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would be composed of the hest men
avuilable. As to the fee of £2 2s,, if the
payment were forced, the result would be
that the companies would dodge the law
by employing engineers as drivers only
when the mspector was about.

Mz. LOTON said the Government had
promised to leok into the matter. It
was desirable that the men who drove
engines should be examined and certified,
and this would cost them a certain
amount of money. If the fee was too
high, it could be reduced; but thev
should not do away with the examination
and with the certificate.

Vote put and passed.

Progress was reported, and lenve given
to sit again. :

ADJOURNMENT,

The House adjourned at 10-36, p.m,,
until next day.

Feqislatibe Dssembly,
Wednesday, 16th September, 1896.

Question: Reported influx of Asiatics in the North—
ueation : Gingin Government Reserve—Questions:
armarvon Jetty Site—Dotions: Leave of Absence

—Motion: Payment of Members—Motion: Fore-
closure by Government over Midlond Kailway—
Motion: Starting Point of Greenhills Railway—
Western Austrnlian Bank (private) Bill: second
reading—Fencing Bill: in committee—Customs
Duties Repeal Bill : in eommittee —Adjournment.

Tre SPEAKER took the chair at 4:-30
o'clock, p.m.

PravERs.

QUESTION—REPORTED INFLUX OF
ASIATICS IN THE NORTH.

Me. SOLOMON, by leave and without
notice, asked the Premier whether he had
heard anything ahout the reported influx
of Chinese or Asiatics in the North of
this colony, and whether the Government
intended doing anything with regard to
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Curnarson Jetty Site.
stopping of
Asiatics.

Tue PREMIER (Houn. Sir J. Forrest)
replied : T have not heard anything about
it officially. T saw anotice in a newspaper
to the effect that a largenumberof Asiatics
had come down in the steamer Saladin,
then at a Northern port. I expect they
must be Japanese, or at any rate they
cannot be Chinese, becanseonly one China-
man can be brought for every 500 tons of
ghip's burthen at one time. T must
admit I was rather startled when I saw
the report of the number who had
arrived in that steamer, and I may say the
matter has not been lost sight of. As
hon. members know, the other colonies
are now dealing with the question, and
there seems to be a great deal of difficulty
in arranging as to what is best to be done
for excluding undesirable immigrants.
The matter is now under the considera-
tion of the Grovernment.

any large imnugration

QUESTION—GINGIN GOVERNMENT
RESERVE.

Mr. LEFROY, in accordance with
notice, asked the Commissioner of Crown

¢ Lands:—1. What was the acreage of the

Government reserve adjoining the town-
ship of Gingin? 2. For what purpose
the reserve was used? 3. Whether there
was any good reason why this land, or
the greater portion of it, should not be
thrown open for selection for garden and

. orchard purposes ?

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. A. R. Richardson) re-
plied :—I have already had under my
notice the desirability or otherwise of
cutting up into garden and orchard
blocks a portion of this reserve, but
have not yet had time to make exhaus-
tive inquiries in order to decide whather
all this land is required as a public
reserve, but I hope to do so shortly;
and if such a large reserve is not actually
required n this locality, I will take into
consideration some scheme of cutting up
which would result In a good portion
of it being turned to more profitable
aceount.

QUESTION—CARNARVON JETTY SITE.

Me. R. F. SHOLL, in accordance with
notice, asked the Director of Public
Works when the Government propesed
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to proceed with the constroction of
hurbour works at Carnarvon, for which
the sum of £8,0000 was voted last session
under the hmding “ Carnarvon jetty and
approaches,” and why the work had been
so long delayed ¥

Twe DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) replied
that the surveys now heing counduocted by
Commander Dawson of the ulternative
sites for a jetty a few miles North of the
town were being awnited. When they
were received, and had been considered,
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the jetty, &c., would be proceeded with -

at the site which was then deemed nost
suitable. The reason of the deluy was
that the Government desired to awvail
itself of the opinion of Captain Dawson.
Mr. A. FORREST, by leave and with-
ont notice, asked whether it was not a
fact that Commander Dawson had con-

demned the proposal to construct a jetty

at a site 10 miles Northward of Car-
narvon,
Twe PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
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It will be observed that, in submitting
this motion, I merely ask this Chamber
to aflirm the principle. Tt is a principle,
I suppose it is fair to say, pretty well
world-wide in its acceptance. The two
exceptions at present in cxistence where
any form of representative government
holds are the Onited Kingdom and
Western Australin. As to the United
Kingdom, the principle has been affirmed
in the House of Commons, and the
details of administration possibly, or the
inexpediency of immediate action, have
deferred the carrying out of the prmclple
50 uffirmed. Here I seek the assistance
of the House to aflirm that the prineiple
of the motion is a sound one. My
confention, in connection with this
matter, is that we have affirined it already
—that we have affirmed it in our Consti-
tation Act, for it provides that our
Ministers shall be paid for their services;
so that there is but one conclusion

, to draw, namely, that the reason why

replied : Commander Dawson does not .

approve of the site 10 miles Northward

of Carnarvon, on account of its exposed -

situation.

M=r. A. FORREST: Why don’'t you
go on with the other jetty ?

Tue PREMIER: Where do you want
us to go on with it? Perhaps you will
tell us.

MOTIONS—LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On the motion of the Premier, fur-
ther leave of absence for one fortnight

Ministers of the Crown ure paid is that
they render services, and deprive theni-
selves of opportunities of private advance-
ment, in the interest of the country, and
that the country considers it a reasonable
thing to compensate them for these ser-
vices and this sacrifice. Of cowrse I
know it will be said the payment of
Ministers 1s in order that they may
devote the whole of their time to the
administration of public affairs, as well

+ ag their attendance in Parliament as re-

. presentatives of the people.

QOur Consti-

' tution Act having thus affirmed the

was granted to the members for the .

Murchison (Mr. Hooley), and Northam
{Mr. Throssell).

On the motion of Mr. ILLINGWORTH,
further leave of absence for one fortnight

was pranted to the members for Albany -

(Mr. Leake), and Pilbarra (Mr. Keep).

MOTION—P'AYMENT OF MEMBERS.

Me. SIMPSON, in accordance with
notice, moved “That, in the opinion of
this House, it 13 desirable, in order to
secure the best interests of the country
and the fullest representation of the
people’s will, to adopt the system of puy-
ment of l]]LIl]hl.'lS, by making provision
for reasonable compensation Ttor travel-
ling expenses and costs of attendance at
the sessions of Purliament.” He said:

principle, there is left open this question :
What rate of payment should be given to
ordinary members of the ILegislative
Assembly, as distinct from those who, as
Ministers, have to carry out the adminis-
tration of the country’s affairs, as well as
to perform legislative duties ?  The differ-
ence, therefore, is simply one of degree,
one of proportion. But I say we have
gone further than that, for the distin-
guished position of Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly, in every part of
the world, is o paid position, and the

+ Chairmanship of Comwmittees is also a

. paid position.

Itis reasonably contended
that, in vrder to secure to the public the
widest possible opportunity of selection
in returning representatives to FParlia-
ment. the principle of payment of
members should bhe affivised.  The wdea
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is that there may be men of ability, men
of capucity, whose experience, whose
intellectual capabilities will prove of
great value in dealing with measures
which might be placed before this Hounse
for adoption as the laws of the country.
In this Assembly I know, or T believe,
there s a very strong opposition to this
principle. I do net suppose this motion
will be carried; but, believing in the
priuciple as I do, I will ask the opponents
of it to suggest anything meore than pre-
judiee agamst it. I appeal to them to
put forward anything more than pre-
judice, if they cun do so. T shull he told
that, in the neighbouring colonies, the
principle has been a failure; but T say
the principle has not been a failure,
though its administration may not have
worked well. If the principle is sound,
it cannot fail; but the details in connec-
tion with it have been a failure elsewhere,
I admit, and that has always been my
opinion. I have sald befors to-day that I
could never find u solid reason agninst
the adoption of this principle. I have
sald in this House recently that, since
its adoption in Australia, the principle
has been an abjeet failure. T held, at
the same time, that the principle is sound
und good; and I say that, with the
experience of the other colonies before
us to show what we shounld avoid, T think
we can aflirm the principle in this colony,
and then so arrange the details that a
failure may not occur in the legislation
of Western Australia. T have suid that
I consider the failluwre, which I have
admitted, is not due to any weakness in
the principle, but is due simply to the
means that have been adopted for secur-
ing to individual members of Parliament
1 means of subsistence. I have leen
informed by a trustworthy authority that
the effect of payment of members else-
where is to show on how slender a thread
a man’s independence hangs, whose
subsistence is dependent on his position
as o member of Parliament. But without
payment of members we are thrown on
the oppoesite principle, which treats a
seat in Parliament as the appanage, the
domain, the natural heritage of the rich,
and which affirms that the power to make
laws for the country shall belong only to
the rich. Tt will also be said that the
great jobs in connection with political
railways in Australasia are the result of
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payment of members — [Mr. R. F.
SuoLrn: Hear, hear]—but I challenge the
hon. member, or anyone else, to prove a
single instance of a political railway in
Australin  baving been promoted as
the result of payvment of members, or as
bieng directly due to the operation of
that principle. It is not the poor mem-
bers of ihe House who control the
construction of political railways. The
sinews of war come from the capitalists,
and not from the poor men. T do say
that here is a principle which i1s adopted
in every part of the world that has repre-
sentative institutions, with the exception
of Western Australia. and the United
Kingdom; and, as to England, the
principle has been afirmed in the House
of Commons. [Mr. Harper: Honour-
able exceptions.] But we have the great
legislative power of the House of Com-
mons in support of the principle, for
that House has distinctly affirmed it,
and we may expect that effect will
be given to that aflirmation, In
agking this House to adopt the prin-
ciple in a careful and cautious way,
T will point to New Zealund as having
made a wise provision, for there the
members are paid according to their at-
tendance in the Legislature, and are not
paid a salary for the session. 'The method
there is to pay so mmuch per sitting for
attendance,and notto pay an annual salary
at all.  The emoluments for attendance
amounted for ome session to £91, as
representing the time which members
absolutely devoted fo the work of legis.
lation. I think it will be agreed that it
18 consonant with our institutions, and 1s
part, of our institutions, that the electors
should have the widest possible area of
choice tn sending representatives to this
Assembly, and that the mere matter of
trespass on the time of the representatives
should not puttheelectorsin a position that
they cannot have their views represeoted
in the Parliament of the country. It is
said that, since the system bas ruled
elsewhere, the best men of the country
have failed or declined to seek seats in
Parliament. Well, that is a statement
to which I am thoroughly opposed. I
have heard so much talk about those hest
men, who won't seek election because they
object to he associated with members who
are paid, that T have grown tired of it;
and I say that, if they were the best men,
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they would be prepared to make a sacrifice '

for their patriotism. They ruise the
objection that they will not seek a seat in
Parliament because of the rough-aund-
tumble of & contested election. Such a
plen is all bunkum. The man whe will
not sacrifice some of his inclinations, and

(15 Serrexser, 1896.]

go in for u bit of self-denial, has no true

patriotism in him. The wav in which
this principle would be elaborated would,
of course, e a matter for later considera-
tion. I sugyest to the House that it is
expudient to affirm the principle ; und, if
I way put it with deference, I say this is
the tine and this is the hour to deal with
the guestion. It is w sound old axiom,
“Be wise in tme;”
wembers is coming in this colony, ussure
as to-wmorrow’s sun will rise.  [Me. A
Forrest: A long time off.] That is my
conviction, and I fesl sure the next
election will show that the principle is
very largely afirmed by the electorates.
The question for this House is: Will it
be wise for us fo deal with the principle
in a careful und cautious way, that
will prohibit the abuse of the details of
administration ? It has been suggested,
though of course no one would couple it
with the names of the present Mimstry,
that we wmay suppose there may be, at
some time, a corrupt Mintstry in power,
and that an important question heing
under consideration, and there being an
absolute wajority of opinion against it
we may suppose that a corrupt Premier
may say to u certain number of needy
members of the House, whoare absolutely
dependent ou their political salary: * Of
“course if you are compelled to vote
“ against us on this question, we shall have
“ to demand « dissolution,and we have the
“ power to get a disselution, so that you
“ will have to go to the country, and you
“ will visk your salary and be out of pocket
“ for your election expenses even if you are
“ returned. wnd if you are not returned you
“will lose your salary as well as your ex-
‘“ penses ; o vou had hetter vote with us.”
‘While I say that is a dangerous power to

becavse payment of

put into the bands of an unscrupulous

Premier, supposing we ever get one, and

while admitting the objection is a serious .
one, I say we can deal with this principle .

cautiously and carefully, that we can put
payment of mewmbers on such a sound
and equitable busis that a danger like
that will he avoided.

