social position, diminish men’s deference for
them, harden und roughen them, and, as it is
expressed, “brush the bloom offi the flowers.”
This feeling is at least as strong among women
as among men. Of the many American Jadies
whoase opinions I inquired, the enormous majo-
rity expressed themselves hostile; and I hear
that quite recently o Ladies’ Anti-Suffrage
League has been formed,

Mr. Jaues: Why do vou not quote
Colorado?

Mr. JLLINGWORTH: I
quote one or two authorities on this
question, and I will quote one near
home, that is, Mr. Robert Harner, of
Melbourne, who said. in his place in
the Legislativel Assemoly, on the 8th
October, 1896:—

I know of no legislation intended for the
amelioration of the condition of woman that
hes yet been refused by any Parliament. There
may be questions yet unsettled, but they will,
after due consideration, be settled. I know
that many of the women who are agitating for
this change are active, benevolent, und good
women, but they desire to vote for a particular
reason. They wish to see legislation passed
dealing with the liquer traflic, and with one
or two other matters. My belief is that these
qpestions can be settled quite as well, and per-
haps better by their influence outside of poli-
tics. If women are subjected to the rough and
tumble of political life, then I say that it will
be much worse for them and also for the human
race. .

want (o

When 1 spoke on this question a year
ago, I was unsble to give the quotation
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from Mr. Gladstone, and I now take the
opportunity of giving it as quoted by
Mr. Harper. Mr. Gladstone published
& letter, when this question came before
the British House of Commeons in 1892 ;
and io it he said that such an important
change ought not to be made without a
clear and unmistakable .expression of
the people’s will  Then he added: —

A permanent and vast difference of type
has been impressed upon women and men re-
spectively by the Maker of both. Their dif-
ferences of social office Test mainly upon causes,
not flexiole and elastic like most menta! quali-
ties, but physical, and in their nature un-
changeable. I, for one, am not prepared to say
which of the two sexes has the higher, and
which has the lower province. But I recognise
the subtle and profound character of the dif-
ferences between them, and I must again, and
ugain, and again, deliberate before aiding in
the i3sue of what seems an invitation by public
authority to the onme to remounce as far as
possible its own office, in order to assume that
of the other. I am not without the fear, lest
beginning with the State, we should eventually
be found to have intruded into what is yet
more fundamental and more sacred, the pre-
cinct of the family, and should dislucate or
injuriously modify the relations of domestic
life. As this is not a party question, or a
class question, so neither is it & sex question.
I have no fear lest the woman should encroach
upon the power of the man. The fear I have
is lest we should invite her unwittingly to tres-
pass wpon the delicacy, the purity, the refine-
ment, the elevation of her owm nature, which
are the present sources of its power,

MR. Moreaxs: Who is that?

Mg. ILLINGWORTH: That was said
by Mr. Gladstone ;—nurely & name that
will carry weight in this House, as it
carries weight throughout the whole of
the English-speaking world.

M=. Moroavs: He was sometimes
wrong, you know.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH: Right or
wrong, his opinion is worth something.
I will quote another name, that of a
man of great ability in the British House
of Commons, a man who has been asso-
ciated with movements in which women
are particularly interested, as much
perhaps ns any man in Great Britain;
I mean Mr. Asquith, who is the leader
of the Radical party in the House of
Commons. He said:—

I am bound to add that, so far as I can form
a judgment, it has been very largely accepted,
not from conviction, but without mature ex-

amination or inquiry ; in that spirit of flaceid
fatalism by which people persunde themselves
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that a thing must come if only it is shouted for
loud enough, if only it drapes and clothes itselt
in a democratic disguise. You are asking the
House to give women tle vote and the power
to count head for head with men in the making
of laws, in the determination of policy, in the
supervision of the national administration ;
and yet abt the same time you are not casting
upon them the burden whici is cast upon every
male citizen ; and why? Because nature does
not allow it. T have heard this measure recom-
mended in the name of democracy. But it is
not a democratic measure. The doctrine of
democrucy demands that we should equalise
where inequulity exists among things funda-
ment.allf' alike, {mb not that we should iden-
tify where things are fundamentally unlike.
The inequalities which democracy requires that
wa ghould fight against and remove are theun-
earned privileges and the artificial distinctions
which man has made, and which man can un-
make. They are not those indelible differences
of faculty and function by which nature her-
gelf has given diversity and riches to human
society. .