I would suggest to
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the House that this is a fitting time
to deal with the question. We kmow
perfectly well that our political area is
widening, that political principles are
beginning to be more discussed in our
community ; we know that this principle
is in operation in every other Austrahan
community; and we know that the bulk of
our pepulation is made u) of people who
come from those communities; that
between 50 and 60 per cent. of our popu-
lation ¢ome from the other colonies, and
not more than 35 per cent. of our people
are natives of this colony. Therefore,
between 50 and 60 per cent. of our
populution are people who have heen
used to und bave lived in communities
where this principle has ruled. [Mg,
Crargson: They do not like it.] I
should scarcely accept the statement
of the hon. member for Toodyay,
that the men who have come from other
eolonies do not approve of the principle,
and I have not heard that the hon.
mentber himself is so closely in touch
with the political thought of the other
colouies us to be uble to speak as an
exponent of political theught in those
colonies. I suggest that now is a fitting
time to affirm the principle, and that,
having aftirmed it, the House can further
consider the meaus of giving effect to the
principle in a carveful, cautious, and wise
manner. 1 canoot imagine any harm
that can accrue to the country by aflirm-
ing a principle which is aceepted in nearly
every representative country in the world
—a principle that is admitted to be sonnd
in itself, the only objection being as to
the means of carrying it info operation.
We shall thus be giving to the people of
this colony the widest possible area of
selection, when they have the opportunity
of returning represeutatives to this
Chamber. I beg to move the motion.

Mg, ILLINGWORTH : T second the
motion.

Mr. LEFROY (after a pause): Hon.
members seem rather disinclined to speak
to this motion, so I will take the present
opportunity of doing so. I know thatin
certain quarters a member of Parliament,
or anyone else, who speaks in opposition
to payment of members, is called many
bad names. He is called a Conservative,
and ull sorts of vituperative expressions
are used in regard to him. [Mr. Sixpsoxn:
I do not call names] No; the hon
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member for Geraldton does not attempt

[ASSEMBLY.]

anything of that kind, and I notice that |

in the course of his address ho seemed
rather half-hearted about the question.

I am opposed to the principle of payment

of members, and I have vo ohjection to
stand up in this House and express my
opposition in the same manner that the
hon. tember approves of it. This

motion seems to me to be the thin end of

the wedge, and nothing more. If you
have a living tree, say strong and healthy,
s long as you leave the tree nunmolested
it may continve bealthy, and if you lay a
wedge alongside the tree but do not use
it, no harm will happen to the tree so
long as the wedge remains vnused. But
supposing someone comes along and in-
serts the thin end of the wedge into the
living tree: there are other people who
will come afterwards and drive the wedge
further in, and so you may soon smash
up a healthy and strong tree. In like
manner, I say that if the thin end of the
wedge is put into our Constitution by
this motion with regard to payment of
members, there will be plenty of men
hereafter ~who wonld be prepared
to come along and drive that wedge in,
50 a8 to pget the f{ull payment of
members, such as prevails in other
parts of Australia. It is the prin-
ciple itself, rather than its operation,
that the hon. member appears to approve

Payment of Members.

theory, the payment of members is well
and good ; but as long as buman nature
remains what it is, the theory will not
work out as we wish. My opinion is
that the best member of Parliament is
the man who is independeut of Parlia-
ment, and who, when he loses bis seat, is
also independent of the salary attaching
to the position there. Inall countries
where pavment of members has been
adopted, members have been too anxions
to’ retain the position simply for the
salary and nothing else. We have seen
it, and we have heard of it in every
country ; and I say we do not want to see
that practice creep into this colony. On
that ground alone I object to the
system of payment of members, us I
think a man should be independent
of Parliament, and when he goes into
Parliament he should go there with
certain comvictions, and be prepared io
stand or fall by his political opiniovs;
instead of his having to consider that, by
losing his position, he would be perhups
losing his livelihood. That is the reason
why I consider payment of members has
been a failure. It has been said by the
mover that in nearly all British countries
payment of members has been adopted.
It may be so; but we have a splendid
exception in the British House of Com-

. mons, and that one exception is quite

of ; and he tells us he is not prepared to -
adopt the payment of members in its .

entirety, as it has been adopted in other
countries of Australasis. The hon.
member proposes to allow a certain salary
for loss of time. That is all very well in
its place; and, as I say, if you can go no
further than that, well and good; but
this thin end of the wedge having been
inserted, I am sure other persons will
afterwards attempt to bring in the full
principle, and will try to do it in a short
time; and that principle I object to.
I caunot see, at the present moment, that
we should adopt the system, for we
always find men ready and willing to
cormme forward and serve the country in
Parliament. There seems to be plenty of
aspirants for political honours in this
country; and though it was said at one
time we could not find sufiicient members,
vet there appears to be no difficulty now,
and in the future there is not likely to be
so much difficulty as in the pust. In

enough to lead us to oppose the principle
of payment of members. Though in the
House of Commons there is no payment
of members, I have never heard a word
said against the integrity of the members
of that house; whereas that cannot be
said of other legislatures, where payment
of members has been adopted. I came
into Parliament opposed to the principle
of payment of members, and as long as I
remtain in this House I shall still raise
ny voice in opposition to this thin end
of the wedge being inserted into our Con-
stitution Act, because it would break
down the fabric as it now exists.

Tue PREMTER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) :
I do not propose to say much on this
motion ; but I must express my surprise
at the hon, member bringing it forward,
after his declaration the other night. I
do not rememmber his exact words, bhut
they were to the effect that he bad been o
heliever in the principle of payment of
members all his life, but he must say it
wag @ complete failure in Australia, wnd
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that his iden was that if the counstitnencies
wished to have their members paid, they
should puy them thamselves. Heexpressed
bimself in that way, with very greal
regret, because it was against the view he
desired to hold. Yet now, notwithstand-
ing that his expericnce has shown him
that the practice of pavment of members
hus been o great failure in Australia, the
hon, member hus moved this motivn in
favour of payment of members. Pro-
bably he will tell us that what he means
by the motion is that the constituencies
themselves will pay their members. I
have always Dbeen somewhai in accord
with that view of the hon. member.
‘The principle secems an excellent one, as
I know it is a consideruble tax upon

representatives who live in the country °

and have to aittend the sessions of
Parliament, paying for hLotel accommo-
dation and other expenses. T know it
has an influence in preventing men com-
ing into Parliament; but, at the same
timue, T am not prepared to admit, with
ull the disadvantages which are apparent,
that it would be a good thing to adopt
the payment of members at the present
time. I am inclined to agree with what
the hon. member said a few days ago,
that the system has worked badly in the
Australian colonies, and has raised up a
class of what may be called professional
politivians—men who make their living
out of agitation.

Mg. IrrivewarTH:
them ¥

Tue PREMIER:
many.

Mx. TnnineworTH : You cannot count
five.

Tee PREMIER: I helieve there are
hundreds of thein. 1 know that when they
gebout of Parliament, the poor fellows do
not know what to do. I have received a
wreat many applications in this colony for
employment from ex-members of Parlia-
ment. I need not mention names, but I
know wany of them, and some of them
have been 1 Parliament five yeurs, and
some as long as 20 years. Their occupa-
tion us profussional politicians is gone,
and they cannot go back to the oceupation
they had hefore for making a living in
the country where they have, for a time,
occupied  this  bigh  awd  honourable
position.  In this condition they came
to this pew country secking a fortune,

How many of

I think a good

(14 Sepremeer, 1896.]

Payment of Members. 681

and they want billets from the Govern-
ment. I dopot think that. at the present
time, there has been any considerable
demand for this great change in the
constitution of the country. The same

. proposal was brought forward when the

Clonstitution Act was under consideration,
and some one moved that the principle
should be adopted; but it was defeated,
and why the hon. member should bring
the matter forward a second time I am at
a loss to understand. The hon. member
has not explained why he is bringing it
forward. ’
Mr. Siesow: Let the hon. member

_ alene, and deal with the prineiple.

Tur PREMIER: I said the principle
in the abstract was not so bad, but in
practice it does not seem to work out
well. I regret to inform the hon. member
that I cannot give him any support, and
shall have to vote against the motion.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: It may not,
perhaps, be wise for me to occupy much
time in this diseussion. 1 expressed
myself pretty fully when the matter was
ander discnssion a few weeks ago; and I
regret that the House was not then in a
mood to entertain what every member of
the House will admit is a just and
equitable principle. There is no reason
in the argument which first adwits thata
thing is good in principle, and then rejects
it becanse of the weakness of the persons
who work out that principle. 1 think
the world s suffering, und has suffered a
long time, from the failure of humanity
to work out good principles that are
existent in the world as acknowledged
facts. If we have any force of character
at all, it should be our duty to endeavour
to work out good principles, and we
should be prepared to learn by Lhe failures
of others who have attempted to work
out. these principles, and should omit
their mistakes while we endeavour to
establish the goodness of the principle.
On a former oceasion, I stated that unless
we are prepared for all time practically,
in this country of magnificent distances,
to select our representatives from Perth
city, or almost entirely frow Perth city,
and to adwmit that the only men who are
competent or privileged to govern the
mation shall be those whe reside in Perth
or within vasy access to Perth, we must
adopt the principle of pavment of mem-
bers,  Reference bas been made to Great
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Britain, but I would like hon. members
to remember that Great Britain is a
country of very small area, and has per-
haps the most developed means of transit
the world possesses. Great Britain also
possesses a very large leisured class, who
are located ull over Great Britain, They
are not confived to London or any other
centre, and in every portion of Great
Britain it is possible to secure a large
leisured class, cultured and including
men of birth, whe are in sympathy with
their own districts, in sympathy with
the large inovements, and with the whole
mass of the people. Therefore it is
possible in Great Britain, without any
payment whatever, to obtain & most
efiicient House of Commons, which
could be twice the size if necessary.
Members of this House must recollect
that, when transit was not so ecasy in
Greut Britain as now, payment of
members was an actual fact. Some
members may perbaps have forgotten
that much of history; but 1t is a fact,
nevertheless.  From a democratic stand-
point, the same principle has been lately
discussed at length in the House of
Commons, and has been affirmed from a
democratic point of view alone. Ifitis
admitted that all men have u right to
vote, there is no possible escape from the
issue that all men have a right to sit ; and
and if men have a right to sit, and if
they possess the ability, and their fellow
men desire they should be elected as
representatives, I ask, 1s the mere accident
of wealth to be a difficulty in the way of
choosing representatives 7 The question
reduces itself to this, that money rules
the nation, und the influence of money
has heen a curse all over the world.
Even West Australia, with all its bigh
dignity, its wonderful resources, and its
glorious patriotisny, is not free from the
taint to which I refer.

Mgr. HarpeErR: Speak for your own
side.

M=r. ILLINGWORTH : I am sorry it
has been said, by the hon. member who
proposed the motion, that payment of
members has been w failure in the other
colonies. T thiuk I know a little abont
it, and I emphatically state it has not
heen a failure in Victoria, but a complete
success, I know that in Victoria you
find men who will differ from you, hut

the proof is that you could nut to-day, |

[ASSEMBLY.]

Payment of Members.

nor since the first vote was cast in favour
of paymént of members, get a majority
returned against the principle. If the
people of Victoria considered the principle
had been a falure, it is within their
power to dispose of the question al-
together, and they could, at the next
election, return a majority opposed to the
principle; but I say no man would
veuture before the constituencies and
expect to be returned if he declared him-
self opposed to the system. This is proof
that the system has not been a failure. I
am prepared to admit that no principle
that has to he administered by men will
be free from soine failure, because men are
necessarily subject t¢ human weakness,
and I have heard recently from a high
authority in this colony thut humanity
has a great deal of selfishness in it. The
great country of France was never better
governed than when her legislators were
paid.

Mg, Lerroy: What about the Panaina
scandals ¥ 'We have heard of them.

Mr. Simeson: What about the South
Sea Bubble, and the House of Com-
mons ¥

Me. ILLINGWORTH : Iu Italy, Ger-
many, and Spain, not to speak of Spanish
America, there has been ten tiines wore
corruption in the representative House,
belonging to the so-called aristocracy of
the nation, thap ever took place with pay-
meunt of members; but hon. members
know that is no argument on either side,
as the existence of abuses is no proof
either for or against a principle, becaunse
good governtaent should be the expression
of the public will and wmind, and I
contend that the public mind can
best be reached by giving a wide scope
for representation. Therefore, in order to
make the conditions such as we desire,
payment of members is absolutely neces-
sary. Here all of us are engaged in the
daily toil of life, and we have pretty
nearly as much as we can do to mind our
own husiness; there are numbers of
others around us whe would find it
impossible to give e¢ven the time we give
to public business, and it would be im-
possible for them te come from the north,
south, east, and west to Parliament,
unless they were paid. One word as 1o
the principle underlying this question.
I say it is a democratic principle that the
people should have the fullest choice of
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representation in the Parliament of the ; support what they admit is a just and

nation.
sired that Jobn Burns should represent
them in Parliament, and he has graced
the Parliament House of the great
nation to which we belong. It may
he said that those London people put
their hands in their pockets to pay
that man to represent them. At once
they placed him in an invidious and
unequal position, in which he could
he pointed out as the paid man of the
House: they pluced him in a position in
which he was charged with being the
paid delegute of the people. But such
invidiousness is unjust to the representa-
tive and wholly unjust to the constituents,
for it the principle is to be availed of, it
must be universal, and all members
should take the pay allotted as a right,
which comes to them by virtue of their
position and the work they are expested
to perform as representatives.  Suppose
we carried out this principle as suggested,
and paid the Premier, but declined to pay
the Minister of Crown Lands, perhaps
the latter might not like it. Thus we at
once see an inequality on the Ministerial
benches, which would prevent the proper
fulfilment of the duties. We pay the
Ministers, not because of their neediness,
but on the broad priociple that they give
a certain amount of time and their best
skill to the service of the public; and if
the public want that skill, they should be
prepared to payv for it. So it should he
in reference to the representation in
Parligment, for as the people want in
Parliament the best men they can secure,
they ave prepared to pay the men
they select; and if the taxpayers are
prepared to pay their representatives,
why should the House object. The
principle of payment gives the fullest
possible scope for selection. For these
reasons, [ am strongly in favour of the
principle now before the House; and.
while I am also disposed to go further
than the hen. member, I am prepared
to stand by bim and support the motion
as now tabled. I was going to say I
hope members would vote for it; but
looking at the members opposite, and
knowing something of their predilections
in this direction, I can scarcely hope they
will, though I think they ought. Having
said that, I leave the question for their
own consciences, us to whether they will

Many people in London de- !

‘

T

equitable principle.

Mr. HASSELL: I au sorry the mem-
ber for Nannine has changed his opinion
on this question. Not long ago, while he
wits on his first visit to this colony, and
while travelling in a railway carriage, he
assured me and another member of
Parlioment that we should be deing
wrong to admit payment of members into
this House, The hon. member spoke of the
evils of the system in Victoria; but now I
suppose he has been so long away from
Victoria that he has forgotten the
principles be then held.  Iam sorry in-
deed to hear him advocate payment of
membeis, for 1 have adopted the advice
he pave before—not that which he
fgiven to-night—and T  shall
{esist payment of members as loong as I
tve,

Mr. InvizowortH: You
been dreaming.

Mer. HASSELL: Sometimes I do, but
on that occasion I was not, dreuming.

Tne COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. A. R. Richardson): I am
much surprised to hear the question of
payment of members being again debated
this session, und I think itis a great waste
of time. 'The word * principle” has been
used many times in the course of the
discussion, but in my opinion there is no
principle about if, for the question is
simply one of expediency as to whether
members shall be paid or not, and the
question never reaches the height of a
principle, either good or bad.  In my view
of political life and political integrity,
members should legislate and vote with-
out gain or profit. When members are
paid, there will be a distinct inducement,
or a distinct temptution, to vote and
legislate for purposes of gain; and there-
fore T say that payment of members
would be a very dangerous thing to bring
into our political life.

Mr. Simpson: You are in a different
positioo as a paid Minister.

Tue COMMISIONER OF CROWN
LANDS: A Ministerispaid forwork which
he does outside the House, and when he
comes into the House he is not working
for his salary. The hon. member for
Nannine has told us that money should
not rule nations; and therefore I say we
should keep the question of money out
of political life as much as possible.

must have
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Mr. SIMPSON (in reply) : I did not
anticipate there would be much debate on
this question, as I understand the attitude
of members who have a difficulty in find-
ing rensons to support their opposition to
this motion. That is ther unhappy
posttion.  The Premier admits that the
principle of pavment of members is a
good one; and I say this simple motion
asks the House to aftirm that principle—
practically to follow the course which the
Premier toclk in this House, of approving
of the motion. The Premier says, “1
believe in the motion ;” and the motion
simply says this House believes in the
prineiple which it contains. The member
for the Moore culogises the purity of the
House of Commmons, and the absence of
payment of members in that House;
but what of the House of Commons in
Walpole's time, than which there was no
more corrupt Assembly, as far as bribery
is concerned, when men were bought
and votes were sold to the highest
bidder? What, then, becomes of the
statement of the Commissioner of Crown
Lands, that payment of members makes
a Parliament impure ¥ T did vot antici-
pate that this motion would be carried
duaring the present session, but I think it
18 well to put it before the people of the
colony for their consideration at the
election of the new Parliament. Tt has
been suggested that I am half-hearted on
this question, but that is not the case. I
intend to persevere with it, as T did with
another question which I began io raise
some years ago. Iam very whole-hearted
about it, and we shall have an opportunity,
on going to a division, of ascertaining
who are opposed to it. I have no

doubt there will be an overwhelming

majority against the motion; but the
majority will not overwlielm the principle.
There is not an intelligent organ of the
press in the country that hag not, for a
number of years, supported the principle
of payment of mewmbers. We have
a growing electorate, and bave the pros-
pect of having this matter discussed in
the House within 12 months, so that this
will give us an opportunity of further
considering the question.

Tue Presier : Why have vou changed
vour opinion so quickly ?

M. SIMPSON : I have never chunged
my opinion. I guoted the exact words 1
used on the former occasion, and I have

[ASSEMBLY.]

Payment of Members.

not changed my opinion. Eight years
ago I supported the principle at the
Town Hall in Perth, before T had the
honour of a seat in this House; and now
I have an opportunity of supperting it
again. T will suggest another mnatter
beartng upon it.  We pay the delegates
to the Federal Council their expenses.
Do we vender them impure by doing
that ?

Tue CommissioNEr oF RarLways:
They do not support a Government.

Me. SIMPSON: I unofice that, as a
rule, they are supporters of a Grovern-
ment. Do we render them impure
by simply reimbursing their expenses ?
It is only reimbursewent, and I do not
look upon it as salary. Practically, that
is what T ask shall be given to the mem-
bers of this House. There is in this
matter no thin end of the wedge, such as
was spoken of by the hon. member for
the Moore, who draws his illustrations
from arboriculture and similar pursuits,
The motion simply asks the House to
afirm a principle which, with two excep-
tions, is carried out in reprusentative
institutions whevever the people are
really represented. The Premier also
said there was no demand for payment of
members ; but the best answer to that
argument is that there was no demand
for the abolition vof slavery on the part of
the slaves in America. The Premieralso
admits that the absence of this principle,
in which he is a believer, prevents
men from being elected as repre-
sentatives; and yet he is going to vote
against this motion, the object of
which is to enable the elected choice of
the people to enter Parliament. But the
question will not be defeated, but only
deferred, by an adverse vote this evening;

_ and the principle will ultimately become

u vital part of our representative institu-
tions, supported Dby the voice of the
majority of the clectors, who are con-
vinced that it is likely to secure the best
interests of the country and the fullest
representation of the people’s will.

Mr. VENN: T should like to draw
attention Lo the fuct that the motion says
nething about afivming a principle. It
sets out “That, in the opinion of this
House, it is desivable, in order to sccure
the best interests of the country and the
fullest. representation of the people’s will,
to adopt the system of payinent of mem-
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bers, by making provision for reasonable
compensation for travelling expenses and
cost of attendance at the sessions of Par-
liameut.” That is not a qguestion of
principle. Tt is a proposal to adopt o
new course of action.
principle is one thing; to adopt it is
another.
to speak of an abstract question, as far as
a principle is concerned. No one, for
example, would say that u man ought not
to be paid for time expended in rendering
service to the country—as a prineiple, no
one would argue against that; bué when
you come to upply the principle at once,
and say the time has arrived wheo mem-
hers of Parliament shall be paid, the
principle then becomes a matter of fact
upon which there is room for a difference
of opinion. TIf the member for Geraldton
had made his proposal an abstract motion,
I should have supported it; but T shall
bave to vote against it, because it goes on
to ask that provision shall be made for
paviment of members at the present
time.

Mr. GEORGE: I de not intend to
support this motion, as I do not helieve
in paywment of members. I believe this
country will always produce suflicient
public-spirited men to vepresent it in
Parliament at their own expense. I do
not believe there is a purer house of legis-
lature in the world than the House of
Commons, and I do not think payment
of members will ever be introduced there.
T do not think the freedom of the people
of this colony stands in need of being
vindicated by the introduction of the
system of payment of members, and Tam
going to oppose it.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
S. Burt): I did not intend to say any-
thing on this question, but I am really
most pleased that the member for the
Murray has seen fit to get up in his place
and express the opinion that he expresses.
For my part, I hope that every present
member of the House will, on the hust-
ings, oppose payment of members in this
country. It s the last straw that breaks
the camel’s back, and payment of mem-
bers would destroy the respect that we
have built up during the last 20 or 30
vears that we have sat here. The mem-
hers for Geraldton and Nannine want to
drag our Parliament down to the level of
payment of members.
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I think it is a difficult matter |
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Mr. ILLiNGWORTH :
you up, not down,
Tug ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member knows that it will not do
anything else than drag us down, We
know that, from duy to day, the poli-
ticiaus from the other colonies warn us
that payment of members would be our
ruin and our disgrace. 1 have heard it

We want to drag

. from their own lips, that payment of

l
o
!

members has caused men to throw up
their business, and cverything they held
decar in the world, in order to enter Par-
liament on a salary of £200 or £300 a
year; and when they have been afterwards
thrown out of Parhament, they have been
ashamed to resume their old occupation.
‘While they werein Parliament, they moved
in & higher sphere compared to that in
which they had heen brought up; and when
they could move there no longer they have
gone to ruin, There are many cascs of
that sort. We also kmow that in a
neighbouring colony there have been, in
recent years, two instances in which a
Premier lias threatened his paid sup-
porters with a dissolution, if they did not
vote at his bidding. That occurred in
Victoria, and the hon. member for Nan-
nine knows it. In fact, he is the one who
told us about it. Where is there such a
picture as that, where members are not
paid ? T say that such a system tends to
the ruin of the community, and of
political life altogether. It appears to
me, and it always has appearcd te me,
that if on the hustings men expressed
their convictions against proposals that
are ugainst the public welfare, they would
he supported. But, unfortunately, it is
too common to hear candidates declare
they are in favour of payment of mem-
bers, at the bidding of the first Radical
who shouts in the hall. I implore any
member of this House, who hopes to
return here after the general election, to
stem the current a little, and he will gain
the support of the public. Members give
themselves away for nothing—1 feel con-
fident of it, for the votes do not lie that
way—when they say that they are in
favour of payment of members, because
they are asked the question. You will
find that the member for the Murray will
be returned for any constituency for
which he may offer himself, because of
the stand which he takes on this question.