We hnve here statements from men who
are able to speak on these questioms,
and whe are equal in breadth of know-

ledge and in experience to the hon.
member who introduced this motion.
When the question was before this

House previously, I was seriously taken
tc tagsk by ladies who are behind the
hon. member in this movement, because
I made n statement that the effect of
placing woman in the arena of politics
was coloulated to degrade her. Let us
now have the opinion of some persons
who are able to judge. I will quote Pro-
fessur Goldwin Smith, of Cannda, whe
on this question of the degradation of
women said, in the Z%mes 26th May,
1896 : —

I thought until this election that it wouid
be a good thing, but I do not think decent
women in Denver will ever go to the polis
again. Why, the political bosses ran the
women from what they call “the Row” just
like sheep, and shamed every decent woman in
the citv; and the worst of it was that these
same women voted, of course, against their
own sex and for all the “bums” on the ticket.
My wife says she will never vote again except
to repes! the Women's Suffrage Act.

MRr. JangEs: The hon, member knows
the reply women made to that, I sup-
posel

Mr. ILLINWWORTH : I have not met
with the reply, and perhaps the hon.
member will quote it.

Mz, Jaues: I did so when the subject
was last before the House.
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Mr. ILLINGWORTH: I did not hear
it, and now I quote a lady who is of some
note, namely, Mademoiselle de la Rame,
better known as Ouida. This is &
woman who knows something about
women, and is capable of giving a sound
judgment. She says:—

The supporters of the new woman declare
that she will pot surrender her present privi-
leges, i.e., though she may usurp his profes-
sorial seat and seize his salary, she will still ex-
pect the man to stand that she may sit;
the man to go wet through that she may
use his umbrella. Yet surely if she retain
these privileges she can only do so by an ap-
peal to his chivalry, i.e., by a confession that
she is weaker thun he. But she does not want
to do this; she wants to get the comforts and
concessions due to feebleness, at the same time
as she demands tbe lion's share of power due
to superior force alome.. It is this over-
weening and and unreasonable prasping at both
positions which will end in making her odious
to man, and her being probably kicked back
roughly by bim into the seclusion of the
harem.

Then she explaing very ably the extent
to which woman imitates man, and pro-
ceeds to give her opinions as to what
woman’s influence might be. She says—

Her influence on children might be so great
that shrough them she would practically rule
the fugure of the world ; but she delegates her
influence te the vile school bourds if she be
poor, and if she be rich to governesses und
tutors ; nor does she in 99 cases out of 100 ever
attempt to educate or control herself into fit-
ness for the personal exercise of such influence.
Her precept and example in the treatment of
the animal creation might be of infinite use in
mitigating the hidecus tyranny of humanity
over them, but she does little or nothing to
this effect.

Ouida’s opinion on woman are thus de-
scribed ;

This writer (OQuida) contends that the proper
sphere of wuman is in her own home, that she
i3 born to be the mother of a family, and to
educate her children, and that her place is not
in the midst of political contention. Ouida
says that if woman enters into the sphere of
politics she abdicates her position as a weman
and a mother., Then she goes on to describe
how, instead of exercising an influence such as
has been already spoken of, the new woman
“wears dead birds and the skins of dead crea-
tures,” animals are killed in the most eruel
manner in order that their skins and furs may
be used to decorate woman, the feathers of
ostriches are torn out of the reeking birds for
her, “and she continues to trim her Court
gowns with the aigrettes of ospreya.”

That is the appeal of a lady of some
standing.
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Mg. Jamss: Ouida is a “lydy,” not
lady.
Mr. ILLINGWORTH: She knows

semething about ladies, at any rate.