, It is a great mistake fo suppose the
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general hody of electors are in favour of
payment of members. There are too
many examples in the other colomies to
warn them against it. I have profited
by what I have heen told on this subject
by the member for Nannine bimself.
What did he tell the member for Planta.
genet ¥ He cannot deny that. He
knows enough to be able to warn this
country agamst the system; and I want
to emphasise what he said, when he
wag fresh from Victoria, aguinst the
payment of members. He knew then
that if we took that step, down we
should go. It is known throughout the
colonies that this is ome of the best
Legislatures to be found in .Australia.
They all admit it, and say, ¢ Avoid pay-
ment of members.” I ask, in the face
of the teachings of history, are you going
to give yourselves away ? Tor that is what
we should do if we adopted this motion.
Y hope hon. members, wherever they may
be, will strongly oppose this suggestion.
. I shall oppose it as long as I ive. What
is the use of supporting a principle that
produces such evil results. A tree is
known by its fruits; and, no matter how
you look at payment of members, nothing
but evil comes of it. Tt is bad and
detestable in principle. It does not
matter what the newspapers say. The
House should fry to lead the press, and
tesch them ; and as long as there is some-
one to lead the people on this question, I
believe there will be a majority against
such a motion as that of the mem-
ber for Geraldton. But if everyone is
running away from the question, and
staling he is In favour of 1t becanse he
thinks other people are, who will there be
to educate the people? Let us try to
lead the people and tell them what we
know. The people in the country dis-
tricts do not Lknow the results of this
system i other places, and it may seem
an attractive thing to some of them to be
able to enter Parliament and have their
expenses paid and something to live on
as well. It is our duty to tell them that
it is nothing of the sort—that payment of
members has led to evil in two other
colonies. We can tell them that, if they
fail to obtain a seat a second time, they
will have to begin life over again; to go
back to the sphere in which they were
before they were elected ; that they will
be between heaven and earth, and that
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they may go Lo the devil. That is where
rejected professional politicians do go,
as hon. members know perfectly well.
At the places where the Federal Council,
which has heen mentioned by some-
oune, has held sittings, I have met
Plenty of these men. The advice which
the wember for Nannine gave to
the member for Plantugenet, to have
nothing to do with payment of members,
is the adrice I prefer to follow, instead
of the view he has expressed to-night,
becanse it coincides with the advice which
wag formerly given by the member for
Geraldton on the same subject. [Mr.
Simpson: Quote.] It is no use the hon.
member saying that, becanse I remember
saying, when the question was previously
discussed, that we should hear no more
of payment of members this session,
because the member for Geraldton did
not agrec with the member for Nannine
on the subject ; therefore I was astounded
when 1 saw the motion which is now
before the House appearing on the
notice-paper in his name. In the face of
the opiuions which have previously been
expressed by the members for Nannine
and Geraldton, every member sitting in
the House to-night knows that the system
of payment of members is iniguitous,
and T hope every hon. meniber will oppose
it. I bave much pleasure in doing so.
Question put, and a division being
called for, it was tuken as tollows —

Avyes
Noes ... 18
Majority against ... 13
AYES, Noes.
Mr. Higham Mr, Burt
Mr. Illingworth Mr. Clarkson

Mr. Sotomon Mr. Cookworthy
Mr. Wood Sir John Forrest
Mr. Simpson {Teiler). Mr. 4. Forrest
Ar. George

Mr, Harper

Mr. Lefroy

Mr, Loton

Mr. Monger

Mr. Phillips
Mr, Piesse

Mr. Randell
Mr. Richardson
Bir. R. F. Sholl
Mr. Traylen

. Veun
Mr. Hassell {Teller).

Motion negatived.

MOTION—FORECLOSURE BY GOVERN.-
MENT OVER MIDLAND RAILWAY.

Mgr. LEFROY : I have to wove the
motion standing in 1y name on the
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notice paper, as follows:—* That, in the j

opinion of this House, it is desirable that
the Government should exercise the rights
of foreclosure over the Midland Railway
immediately they are in a pesition to do
so by the agreement made under ‘ The
Midland R.ulud.v Loan Act, 1893, aund
that the holders of the Company’s
debentures should Dbe paid such sum as
Parliament may decide to he a fair con-
sideration for their interests.” My
reason for bringing forward the motion
is that a large quantity of land between
Perth and Geraldton g locked wp from
settlemnent, through being in the hands of
the Midland Railway Company. I have
no other reason for the motion than to see
this land thrown open for selection. I
wish it to be understood that, in dealing
with this subject, 1 have no persons in
my mind, but that T deal with it simply
as a business matter, and in ne other
way. The history of this Midland Rail-
way Company 1s well known to all
members, und I have no desire to go
back very far into it. Six vears ago this
concession was granted to Mr. \Vd.rldmg-
ton, who sold it afterwards to a company,
and Mr. Herbert Bond came ont here as
managing director of that company. Mr.
Bood shone here like a meteor, and then
disappeared, and evidently has not been
heard of since. We all know fhis
company has been in difficulties, and
that some years ago it came to this
House and asked us to help it to
complete the construction of this rail-
way. Parliament granted assistance,
and a Bill was passed empowering the
Government to enter into an agreement
with the company whereby the Govern-
ment guaranteed interest on bonds to a
certain amount. It was a condition of
the agreement that, in the event of the
company failing to pay interest on these
honds, and the Government being called
upon to pay that interest, the Gtovernment
could, at a certain point, fureclose and
take possession of the railway and
the company's lands. My object in
moving this motion is to wscertain the
feeling of Parliament with regard to this
question ; to ascertain whether it is the
desire of Parliament that the Govern-
ment should foreclose immediately they
are in a position to do so. Tn the year
1886, when this concession was granied,
it was nnderstood that it was granted for
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the purpose of opening up the lands of
the Midland district. It was granted for
1o other purpose but that of encouraging
settlement, to improve the national estate;
but up to the present time the company
have done nothing whatever in the dicec-
tion of settling those lands. The whole
belt of 80 miles, stretching from Perth to
Creraldton, bas been virtually locked up
for eleven years, there having been no
settlement whatever except on a very
small piece of country retained by ihe
Government, and not selected by the
company when it selected its grant. The
company, to my knowledge, has not sold
a single acre of land for peeple to settle
on since it has heen in possession. To
my mind, this is o sad state_of affairs,
and it is a question worthy of the atten-
tion of this House whether it should
continue. We are building railways at
the present moment into what are called
agricultural districts—one to the Black-
Wood unother is proposed to Greenhills
ani Meckenng, and others are suggested
to every conceivable agricultural spot in
the (.olom ; yet here, between Perth and
Greraldton, we have a considerable extent
of country served by a railway, and not
an acre of it is open to selection,

The Commissioner oF Crown LanNps:
Poople can select in the Government
areas.

Me. LEFROY: Tes; but the Com-
missioner knows what the land is like
that is left in the hands of the Govern-
ment, although I Lave no desire to stand
up in this House and speak disparagingly
of the lands of Western Austraha. There
is u small extent of country takem up,
ont of what has been left to the Govern-
ment; but that is beside the question.
Here we have a company haring in its
possession 2,400,000 acres of what is
undoubtedly the best land between Perth
and Geraldton; and the company will
not do anything with it, Surely, that is
a dog-in-the-manger policy. It was gen-
erally understood, when the scheme for
this railway was approved by Parliament,
that the building of the railway wus
going to open the country to settlement.
I do not think Parliament would have
granted that concession, if the members
could have foreseen what was to be the
condition of affairs at the present moment
—-if they could have foreseen that this
company was not going to do anything
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in the direction of settlement.
needing people to settle on ounr lands, in
arder that the agriculfwral population
shall, as nearly as possible, keep pace with
the mining population; and yet in the
country between Perth and Geraldton
there has heen scarcely any settlement
for the last 10 years. There are a num-
ber of farmers along the Midland Railway
who have wanted to extend their opera-
tions ; but, if they go to the company for
a block of land, they are asked a price
that is entirely out of the question,
especially when it is compared with the
terms upon which Government land can
be obtained. It will not pay to purchase
land at from £2 to £3 an acre for the
growing of cereals, when similar land
can be obtained from the Government on
the other side of the line for nothing.
The people between Perth and Geraldton
are more interested in this question of the
locking up of the tands than in any other
that can be placed before them; and if
members of this House were to travel
through that country, they would find this
question uppermost in the minds of the
people. Those peeple do not care about
payment of members, but are thinking of
something more practical, for they want
to see the land settled and improved, and
they also desive to increase their own
holdings. As a leaseholder, holding a
large area of land, it might be supposed
that I have no need to take an interest
in this subject. It may be said to me,
“What does it matter to you whether the
railway is purchased or not?"" It is not,
however, on these grounds that I was
elected to Parliament. 1 came here to
represent the people, and not myself;
and it is in the interests of the people,
not only in the district I represent, but
in the whole colony, that somethiog
should be done to open up the land
between Perth and Geraldton. T may
point out that the company can sell the
land mertgaged to the Government, on
getting the consent of the Goverument;
but the money derived from the sale of
that land has to go into the Treasury,
until such time as the guaranteed ioan of
£500,000, with interest, is paid. Well, I
asked last session how much money had
been received by the Government on
account of land held by the company,
and 1 was told that none had heen sold.
I helieve that up to the present moment
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Weare | —the Premier will be able to tell us

ahout this—no money hus been handed
vver to the Treasury on account ot sales
of lund by the vompany, becanse it has
uot sold any lands. The cowpany has
not sold any lands, because it will not
sell except ab exorbitant prices, at which
it would not pay pecple to buy the land
and settle on it afterwards. If it is
desired that this land should be locked
up and made no use of, well and good ;
but when we are wanting settlement, and
asking for it, that cannot, be the desire of
this House, or the desire of the people
of this colony. When this concession
was first granted, the company led the
people of this eolony to suppose they
were golng te encourage settlement, and,
in fact, there was a clause in the contract
by which the company bound itself to
introduce 5,000 immigrants, That im-
migration clanse was erased in some way
or other; but still the principle sticking
out from ¢very part of the arrangement,
from the wvery outset, was that {tbis
railway was to be built for the benefit of
‘Western Australia, and not alone for the
benefit of the people who built it. We
were to get people on the land who were
to become producers and tax-payers, and
who were to help to pay the interest on
the money we had to borrow. Tp to the
present time we have got none of these
people as a result of the granting of this
concession.  There are plenty of young
men anxious to settle on theland. Some
will say that people will not settle on the
land now on account of the attractions of
the goldfields; but T believe there are
plenty of men, not attracted by the gold-
fields, who will settle on the land if they
are only able to obtain it. The reason
why they do not settle between Perth and
Geraldton is that they are not able to
obtain the land. A small area of country
has been marked out as an agricultural
area, by the Government; and, to show
that people will acquire land there, I
desire to state that nearly the whele of
that area has been taken up. That arca
lies along the Midland Railway, south of
the Moore River. This s a proof that if
the Midland Company was trying to
dispose of its land, the company would
soon get a great deal of it settled; but,
in that case, the company would have to
part with it on terms very much lower
than it is asking at present. I suppose
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the company has not made any serious '

effort 1o scttle its lands on account of its
ability to compete with the Government
as to terms. Here we have a certain
agreement made, and if it does not carry
out that agreement, the country isina
position to foreclose and take possession of
the line, with the land mortgaged to the
(Grovernment. My desire is that this House
should give an expression of opinion
as to whether the Government should
take advantage of the forfeiture clause in
the agreement immediately they are in a
position to do so. T say they should do
so. It was well understood by the House
that they would de so, and T do not

believe this House would have approved |

of the proposals of the Government, a few
years age, if it had not been an under-
stood thing that the agreement was to
have been carried out in its integrity. In
fact, the Government told us the agree-
ment would be carried out in its integrity ;
they told us that, if the contract was
Lroken, they would foreclose. T believe
the Government are In a positien to fore-
c¢lose, and I wish this House to strengthen
their hands in any action they may take,
by passing this motion. In 1893 the
Premier, when be brought these pro-
posals before the House, teld us the
whole aspect of the eountry between
Perth and Geraldton would be changed
directly this line was completed. This
was one of Lhe reasons why we agreed to
the proposal then brought forward.

Mkr. Simpson: The Premier forgets
that.