Mg. Jaums: And her character.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: I do not know
her character, because I have not made
her acquaintance. I will now quote
something which, at any rate, will de-
mand the respect of the House, and
which comes within the lines of Parlia-
mentary procedure and practice. It is
& petition presented to the British Par-
liament against the extension of the
franchise to women, and amongst the
signatures to that petition are those of
Lady Stanley of Alderley, Lady .<an-
dolph Churchill, Mesdames Broadhurst
{wife of a labour member), Buxley, As-
quith, W, E. Forster, Max Muller, Hum-
phrey Ward, Leslie Stephen, Alma
Tadema, snd J. B. ureen. The petition
itself reads as foliows:—

We desire to foster to the fullest develop-
ment the powers of women, so that their
energies und education may fit them io take up
work of a responsible character towards the
State. But that work must have assigned to
it a definite limit, and the working of the Ntate
machinery is of such a character that it should
be ussigued only to men. We heartily sym-
pathise with the eflorts of women, and the work
which they are able to perform in connection
with our school boards and our public institu-
tions, which afford them opportunities of de-
veloping to the utmost their public usefulness.
But at the present time what may be termed
the emancipation of women has reached its
limits fixed by their constitution and by the
natural difference of occupation selected by
them. No better sphere of usefulness can be
found for women than the care of the sick and
the insane, the treatment of the poor, und the
education of children. In all of these direc-
tiens they pre-eminently shine as the equal, it
not the superior, of man, and extended powers
may well be given them. But in reference to
the foreign or colomial policy of a nation, or
of the grave constitutional changes which
nations undergo, the wnormal experience of
women does not provide them with those mate-
rials necessary to form a sound judgment. Tt
is alleged that to give women the franchise
will check the excess of partisanship. The re.
verse is the case. Women's natural eagerness
and quick temper make them heated partisans.
They are prone to lay aside all prudence in
right cause, and though this way be tonsidered
es one of the peculiar excellencies of women,
when this self-abandonment is shown at the
right time and at the right place, or when it
is used to influence the more highly-trained
and developed judgment of man, yet, if their
fquickness were to be directly translated into
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political energy, and allowed to permeate
throngh the vast and complicated subjects of
political importance, the risk attached to
politics at all times would be ereatly increased,
and what might be, under certain ecircum-
stances, a national blessing, would prove a
national calamity. Lo admit women into the
ordinary machinery of political life would in-
flame partisanship, increase those evils already
too conspicuous, would blunt the special moral
qualities of women, and so lessen the national
reserves of moral force. The political and
practical efforts which would follow the trans-
formation of an inHuence now beneficent, be-
cause indirect and gradual, are much to be
dreaded. We do not undervalue or seek to de-
preciate the importance of women, their posi-
tion, and their immense power for good by in-
fluencing the sterner sex. It is because we
ure keenly alive to the enormous value of their
special contributions to the community that
we musi oppose female franchise. The pursuit
of mere outward equality with men is, for
women, not only vain but demeoralising. It
leads to a total misconception of women's true
dignity and special mission. It tends to per-
gonal struggle and rivalry, when the only
effort of both of the great divisions of the
human family should be to contribute the
characteristic labour and the best giits of each
to the common stock.

That was a petition presented in all good
faith by some of the first ladies of Eng-
land against an exactly similar proposal
to thet made by the member for East
Perth. That petition expresses the calm
and deliberate opinion of some of the
best ladies in England, and was signed
Ly a vast number of the leaders of
thought in English female gociety.

Mr. James: What leaders of thougnt
signed the petition?

Mr. ILLINGWORTH.: I have aleeady
given the nanies.

Mr. Jaues: You only mentioned two.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: 1 mentioned
half-a-dozen. The member for East
Perth, in submitting this motion, starts
off with the proposition that all women
are sngels. That is pure cant of the
very worst kind. All women are not
angels. If they were they would not be
fit for the world, and the people they
have to live with.

Mg. Georer: Oh, yes, they would;
they are very good, and, if they stop at
home, they are better.

Me. ILLINGWORTH: The member
for the Murray (Mr. George) interrupts
rather more than the forms of the
House permit., All women are not
angels; if they were, it would perhaps
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be as well for us to give up governing
and jet them rum the show. (M
Jaugs: Hear, hear.) But hon. members
know as well os I, if not better, tuat
wowen are not all angels. The whole
superstructure raised by the member
for East Perth rests on the assertion
that all the evil thoughts of humenity
are possessed Ly the male sex—that all
the weaknesses and imperfections are
on the side of man. Is that true? We
have to treat this matter from a prac-
tical, common-sense point of view. No
man has greater respeet for wonen than
I, and no man appreciates their value
more than L

Mg Jauss: That is why you won't
trust them. .