Mr. LEFROY : The Premier told usthat
theaspectof the country would be changed;
that we had seen it in the cuse of another
railway, and we would see it along the
Midland. The Premier also told us we
were not vompleting the railway for
foreigners, but were huilding it for our-
selves. I feel certain the Premier, at that
moment, felt confident the company would
de something with the land and settle
people on it. Members of this House
were influenced by the remarks made by
the Premier, and agreed to the proposals;
but the whele thing has been a fuilure
from the very commencement, and is a
failure still. This was, I say, a national
undertaking intended to improve the
country, and it has not been a success one
whit. The position of the settlers along
the Midland Railway is different from

« colony.
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{hat occupied by the other people of the
People who hold leases under
the company have to relinquish their
lands on receiving one month’s notice to
quit. They may lease land from the
company, and may stock it with 10,000
or 20,000 head, and then receive notice
to quit, and have to sell their stock at
a great loss in a forced sale. In con-
ditions like these a leaseholder might be
ruined. Itis, T am sure, not the desire
of Parliament that any of our people
should he subject to conditivns of this
sort. It is all very well to say that
similar conditions apply under the Tand
Regulations ; but there is greater safety
under the Land Regulations, adminis-
tered by a Government responsible to the
country and to Parliament. A Govern-
ment could not do anything harsh or
arbitrary, and yet private cuvinpanies
might do those very things, and be
within their rights. I am not saying
that a thing of this sort is likely to take
place in the case of any leaseholder under
the company ; but the fact remains that
this is the position in which the lease-
holder stands. A few years ago, when
these proposals were agreed to, it was
hoped the land would be seld, and that
the people taking it up would be in a
secure and safe position for the future.
Such is not the position up te the present
time, and for that reason I bring forward
this motion. Last year, when I asked a
question on this subject, the Premier in-
formed me the Government had then to
pay £7,000 out of the Consolidated Fund
on account of interest due to the deben-
ture holders.  Since then, 12 months has
elapsed, and I really think the time has
nearly arrived when the Government will
be in a position to give notice of fore-
closure. I faucy they must be in a
position very near to that, at the present
moment; for, as is well known to this
House, directly the Government are called
upon to pay interest to the extent of
£20,000, they can give three months’
notice of foreclosure, and, in the event of
the company still remaining in defanls, can
take possession of ihe railway and lands. T
hope the Government will take up that
position, and will see that this agreement
is carried out in its integrity. DBy reason
for adding these words, “and that the
holders of the company's debentures
should be paid such sum as Parliament
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may decide to be a fair consideration for
their interests,” is that if this Parliament
cousiders the concession worth more than
£500,000 and the interest due, it may be
inclined to show some consideration to
the debenture holders. It may be con-
sidered worth while to give the company
fair value for the railway and the lands,
or rather, I should say, that the debenture
holders should be so far protected as to
receive the difference between the sumn of
£500,000 and the price agreed upon as
anh equitable arrangement by the Govern-
ment. That is my position. I am not
an expert with regard to the value of
railways ; butif this House does consider
the Midland Railway worth more than
£520,000, the Government ought to he
placed in a position to offer the debenture
holders a certain sum in consideration of
losing their interest in the concern. I
think it is well to let the debenture
holders, whoever they may be, know that
if they want to deal with this matter they
had better deal with the Parliament of
this country, than with the representa-
tives of the company in London. The
debenture holders shonld know that Par-
liament and the country are prepared to
deal fairly and equitably with them, and
it would be well for them to know it
by meaus of the House passing this
motion. It is all very well for someone
te say the Government can foreclose;
but there may be somebody behind the
scenes ready to step in and take over the
concern at a low price. There are people
of that kind in the world, and perhaps
somebody, somewhere—I do not say
where-——may be waiting for a chance to
turn up for acquiring this railway at a low
figure. 1 therefore wish the debenture
holders to feel that the best friends they
can look to in this matter are the mem-
bers of the Government and the members
of this House. As I have said, someone
may be prepared to say to the debenture
holders, *“ You are in & bad position ; you
people will get no money if this railway
15 taken over by the Government: T will
give you £100,000 for your interest.” 1
put this for the sake of argument, and it
can easily be seen that the debenture
holders will accept that offer, rather than
allow the Government to foreclose and
get nothing for themselves. Rather than
the line should get into the hands of
speculators of this character, we should
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let the debenture holders know that this
country is prepared to place them in a
fair and equitable position. Itis a cry-
ing shame that this country should be
locked up all this time, and I think this
matter should interest the whole of the
people of the colony. The settlers of
this part of the country have felt that,
in Parliament, they have a fartherly care
extended towards them, and they have
considered that Parliament could not
help them more, or endeavour more
thoroughly to develop the natural re-
sources of the country, than by getting
possession of the Midland Railway and
the locked-up lands alongside.

At 630 p.m. the SrEaker left the chair.

At 730 p.m. the BPEAkER resumed
the chair.

Tue PREMIER (Hou. SirJ. Forrest):
With regard to this motion of the hon.
member for the Moore, I do not think any
great good will result from a discussion
on it at the present time. The conditions
existing between the Government of this
colony and the Midland Company are
very well defined, being bused on statute,
and on a very precise agreement; and I
do not see what we can do at present in
the direction desired hy the hon. member.
We are bound, of course, to adhere to the
conditions of the agreement and the v:on-
tract ; and while I fully recognise and
appreciate all that the hon. member has
sald as to this company having done
nothing in the way of opening up and
developing its land, as the company was
required to do under the contract, still it
is impossible, as far as I can see, to inter-
fere with the operations of the company
under the agreement, and under the law
as it stands. I fully sympathise with the
hon. member and s constitvents in the
position in which they have beem placed
during so many years, through not Leing
able to acquire any of the company’s land
on the easy terms on which the lands of the
Government can be acquired ; butit should
not be altogether forgotten that the people
in that district have some advantages, at
any rate, from the operations of the com-
pany, for they have means of transit pro-
vided by the railway for carrying stock,
aud also to some extent for other pro-
duce, which were not available before the
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railway was constructed. Of cowrse hon.
members are aware that omne-half the
frontage aloug this railway was reserved
to the Goverument; but, under the terms
of the contract, it was possible for the
company to acquire most of the hest
land along the railway. and they were
able to acquire the whole of what is
known as the Victoria Plains, to the east
of the railway; so that, as we have found,
the poorer portions of the land generally
were left to the Government, as their
portion of the frontage to the railway.
However, T am glad to say there has heen
some qettlement that ucross the Moore
River there is some settlement along by
Koojan, and up towards the southern
end; but I regret tv have to admit
that, us a rule, there has Deéen very
little settlement, and that there has heen
nu settlement at all us fur ag the company
is concerned on the 2,400,000 acres which
are mortgaged to the Government under
the contract for completing the con-
struction of the railway. I believe the
railway construction itself has  been
carried out fairly well, and that the rail-
way is being run with fair punctuality,
and in that respect I think the contract
is being carried out. A daily train runs
from Walkaway at the one end and trom
Guildford at the other end, so that there
is daily communication hetween Perth
and Geraldton, and access is thus given
to the Murchison goldficlds. The rail-
way, theretfore, has been some benefit to
the colony, and we cannot deny that this
ts so, - however much we may declare
that the land of the company along
the railway has not heen nutilised to
the extent we all had heped for, und
which we so much desire. If there is
one thing mere than another that has
been proved to the satisfuction of all of
ug, in regard to these English companies
which undertake the settlement of lund
m this colony, it is that they seem unable

to develop fthe lands which they hold
here. I think their land settlement has
been a complete failure, in regard to hoth
the Great Southern and the Midland
Railway Companies; but when we con-
sider the construction of the line, there
is every reason for the colony to he satis-
fied. and I think it is fairly satisfied, so
far as the construction i1s concerned;
still, with regard to their land settlement,
we are bound to adwit that both these
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companies have heen complete failures.
It bas not been altngether an evil to the
colony, hecause these lessons will have
a.ught us o be very careful in regurd to
handing over great euterpl 15e3 to prn'atc'
individnals. As I said the other evening,
our experience of these companies has
nnt been good; but the giving away of
large tracts of wnnh\ to En!rhsln eom-
panies vears ago has been of use in this
way. that it may operate as u warn.
iug and a beuefit to the colony in the
Future.  With regard to this agreement
with the Midland Company, we have the
power of purchasing the railway upon
valuation, and that conrse isopen to
us, I Delieve, under the conmtract. We
have alsg the power of foreclosnre in
the event of the company owing to the
Government a sum of £20,000. At the
present time the company owe us more
than £20,000 under the contract; but
we have o sum of about £9,000, heing
part of the loan momney that was placed
in our hands in trust for the purpose of
completing the construction of the rail-
way. Therefore the sum actually due at
this moment is scarcely £20,000. Tn a
few days we hope to pay this loan money
to the contractor, as the halance due for
the construction of the line; and then
there will be more thun £20,000 duc to
the Government under the contract and
under the agreement. Notice will be
given to the company as svon as more
than £20,000 is due, and we will sce
what the company will do. I have no
doubt they will pay up, hecause I do not
think it is at all likely that those persons
in England whe represent the large in-
terests which are involved will permit a
toreclosure to take place in defanlt of
payment. They will at any rate have to
find the money for the interest. Seeing
that these nre the circumstances, that our
connection with the company is thoronghly
well defined both by the Act and by the
agrecment, I cannot sce myself that there
is any use in our discussing this question
ab the present time, unless we are pre-
pared to buy the company out. I do not
take it that the hon. member for the
Moore goes co far as to say we should
buy the railway, and submit it to arbitra-
tion for ascertaining what price we should
pay. But uunless he is prepared to do
that, it scems to me our best course is to
abide by the agreement which, even if we
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desired, we cannot get away from, and
that we should let things take their
course for a little while. T see no other
course open to the Government or to this
House, in regard to the matter at present,
and I do not see that it is of any use for
us to discuss it now. We have the power
to acquire the railway, if we choose to do
50; but, speaking under corroction, I do
not think we have the power to take the
company's land. We can take the rail-
way, but we do not want it, because the
ratlway is doing good work. What we
have to complain of is that the land held
by the company is not being utilised.
Seeing, therefore, that we are pretty well
powerless in the matter, I do not see the
use of discussing it upon this motion,
[Mr. Loroxn : Put a land tax on.] Itis
competent to do that, if this House desires
it, but T do not see what good is to be
got by discussing the wotion. Tf we
encourage the idea in the minds of
the company that we are most anxious
to purchase this railway and to possess
this land, I do not think that wili
help us; therefore 1 do not see that any
good can result from a debate on this
motion. If I had had an opportunity of
speaking to the hon. member in regard
to this motion, before he brought it on—
and I did not know until a Little while
ago that it was coming on to-night—I
should certainly huve advised him to
withdraw it, and have pointed out that
I thought it unwise to bring the
motion forward at the present time. The
fact is, we may talk, but cannot get away
from ouwr bargain; and, as I said, the
connection '|Jet.ween ﬁhc G‘OVE]‘]I]]’]QHt and
the company is so well defined by law and
by the agreement, thal really I cannot
see any good in discussing the question.
I hope, therefore, the hon, member will
not pursue it. If I could see nny good
from the discussion, I should he the first
to support the hon. member; und if I
could do anything to encourage the
occupation and cultivation of the large
extent of country held by this company,
on the Victoria Plains and elsewhere, I
should be only too glad to do so, and
assist the hon. member in every way
possible. 1 hope he will see fit to with-
draw the motion.

Mr. PHILLIPS: In rising to support
the motion, I should like an assurance
from the Premier that, en the first
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| opportunity, there shall be no further
i advantage given to this company.

Tue Premier: We will not give
them any advantage, but will carry out
the law,

Mr. PHILLIPS: Wehavenow waited
some ten long years for the settlement
of the company’s land; and, speaking for
the people of the Irwin district, which I
represent, it has been a terrible blow to
that district, through the land being
locked up so long. We have lost the
bone and sinew of the place, as the
tarmers’ sons have had to go elsewhere
and find a living, because they could not
obtain land in their own district. I can
see that the Grovernment canuot do any-
thing until the agreement expires, and I
should like to know when it does expire.

TrE PrEMIER: When thereis £20,000
due.

Mr. R. F. Suorn: There is that due
now.

Tue PreEMIER: There will be in a few
davs.

Me. PHILLIPS: If we can get some
assurance from the Government that
steps will be taken for exercising the
rizhts of the Government under the
agreement, I shall be glad to hear it; for
I can say, as an old settler in the district,
that we ave in o worse position now than
we were in before the railway was made,
for although we have now the advantage
of the line being open, still we are not
veaping our share of the prosperity which
obtains in other parts of the colony.

THE PrEMIER: I may say the Govern-
ment will carry out the law precisely.
'Thore is no doubt of that.

Mr. R. F. SHOLL: That is all that
the motion before the House asks the
Government to do, namely, that in the
event of this company not complying with
the terms of its agreement—that is if the
vompany should be in default to the
extent of £20,000—then the Government
should exercise their right under the law
to foreclose on the ralway. This has
been an wofortunate business altogether.
This railway company has been in diffi-
culties from the time of its inception,
and while I do not wish to suy anything
barsh about the promoters of 1t, or those
who undertook to carry out the work of
construction and entered into agreement
with the Government, still I say that
when we compare the way in which this
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Midland Company has carried out iis
work of construction with the way in
which the other land-grant railway com-
pany has performed its undertaking, I
say the proprietors of the Midland Rail-
way deserve very little sympathy.  The

- Great Southern Company has carried out
its engagements, and has given us a good
railway service; but the Midland Comn-
pany has tried to shufle oul of its
engagements in every way, and at last it
came to the Government aud tried to
borrow £500,000 under an agreement by
which, if the company gets into defuult to
the extent of £20,000, the Government
may foreclose, But it the Government
give notice to the compuuy that £20,000
18 due, what will the company do? It
will simply reduce the amount to £19,999
19s. 113d., so that it may not actually be
in defuult, and the colony will lose the
interest on £20,000 for the benefit of that
company.

TrE PREMIER: We charge the interest
against the company.

Me. R. F. SHOLL: Yes, but you do
not get it. I do say it is npearly time
that, if the Government will not do
it, this House should express a strong
opinion as to what the Government
should do in the event of this company
not acting up to its obligations. It is all
very well to tallk about there being a Jot
of land lying idle belonging to this
company, but there is some reason for a
grievance on the part of both the land-
grapt companies in this respect, that
when they obtained their land from the
Government, it was supposed to be worth,
on the average, ten shillings an acre at
the least; but the Government have since
broken faith with the companies by
altering thetr land regulations, and not
ouly giving away the Government land,
but also advancing money to settlers to
induce them to cultivate it. [Tus PrEe-
mrer: You voted for that.] I do net
know that I did. These companies have
u grievance in that respect, because the
land policy of the Government has depre-
ciated the value of the companies’ lands,
making them practically worth nothing.
The companies’ lands are unsaleable,
because the Government have tand along-
side which they are giving away to
people who will occupy it, and are ad-
vancing money to enable them to culti-
vate it, and, of course, private companies
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cannot do that. This motion only asks
the Government. fo do what they say they
will do.

Mxr. ILLINGWORTH :
necessary to ask them.

Tue PreMigr : The hon. member had
better read the terms of the motion.

Mr. R.F. SHOLL: 1 have read the
motion, and am not particolarly fond of
the latter part of it, for I do not see why
we should pledge the colony to consider
the dehenture holders.

THe ArTorNEY GENERAL: The deben-
ture holders have agreed.

Mr. B. F. SHOLL: T think it would
do no harm if the hands of the Govern-
ment were strengthened by an expression
of opinion from this House that, in the
event of the company being in default in
the payment of interest or Ly breach of
agreement, the Governuient should exer-
cvise their right to foreclose.

Mr. CLARKSON: I am pleased to
hear the Government have decided to
adhere to the terms of the agreement
with the Midland Company. That thig
company has been a great drawback to
the colony, by the failure to settle its lands,
is a fact beyond dispute. For more than
ten years most of the best land of the
district T represent has been locked up by
this company. I believe there has not
been a single acre sold by the company,
though I do not know why, but the
people who might he buyers seem to have
a dislike to deal with the company. X
believe the company has tried to sell Iand
at a fairly reasonable price; but the
people who might buy it seem to think
they would not be secure in their title if
they purchased from the company. 1
have heard several persons say that. In
any case it is time something definite
was done with regard to the company’s
land, for there is a great amnount of good
land locked up and lying idle. The com-
pany has clearly broken faith with the
colony in not introducing immigrants
for settling their lands, as the company
undertook to do. It was generally con-
sidered that this was part of the agree-
ment; but the company got out of that
condition in some way, as it seems to get
out of almost any coundition that was
intended for the advantage of the colony.
The company has been able to select all
the best land on either side of the line,
and it was never intended that the com-

Then it is nok
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pany should have that privilege. I think
the member for the Moore deserves the
thanks of this House and of the people
of the colony for bringing this matter
forward. I am pleased to hear the
Premier say the Governmenl do not
intend to make any further concession to
the company, but to act strictly up to the
contract; and with that assurance I think
we ought to be satisfied at present.

Mr. HASSELL: The member for
the Gascoyne forgets that the two Jand-
grant railway companies have had their
opportunity for settling their lands, and
they huve not done it effectunlly; so it
canot be said that Parliament or
this country has dealt hardly with either
of these compamies. I have nothing to
say against them with regard to the con-
struction of the railways; but, as to their
land settlement, it has been o total
failure. In regard to what has been
done by the Great Southern Company, I
must say the land settlement of that
company has been a complete failure, and
I think the member for the Moore
deserves the thanks of this House and
the country for bringing forward this
motion. I hope the Governmest will
take the matter in hand as soon as
plcissible, and settle the question once for
all,

Mr. VENN: It is possible we may
forget the bridge that carried us over
the stream, and more particularly the
streamn that lay between here and Gerald-
ton ; and if members would go back a few
years, and ask themselves what chance
there was of the country at that time
building the railway through the Midland
district, they would say there was no
chance, and that it was only by adopting
the land-grant system that the country
was enabled to bave that railway built at
the time by foreign capital. [Mr. R. F.
SeorL : And finished by the Government. ]
That may be so; hut the responsibility
rests with the debenture holders, and
depends on the time they will redeem the
debentures. We have no reason, in the
days of our prosperity, to blame them for
not settling the land ; for many of us who
have been settled bere a number of years
have had difficulty in getting people to
buy our land ; therefore how much more
difficult must it have been to sell millions
of acres. In fact, the country was not
ripe for close settlement then, but it is
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becoming riper daily, and I have no
doubt that both companies will be able
to sell their land to better advantage than
in the past. The action of Purliament
in reducing the price of all Crown lands
bas nilitated against the compunies selling
their land, because if the Government
land was equally as good as the company’s
land, those seeking settlement would go
on the Government land, preferentially,
on account of the terms. I do not say
the Legislatnre did wrong in lowering
the price of land for the purpose of
encouraging settlement, as that was a
just thing to do; but we must remember
these companies based their ealeulations
on the then price of Government land,
and they could not reasonably have
expected that, as the country became
more settled, the land would get cheaper.
That being so, the companies’ lands are
not of the same value as they were yeurs
ago. It is not a wise thing to use the
word * foreclosure,” as it sounds bad in
dealing with English financiers. As a
matter of fact, we know the Government
and the company are under a special
agreement, and I have no doubt that
when, in the terms of that agreement,
matters are brought to a point, the
company will get proper notice from the
Government, and it will then be for the
Government to take advantage of the
position, or to make the best terms in
the interests of the country and of the
company. But it is a grave thing for a
Government to talk of repudiation or
foreclosure. The country is progressing
at the present time, and there is no
doubt we are able to deal generously
with the Midland Company, who are
desirous of doing the best they can with
the interests they have at the present
moment. In the immediate future, the
company will have a better opportunity
of dealing with their lands than they
have had 1o the past; and if the Govern-
ment do foreclose, what better position
will they be in twelve months hence.
They will have the sume railway service,
and the country will have to pay for it,
allowing that the Government can get
the land back, of which I am doubtful.

Me. Simpson : They hold two million
acres as security.

Mr. VENN: Even if that is so, we
have not heard that there is a vast deal
of settlement of agricultural land taking
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place, and I know most of the land.
With the assurance of the Government
that they intend to carry out the agree-
nent between the Company and the
Government, the hon. member should he
satisfied that it will be done; and T hope
there will be no hard things said with
regard to the debenture holders and the
Midland Railway Company itself.

[16 SeprEmBER, 1896.]

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAT (Hon.

S. Burt): I ask the hon. member who

moved this motion if he will strike out -
all the words after the figures **1893," as .
. their hands, and I do not like the idea of
arrangement, and they signed the agree.

the debenture holders are parties to this

ment with the Government.

Tue Speaker: The hon. member can-
uet awend his own motion.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL: .I
move that those words he struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. LEFROY : T should have liked to
say a few words as to striking out these
words, and I thought the Speaker wounid
have given some little time before putting
the question. I have uno objection, if it
is desired by the Government, that these
words should be struck out, as in my
position I cannot endeavour to drive
anything down the throats of the Govern-
ment that they disapprove of. T did not

consult the Premier with regard to this !
quastion, as I wished to get au indepen-

dent discussion on the matter ; and I did
not wish to hamper the Government iu
any way regarding the question, which is

' of people.

not a party question, but one affecting !

the whole country. The Premier

at present; but I do not think so. We

has -
stated that the motion is an nowise one !

are all inclined to think that ideas which
we do not altogethor follow, when brought

forward by other people, are unwise; but
I do not see that any harm is likely to
accrue from this motion, but, on the con-
trary, that much good might result if
the whole of the motion were adopted.
The Attorney General said the debenture
holders were parties to the agreement. T

know that, and the agreement would not
have been signed unless the debenture |

holders had agreed toit; butthe Govern-
ment will soon be o a position to fore-
close. The member for Wellington does

not like the word * foreclose;” but Tcan |

not see that there is anything bad-
gounding in the word. I do not think
the word “spade” sounds worse than the

!
J

}

Midlend Ruiliway. 695

words “agricultural implement; ” and 1
think - foreclose ” is the only word you
can adopt, in this case, A hard and fast
agreement. has bcen made beiween the
country and the company, and I cannot
see why that agreement cannot be carried
out Jike any other agreement. T feel
certain the Government will see that
agreement is carried out; und when the
time comes for foreclosing, I suppose
they will do so under the agreement ; but
the position I fake is that they are not
going to let this concession drop out of

this railway and this land falling into the
hands of perhaps one man in the old
country, aud that is what I am afraid of.

Mr. Sturson: What difference will
it make to us?

Mg, LEFROY : Tt will make a dit-
ference to the people living on the land,
as we do not want a czar ruling the
destinies of all the people between here
and Geraldton ; and that is the reason I
put in the words at the end of the motion.
I kvnow wo have the right of purchase,
and the words at the end of the motion
really mean that we should exercise that
right; and we should be willing to give
to the company whatever the line is
worth. There is no doubt the company’s
properly will change hands, and if it
conies nto the hands of anyone else, we
will have to start afresh with a new bodv
If it changes hands at
all, 1 say it should come into the hands
of the Government of the country, as
then the people who settle on the land
will become taxpayers through the Cus-
toms und the razlways, and, in that sense,
every man who comes her: to settle is
cstimated to be worth £200 in hard cash
to the country. T should have preferved
to leave those additionul words in the
motion, as I think that, if the milway
(.ha.nges hands, it should come into the
hands of the Grovernment, and that the
debenture holders should be informed the
Government are willing to offer terms as
zood as, if not better than, anyone else.
It would pay the Government better than
any private individual to own the railway,
as the country would then derivea l)c.neﬁt
from the people settling on this land.
As the Government do not wish the
motion to go through in its present
form, I have no option in the matter
new. I have no desire to press the
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motion at all, as I know, from
assurance given, that the Government
will exercise the right of foreclosure;
but there is something to come after
that, and I wish the railway to go
into the hands of no one but the Govern-
ment. I feel sure that is the desire of
the whole country. With the permission
of the House, as the motion has been
somutilated, I desire to withdraw it,
Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

MOTION—STARTING POINT OF GREEN-
HILLS RAILWAY.

Mer. HARPER, in accordance with
notice, moved “ That the question of the
starting point of the proposed railway
to counect (Greenhills with the Bastern
Railway be referred to a select com-
mittee ; such committee to inquire into
and report upon the best route for a
railway to opeu up the agricultural lands
lying eastward of the York-Beverley
section of the Eastern Railway, with
the view of an ultimate connection with
the Northam-Yilgarn Railway.” He
said: I am in a little dilemma, as my
desire was to move this as an amendment
on the motion for going into committee
on the Bill, authorising the construction
of thig railway; but inasmuch as there is
a certain portion of the ordinary revenue
to be set apart for the construction
of this railway, it appeared to e
the gnestion might be prejudiced before
the Bill came into the House; and,
50 as to be clear, T thought it well to
put this motion on the notice paper be-
fore that vote in the annval Estimates
was taken. I should he prepared to
leave this wotion to the usual peried, if
the Premier would give an undertaking
that he would not attempt to pass the
particular vote in the Estimates before
this Railway Bill was introduced.

Tue PrEmier: We must have the
money voted before introducing the Bill.
How would that affect the case?

Me. HARPER: Because you would
have pledged the country, by vote, to
appropriate that money for the con-
struction of this railway.

Tue Premier: Could we not have a
diseussion on the vote ?