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: But I value
‘women toe much to bring them out of
thiat sphere in society where their power
and influence for gocdness, truth, and
righteousness can lWe most fully and
freely exercised. I am too much identi-
fied with women, and women’s work, to
bring them down from the high pedestal
on which they stand, to mix with that
sooial life which most men have ta live.
Then, again, there is another fallacy.
The hon. member says the main influ-
ence that is expected from womanhood
suffrage is that the vote will be on the
gide of right—that women will vote tor
temperance and on social guestions on
the side of right. What are the facts?
Let us fairly and squarely face the facts,
In Perth we have had public meetings
behind which has been the Women's
Christian Temperance Union, the very
best and the very crdam of the influence
that is around ue. They have had public
meetings, and who were put on the plat-
form to speak? I have been at the
meetings, and havel seen one or two
first-clags men in the temperance cause
sitting in that meeting with the banner
of the Women/s Christian Temperance
Union, “For God, for Home, and ior
Humanity,” in front of them—and who
were the men who were put on the plat-
form te speak? The men who stood
there told the people to their faces that
they (the speakers) were not temperance
men, and would neveir become temper-
ance men. And yet, in the face of this
fact, we are told that women will cast
their votes on the side of righteousness.
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What. was the women’s vote cast for in
South Australial Was it cast for truth
and righteousness? Anyone who knows
the facts, knows that it was not so. Go
to New Zealand—were the votes of
women there cast for truth and
righteousness? 1 say they welre not.
All the evidence lends us to the
one conclusion, that except when
emotion comes in, women’s votes are
not to be trusted.  Women will be in-
fluenced by other forces just the same as
men arc influenced. They will be in-
fluenced by other causes than those ot
truth and righteousness. One of the
greatest and best managed institutions
is the Women's Christian Temperance
Union, managed by women; I do not
depreciate it, but I say here is the realm
in which women are entitled to stand, in
which they can wield a mighty and pow-
ertul influence for the uplifting of society.
But when woman goes beyond that, she
goes into realms that must necessarily
degrade her from her object. The worst
thing that can happen to the Women's
Chrigtinn Temperance Union is for
wonien to get the franchise. The very
day that women get the franchise, ninc-
tenths of the influence of that body will
be gone, and its baoner “For God, for
home, and for humanity,” will be dragged
in the dust. That is my conviction, and
I spesk with all the earnestness which [
possesz.  Whether hon. members agree
with me or not, I speak the conviction of
my heart. I speak on the side of
woman, not against her, and I have been
in the battle for over forty years. I
know what woman’s influence iz and I
know what she is capable of doing. Take
woman out of the cause which appeals to
the emotions, and place her in that posi-
tion where reason, logic, and argument
has to gome in, and where caln experi-
ence has to come in, and woman will not
help it. When it comes to a question of
emotion, woman’s force is great, but
when you bring women into the arena of
Parliament and deal with other questions
from other standpoints, you injure not
only Parliament but the women them-
selves. If it were a simple question of
voting, and sitting in this House, and
taking part in our deliberations, I should
be very pleased to welcome it.  But
something lies behind it. There is the
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great social structure of which we form
part. And now look at the absurd posi-
tion which the hon. member takes up.
In this country we have 70,000 men, not
half of whom have votes, and yet he is
agitating for women’s guffrage. 1 do not
know whether 1 shall have the support of
the hon. member or not when I come to
this House and ask for a re-distribution
of seats. I hope I shall; but surely in
a country like this our first duty should
be t6 obtain votes for the men.

Ma. A. Forresr: We will look after
ourselves.