Mzr. HARPER: It is not, I think,
competent to move for a sclect com-
- mittee, while the House is sitting in
committee.
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Twe SrEARER: Certainly not. The com-
mittee cannof, appeint a select committee,

Mz. HARPER: The question would
be complicated if, when the Bill came
before us for the third reading, you
moved for a select committee, because
the House would not then be in possess-
ion of the information I wish them to
have, and the absence of it might preju-
dice my position. Are the Government
prepared to strike out the word “ York”
from the item in the Estimates ? Perhaps
it is botter for me to move this motion.
The principle that has been adopted with
regard to railways is that, when there is
a difference of opinion regarding the
route, the matter should go to a select
committee, so that all the surrounding
circumstances ¢can be examined into, and
the House obtain information that it
might not otherwise be in possession of.
All the people southward of Beverley are
strongly of opinion that this railway, if
constructed, should start from Beverley ;
and I have no doubt that, when the East-
ern goldfields are more strongly repre-
sented in this House, they will join with
the Southern part of the colony in the
desire that the distance between the gold-
fields and Albany should be shortened to
the greatest possible extent. More than
that, it is desirable that if the railway is
built for agricultural purposes, it should
accommodate the largest possible area of
land available in that divection; amnd
therefore T urge that this question should
be more thoroughly examined than it has
been hitherto. There is a considerable
area of country not directly tapped by
the line proposed by the Government
that would be tapped by taking the line
from Beverley; and, in the interests of
the country, the people residing there
should be considered. The people residing
on the Great Southern Railway have a
very large interest in tbis question, as
the whole of their agricultural lands are
to some extent prejudiced in competing
in the metropolitan markets by the long
distance of transit to those markets; and,
a5 they would obtain a very considerable
advantage by having a shorter route open
to the other great market on the gold-
ficlds, it is a matter for very grave con-
sideration whether the interests of the
residents in the country should not be
carvefully guarded io considering a ruil-
way of this kind. If the vailway is con-
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structed from York to Greenhills, I have
ne doubt the ultimate object will be 1o
continue on from Greenhills and strike
the Eastern goldfields hne. When that
is done, it will leave ouly u short piece
necessary to counect Buu-lm with that
live; therefore, it it is desirable that,
sooner or later, this connoection with the
main live at Bcvcl‘ley should be made,
what will be the value to the country of
the short picce of line between York and
Gireenhilis? Tt would be right on the
main trunk line, and of little use indeed ;
and, in the imterests of the country, all
these points should be carefully con-
sidered before this matter is finally
decided. I have no desire to aggravate
any locul jealousies, but this question
should be fairly looked at, and the line
that offers the most satisfactory solution
of the dQifficulties should be adopted.
That is the stand I tuke, and I hope the
House will accept this motion.
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Tre PREMIER (Hon. SirJ. Forrest) :

It seems to me this motion is not quite
in order, that it is not quite where we
want it ; because no vote has been taken
for the construction of the railway in
question, and therc is no Bill on the

Greenhills Roilway. 697

will go hy the present route, unless you
make another live. I do not think the
member for Nannine knows the place as
well as I do, or he would not interject
that remark. Whichever way you go,
unless you want to go to Albany, the
York route is the shorter one; and I think
the desire of this House has been to build
railways in the direction of centres of
population, to the metropolis and the
port. There is no doubt about the way
the Greenhills people themselves would
like the line to go. Ido not think there can
be any difference of opinion upon that.
Surely they would prefer to go by the
direct roud te York, rather than go to
Beverleyand then back along the main line
to York. T have a strong opinion that
the route by which we should build this
railway is the direct road to York, and
not down by Beverley, which is too far
round unless one wants to go on to
Albany. Tf the Greenhills people want
to get ‘to Coolgardie or Perth, they can do
s0 in one-half the distance by the route
proposed by the Government, as com-
pared with the route round by Beverley.

i That being the case, I am bound to sup-

subject before the House, although an -

item appears on the annual Estimates in
regard to this railway. The line is sup-
posed to be takou a few miles south of
York, to the Mackay River and to Green-
hills——the same route, in fact, which it
was first proposed to take on the York
route to Southern Cross, when the gold-
fields railway was first broughtin. I may
say now I think thisis the best route, al-
though I should be only too glad, if I
could possibly do it, to agree with the
hon. member for Beverley in his desire to
assist his constituents. I commend him
for it. At the same time, I think it
would need a little persuasion on his part
to convince me, or to convinee the members
of this House, that the hest way to getto
the port of shipment, to Fremantle as the
principal port of the colony, from Green-
hills, is to go down the country to
Beverley, and then come back to York.
In fact, td.hng York as the starting point,
vou would have to go about 40 miles
instead of 20.

Mr. InaxeworrH: Why go to Fre.
mantle ¥ We want to go to Coolgardie.

Tur PREMIER : I do not know ahout |
Anyone wanting to go to Ceolgardie | in any shape they might desire.

that,

" the Greenhills people.

port the York-to-Greenhills route, as we
are confident it is the best way of serving
Notwithstanding
the desire of the people of York to have
what they call a loopline, I think we shall
have to wuit some time hefore we get a
loop line, because the direction in which
we must go, in regard to giving increased
means of transit to the goldfields, is by
duplicating the present line. To put
another loop line in would, it seems to me,
be foolish, as it wounld not give the facili-
ties we want. Youn would have one linc
going to another town, and if you wanted
to go o York by a loop line you would
never get there, becuuse the trains would
all be running one way. If the line were
duplicated, 1t would serve everyone;
whereas unless you were prepared to
duplicate both lines, and run the trains
both ways, as they are run at the present
time, I do not think that a loop line
would meet the requirements of the
traffic. I should have thought the wisest
course for us to pursue would be to allow
the Bill providing for the York-Green-
hills line to be introduced, and, after the
sccond reading, to refer the schednle to a
select. cominittee to deal with and =alter
But,
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while the Bill is not before us, it seems
to me to be premature to have the motion
of the member for Beverley before the
House,

Mr. ILLingworTH : Strike the word
“York” out of the item in the Bsti-
mates.

Tre PREMIER: I do not think there
would be much hatm in doing that—
speaking off-hand and without consulting
my colleagues. T do not wish to take
any advantage of the House, if the House
dlesives that the route shall be left an
open question. I see no difficulty in
agreeing to that. At the same time, I
must inform the member for Beverley
that, feeling as T do that the York-Green-
hills route is the right one, the cheapest,
the shortest, and the one that would suit
the people of Greenhills best, I must use
all my endeavours to try and carry it. T
think I can meet the hon. member on the
question of omitting the word « York,”
when we get to that portion of the Esti-
mates. It will then be competent for the
member for Beverley to move for a select
rommittee to consider the route, and we
can thresh the matter out. I may tell
the member for York that there is no
advantage in retaining the word “ York”
in the item on the Hstimates, because if,
acting on the report of the select com-
mitiee, it were the wish of the House to
alter the route, that could be dene when
a Supply Bill came before us; so we can
lose nothing by taking this course, and I
think it will be the wmost convenient
course to adopt.

Mr. MONGER: I have no objection
whatever to the motion of the member
for Beverley, because I am sure that,
after hearing the evidence, the Honse wiil
adopt the route which the Government
propose. While I do not oppose the ap-
pointment of a select committee, I am
convineed that, when the bill for the
construction of the line comes buefore the
House, such an expression of opinion will
be given in fuvour of the York route
that the member for Beverley will he
convinced there will be very little
chance of a sclect committer coming
to any other conclusion than that of
approving of the route chosen by the
Government, as it will afford so many
advantages to the people of Perth, Fre-
mantle, and the goldficlds. The proposal
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will serve the best interests of Western
Australia, and I have no objection to the
member for Beverley being a mewmber of
the select committee which he desives
shall consider the question, although it
seems to me that the reference of the Bill
to a select committee will lose a lot of
time, The member for Beverley is some-
what inclined to refer everything to a
sclect committee—perhaps he has more
time to spare than most of us for altend-
ing the sittings of those bodies; but I do
not know that there are any advantages
in betng a member of them. Fur my
part, I have no wish to go touring round
the country hearing evidence before a
select commitéee on a guestion like this.
I hope to bave the pleusure shortly of
sceing many wmembers of this House
visiting the neighbourhood where it 1s
proposed the line shall run, and T am
quite certain that, if the mewmber for
Beverley—putting aside all party feeling
and louval jealousy-—will come with us, he
will arrive ut the conclusion that the
railway route, as proposed by the Govern-
ment in franing the annual Estimates, 1s
the one that is best calculated to serve
the interests of Western Australia.

Me. HARPER: After hearing the as-
surance of the Premier, that the Govern-
ment will remove the word “ York ” from
the item on the Estimates which refers to
thig line, I beg to withdraw the motion.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN BANK BILL.
SECOND READING.

Ture ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
8. Burt}: This Bill repeals the present
statute under which the Western Aus-
tralian Bank is incorporated, and re-
enacts the whole of the provisions of that
Act, with very slight alterations. The
articles of associution, which were framed
when the bank obtained its first igcor-
poration under the Act (42 Victoria, No.
33), which it is now proposed to repeal,
were somewhat inapplicable to the cir-
cumstances of an incorporated company.
The life of the bank was limited by those
articles of nssociation to 21 vears, and
that term will expire next year. Ii is
therefore necessary for the bank to pro-
vide itself with fresh articles, and these
have been drawn more nearly akin to the

submitted by the (rovernment is one that ' conditions of an incorporated body than
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the original articles were. The Act of
Incorporation (42 Victoria, No. 33) dealt
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with the bank as o joint-stock company; -

and the period for which that statute
was passed baving nearly oxpired, the
directors now ask Parliament to re-unact
the Act of Incorporation, with this yreat
difference, that whereus the old Act was
limited to a term of 21 vears, the bank
under this Bill is to go on for cver, uniess
it is dissolved by the shareholders, under
certain conditions specified in the articles
of association, or what is termed in this
Bill the deed of settlement. One of the
few ulterations made by this Bill is to
make the note issue in circulation a first
charge upon the assets of the bank, in
the event of its stopping pavmest, after
the debts due to the Crown are paid:
Hon. members know that the English
courts have decided, in connection with
the liquidation of banks in some of the
other c¢olonies, that Crown debts tuke
precedence of other debts when a bank
suspeads payment; but that, subject to
the claim of the Crown, the notes of the
bank in circulation at the time of its
suspension are made a first charge
upon the assets. The note issue of
this bank will he found to be limited by
section 13, Provision is made in
section 14 that the value of the notes
in circulatiom wb any one #me shall not
“exceed the amount of the capital stock
‘of the said corporation actually paid up,
“and such furtber amount in excess of
“such capital as shall equal one-third of
“the coin and gold bullion held by the
“said corporation, separate and apart
* from the coin and gold bullion used in
“the ordimary operations of the said
“corporation; and a reserve of specie
* shall always be maintained by the said
“ corporation equal to one-third of the
“notes at any time in ¢irculation.” This
is a provision that is not io be found in
the Acts regulating the banks of other
colonies of New South Wales or Victoria.
I do not think any of the colonies provide
a reserve of coin in proportion to the
notes in circulation; therefore this pro-
visiont is an extreme protection given to
the customers of the Western Australian
Bank. This Bill, in which some of the
phraseology has heen altered as compared
with the old Act, has bheen before a
select committee; and I now ask the
House to read the Bill a second time.
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Mz. B. P. SHOLL: Would it not be
as well, while the Federal Council is being
asked o make the system of banking
uniform throughout Australasia, to defer
the consideration of this Bill until we see
whether uction is to be taken in that
direction ¥

The ArTorvEY GENERAL: What will
the bank do in the meantime ¥

Mr. R. F. SHOLL: I do oot see why
the hank cannot go on the present lines.

Tue ATrorNEY GENERAL: There are
no lines; thev expire.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second tine.

FENCING BILL.

The Order of the Day for going into
committee having been read,

Mr. ILLINGWORTH asked the mem-
ber for the Moore (in charge of the Bill)
to postpone the consideration of the Bill
for a fortnight, as the member for
Northum, whe was nol now in good health,
had some 1mportant amendments to
propose.

Mr. LEFROY suid that he desired to
see the Bill dealt with by the House,
without further delay.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 1—Agreed to.

Clause 2—Interpretation of termns:

Mr. ILLINGWORTH moved, as an
amendment, that the definition of the
word “Crown,” which was made to
include the Midland Railway Company
of Western Australia Timited and the
‘West Australian Land Corporation Lim-
ited, should be struck out. He objected
to the association of these two corpor-
atious with the Crown, as not befitting
the dignity of the Crown. Moreover, he
objected to the principle underlying the
definition, which was to place the lands
belonging to those companies on as
privileged a footing as those belonging
to the State.

Mz. LEFROY expressed a bope that
the amendment would not be pressed.
The only object of the definition was to
place the lands of the companies in the
same catogory as those held under
pastoral lease from the Crown. Of
course, when the land in guestion became
freebold, it would be dealt with the same
as any other freehold land in the colony.
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Mr. LOTON said that, after the |
previous remarks of the member for the
Moore with regard to the Midland Rail-
way Company not utilising their lands
for somany years, he was rather surprised
at his showing so much interest in favour-
ing the land-grant companies. The
fencing laws would be one of the best
means that could be used for making
these companies utilise their lands. He
agreed with the proposal for striking out
the definition clause.