Mz ILLINGWORTH: And 1 suppose
the hon. member looks after his wife. If
he does not he has no right to have one.
I suppose those of us who have wives,
mothers, sisters and daughters, enter-
tain as much respect for them as the hon.
member does for his relations. But I
am speaking from this standpoint. I
am speaking in defence of those I love
most, and for the beat half of humanity.
I am speaking not for men, but for wo-
men. If it only concerned men, I would
let the thing go on, but I am acting in
the interests of women. It is for them
I plead, that they should be saved from
themselves—not so much from them-
gelves as from a few who think in their
mistaken zeal that they will gain a power
over the State by exercising & vote. If
the measure be passed, those women who
advocate it will be completely swamped
by the people whown they are trying to
gave. The very people whom they are
trying to reclaim are those who would
overthrow them, and send into Parlia-
ment not the men that they desire, but
men whom they would weep over with
bitterness- I could say a great deal
more, but it is not necessary nor wise
that I should do so. The hon. member
is on the side of women. He is in favour
of women’s rights, I do not like to dis-
agree with him, and I am going to join
with him on the side of women’s rights.
In order that I ay express briefly what
they are, I will quote the following:—

The rights of woman—what are they?
The right to labour and to pray ;

The right to watch while others sleep ;
The right o'er others’ woes to weep;
The right to succour in reverse;

The right to bless while others curse ;

The right to love whom others scorn ;
The right to comfort all that mourn ;
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The right to shed new jov on earth;
The right to feel the soul’s high worth ;
The right to lead the soul to God,
Along the path her Saviour trod ;

The path of meekness and of love;

The path of faith thut leads above;

The path of patience under wrong ;

The path in which the weak grow strong.
Such woman's rights—and God will bless
And crown their champions with success.

(General applause.)

On the motion of Mr. GEorer the de-
bate was adjourned.

ACJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 11.10 p.m.
until the next day.

Fegisintive Connerl,
Thursday, 11th August, 1898.

Crown Suits Bill, Report—Police Act Amend-
ment Bill, first reading—Motion: Redie-
tribution of Seats—local Courts Evidence
Biil; second reading; in Commistee, Te-
ported—Criminal Court of Appeal bLuli;
second reading ; referred to Select Com-
mittee—Early Closing Bill: Recommit-
ted — Division on Clause 5; reported—
Inebriates Bill, second reading; Amend-
ment (passed}—Adjournment.

Tae PRESIDENT took the chair at
4.30 o’clock, p.m.

PrAYERS.

CROWN SUITS BILL.
SELECT COMMITTEE'S REPORT.
Hox. R, 8. Hayxns brought up the re-
port of the Select Committee on the Bill
Report read, and ordered to be
printed.

POLICE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

Introduced by the Hox. R. S. Havnes
and read g first time.
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MOTION : REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS.
Hox. H. G. PARSONS moved :

That, in the opinion of this House, the
Government should forthwith introduce a Bill
providing for a redistribution of seats.

He submitted the motion, he said, with
considerable confidence that the House
would adopt it. It was not entirely
an academic opinion, but ore which the
House held and acted on, that Parlia-
ment existed for the pruma free pur
pose of adapting legislation to the needs
of the country at the moment. It had
been a growing opinion, and was now
universally admitted in all parts of the
country, and by all sections of people,
that the time had come when, if no
geats were to be taken away, at all
eventa further geats should be given to
the districts of this rising colony.

Hox, F. T. CrowpmR: It was a sinking
colony.

Honx. H. G. PARBONS: It was a
colony rising in population, at all events,
and it was to be hoped that in the future
it would increate in prosperity. There
was no doubt a natural reluctance on
the part of the Government to redistri-
bute seats tco soon. The Government
did not wish to unsettle the public or to
visit members of another place with the
pnins and pepalties of elections, which
were notoriously too cxpenmsive. Pos-
sibly the Government wished to leawve
things as at present, so long as they
themselves could maintain their un-
doubted hold on the colony. If a redis-
tribution of seats had to come, taking
into account the lengthened period which
would naturally elapse hefore a Bill
could be introduced and debated, the
House could not impress on the Govern-
ment teo much the advisability of tak-
ing up the matter at once. He had col-
lected statistics es to the particular part
of the colony which he himgelf repre-
sented. He did pot intend, however, to
occupy the House with those statistics
at this moment, beyond saying there was
renson to believe that on the rolls at
Kalgoorlie and the Boulder there were
tome 6,000 electors. Perth and Fre-
mantle required further representation,
and it was admitted by hon. members
that further representation was also re-
quired by the goldfields. Those mem-