Me. SIMPSON said it would be in the
memory of the House that the Attorney
General, who occupied a great position in
that Chamber,had warned hon. members
to be very careful how they dealt with
that provision. The Attorney General
being now absent from the Chamber, and
there being no member of the legal pro-
fession present, this was not a time to
pass this definition of the word * Crown ™
so as to make it include the land-grant
companies. He moved that the Chair-
man do leave the chair,

The committee divided on the motion,
with the following result:—

Ayes ... . D
Noes ... . 12

Majority against ... 7

AYES, Noxs.
Mr. Illingworth Sir John Forrest
Mr. Loton r. A. Forrest
Mr. Simpson . Harper
Mr, Venn . Highum
Mr. Randell (Teller). , Lefroy
Monger
. Phillips
. Riesse
. Richardsou
. R, F. Sholl

. Throssell
. Clarkson (Tellor).

Motion negatived.

Me. SIMPSON said he still thought
the House shiould have some legal advice
on this matter, before proceeding further.
The Attorney General had previously
drawn particular atiention to this
clause, and had spoken of it as unpre-
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cedented that such a provision should
be incloded in the wmeasure; and yet
they were asked to go on with it, in the
absence of the legal adviser of the Crown,
and in the absence of any other member
of the legal profession. Surely they
should postpone the consideration of this |
matter until they could have further .
opportunity of considering it. [

Fencing Bill.

Ture COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. A. R. Richardson) said
all the danger there was in the definition
of the word “ Crown,” by including the
two land-grant companies, was that the
companies might remain as they were
now, The Midland Company would
come under those other clauses of the
Bill, which provided that when a fence
was availed of the adjoining owner so
using it would have to pay his propor-
tion.

Mr. SIMPSON said the Commissioner
of Crown Tands would excuse him, but
he preferred to follow the advice of the
Attorney General in o matter of that
kind. The Attorney General was n safe
and careful man, and he had adwvised the
House not to proceed with that definition
of the word “ Crown.” He (Mr. Simpson)
therefore moved, as an amendment, that
the word “Crown” be struck out of the
clause.

The Committee divided on the amend-
wment, with the following resalt :—

Aves ... .. &
Noes ... 10

Majority against ... 5

AYES. Noks,
Mr. Nlingworth Mr, Clarksgon
Mr. Lotion Sir Johu Forrest
Mr. Randell Mr. A. Forrest
Mr, Venn AMr, Haeper
Mr. Simpsou {Teller). Mr. Higham
Mr, Lefroy

Ir. Phillips

Mr. Richardson
Mr, Thressell

Mr. Piesse (Tellev}).

Amendment negatived.

Mr. SIMPSON said he would aguin
urge on the hon. member in charge of
the Bill the necessity for seeking skiiled
advice with vegard to the definition of
the word “Crown.” The House had had
the spectacle of the Attorney General walk.
ing out of the House, s0 soon as this Bill
had to bedealt with., The Attorney Geeneral
had deliberately walked out of the House,
instead of taking part in the division;
and, in these circumstances, they ought
to postpeone the matter until they ecould
have something satisfactory with regard
to it. They should not deliberately put
on the statute book anything that was
likely to cause barm. If the principle of
the Bill was so good, and its intrinsic
value was o sound, it would lose nothing
by delay.
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Mr. LEFROY said the member for
Geraldton had told the House that the
Attorney General had departed because
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this question came under discussion. He -
(Mr. Lefroy) really could not believe that. .

If the dangers of the measure were so
great as the hon. member seemed to
assume they were, the Attorney General
would not have left the House, but would
have remained to prevent the clause
being passed.

Mr. SIMPSON asked if it was nota
fact that the Attorney Greneral had walked
out of the the House when this Bill camne

on.

Mr. LEFROY said if it were the case
that the Attorney Gencrwl had left the
House, it might be taken to indicate there
was no danger in the clause; forif there
had Deen danger in the clause, the
Attorney General would, doubtless, have
remained lo look after the Bill. The
Attorney General had said he would
assist. in any way he could in putting the
Bill into shape, if it were necessary to
make it more shapely.

M=, Simpsorn: He said it could not be
put into shape. It was a shapeless
thing.

Mr. LEFROY said he did not know
whether the Attorney General had said
anything of the sort. It was decided, last
session, that a Commission should be
appointed to enguire into this matter, and
the members of the Commission had done
their duty and spent much time in con-
sidering the question. The Bill before
the House contained the results of the
deliberations of that Commission. He
was sorry to sec the member for East
Perth was not in his place while the Bill
was under discussion, because there
was not the slightest doubt that, if
questions arose with regard to legal
phrascology in the Bill, that hon. mem-
ber would be able to answer them. The
members of the Commission had spent

considerable fime in formulating the

measure, and they were not going to let
it drop at the first sign of opposition.
That was the position be took on this
question ; but if any hon. member could
stand up in his place and show where the
Bill would be harmful, it would be a
different thing. Nothing of that sort
had heen shown.

Mg. SIMPSON said he would point
out that the word “ Crown " was defined
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to include the Midland Railway Company,
and the member for the Moore had, in a
previous discussion, told themn that the
Midland Company might shortly be an
individual, who might make regulations
that would ruin the settlers. That was
the way in which the member for the
Moore had spoken of the Midland
Company within the last few minutes;
and yet he asked the House for leave to
include this company in the definition of
the word " Crown.” The member for the
Moore really asked them to pluce the
Midland Company exactly in the same
position as the Government. It would be
ridicutous for the House to do that, on
the intormation now available. The
Attorney General had advised the House
that, in its present form, this definition of
the word * Crown" was unprecedented.

Mr. Lerroy asked the member for
Geraldton whether he had vead the Bill
right through.

Me. SIMPSON said the fact that he
objected to the inclusion of the land-
grant companies in this definition was a
sufficient refutation of the insinvation
that he had not read the Bill. It
ovcurred to him, however, that the mem-
ber for the Moore was not himself aware
of the dangerous element in that clause.
He again asked the members connected
with that measure to postpone its con-
stderation, and he could really see no
harm in delay. The member of the
House (Mr. James) who had been
selected to act on the Commission as one
having legal knowledge was absent on
this occasion, and hon. members were
unable to obtain his advice.

Mg. Imrrov: His advice is in the
Bill.

Mg. SIMPSON said the House wanted
the reasons for the warious parts of the
Bill, and the mere fact of the Commis-
sioner of Crown Lands tapping the table
and saying “Itis so,” did not make the
matter in dispute self-evident.

Tee DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) proposed,
as an amendment in the 3rd hne of the
clause, that the word “corporation” be
struck out and the word “company” be
inserted in liew thereof. Unless this
correction were made, there would be
confusion, for the W.A. Land Corpora-
tion was a body that took up poison
leases, while it was intended, in the
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interpretation clause, to refer to the
West Australian Land Company, which
owned the Great Southern Railway.

Me. ILLINGWORTH said he wished
to move a prior amendment. Whatever
might be said of the efforts of the W.A,
Land Company to settle people on their
land, nothing could be said in favour of
the Midland Company. He therefore
moved, as an amendment, that all the
words after “include,” in the first line,
to the word “and” in the second line, be
struck out, thus striking out all reference
to the Midland Company of Western
Australia, in the definition of the word
“Crown.”

Mr. RANDELL said the other amend-
ment suggested by the Commissioner of
Railways seemed to indicate the nocessity
for skilled advice on the Bill. The
framers of the Bill had apparently not
had legal advise, and it was necessury
that the Bill should be carefully framed,
ag it affected a number of important in-
terests, There were several clanses in
the Bill nnder which it was probable that
litigation would arise ; andif any clouses
were badly constructed, there wight be
disastrous effects on many interests. At
any rate, from what the Attorney General
bhad said, it was evident the Bill was not
framed in the manner in which hills were
framed that passed through this House
and stood the test of the courts. He
therefore appealed to the hon. member
to allow progress to be veported. He
moved that progress be reported, and
leave asked to sit again.

Motien put and passed.

Progress reported, and leave given to
sit again.

CUSTOMS DUTIES REPEAL BILL.
The House resolved itself into com-
mittee to consider the Bill,

IN COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1 and 2—agreed to.

Clause 3—Commencement of Act:

Qu the suggestion of the PREMIEER, the
first day of October wus inserted in the
blank, as the date for the coming into
operation of the Act, and the clause
passed.

Schedule:

Agricultural, horticultural (not garden
rollers), and viticultural implements and
machinery, and parts of same:
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Mr. GEORGE suid there were manu-
facturers in the colony who had heen
struggling for years to attain success in
the making of ploughs and other agri-
cultural machinery, and, it the Govern-
ment wanted to reduce the taxation down
to a question of revenue, they should not
take off the 5 per cent. duty which had
hitherto been charged on these articles;
for although, as a protective duty, this
was of little value, yet as a revenue duty
it was of material value, He moved that
the i1tem be struck out.

Tue PREMIER (Hon. Sir I1. Forrest)
opposed the amendment, and said that, as
the Government and the House as a
whole were most anxious to encourage
agricultural operations,it would be foolish
to place any obstacle in the way of doing
g0, if it were only sixpence on the value
of an implement.  While sympathising
with the manufacturers of these articles,
yet the great agricultural industry must
not be impeded,

Mr. GEORGE said that, after the
touching appeal of the Premier, he must
withdraw the amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, and
the item passed.

Bellows :

Tue PREMIER moved that the word
“ blucksmiths’” be added after “hellows,”

Mr. GEORGE moved, as a further
amendment, that the words “and
meulders””  be added after “ black-
smiths'.”

Tue PREMIER assented to the ad-
ditien.

Awmendments agreed to, and the item,
as amended, passed.

Bench screws:

Mr. GEORGE moved that the words
“iron and wood " be added.

Put and passed.

Blocks and sheaves :

Mr. GEORGE moved that the words
“and lifting tickle’ be added.

Put and passed.

Candlemakers’ matenials, &c.:

Tue PREMIER mioved that the letters
“n.0.E" be added.

Agreed to.

Me. GEQRGE further moved that the
words ““ of all kinds ™ be added after the
words “ engine packing.”

Agreed to, and the item, as amended,
passed.
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New item :

Touz PREMIER moved that the item
“ Engines, steam, and parts of, x.0..”” he
inserted in the schedule.

Mgr. GEORGE objected to the letters
“n.0.8." (not otherwise enumerated), be-
cause they would prevent the duplicate
parts of an engine from coming in
free,

Mg, ILLINGWORTH supported the
objection.

Tar PREMIER consented to with-
draw the letters “ ~.0.8." from the item,
and the letters were withdrawn, hy leave.

Question put and pussed, and the item
added to the schedule, withoutthe letters
“N.0.E.

Grindery (shoemalkers'): . -

Mr. HIGHAM said there wore many
other articles used hy shoemakers which
should be duty free, and he moved that
the words *“ and materials for” be insert-
ed after * grindery.”

Amendment agreed to,
passed.

New item:

Tre PREMIER said he had thought
that the item “ Machinery, and parts of,
~.0.E" would include all the parts of a
machine ; but he had received a communi.
catton regarding ice-making muchinery
which seemed to show this was not so.
Hence he moved that a new item, “Ice-
maliing machinery and parts thereof,” be
inserted. This wonld make the matter
clear.

Amendment agreed to, and the new
item inserted.

Machivery and parts of:

Mr GEORGE suggested that it would
be well to alter the item to this form:
“ Machinery of every shape and form, and
parts thereof.”

Mr. LOTON said bicycles and parts
thereof were now charged 50 per cent.
duty; but, under the suggested amend-
ment, bicycles would be included as
machinery.

Tae PREMIER said that cuse was
provided for by the letters “* ~x.0.8.”

Mr. GEORGE said the Government
had stated their wish to assist the indus-
tries of the colony, and yet they would
not now allow domestic machinery used
in every household to come in free. He
proposed, as an amendment, that the
words “of all kinds” be inserted after
“and parts thereof,” so0 as to read,

and the item

[16 SeeremsEr, 1896.]
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“Machinery of all kinds,
thereof, ¥.0..”

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

and parts

Ayes . e 4
Noes ... .. 15
Majority against 1
AVES. Nogs.
Mr. George Mr, Burt
Mr, James Mr. Clarkson
Mr. Sirmpson Sir John Forrest
Mr. R. F. Sholl (Teller). Mr, A. Forrest
Mr. Hassell
Mr. Higham
Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Loten
Br, Phillips
Mr. Piesse

Mr. Randell

Mr. Richardson

‘Mr. Throgsell -

Mr. Veun

Mr. ltingworth (Teller).

Amendment negatived, and item passed.

Oil—cod, in bulk, fish, vegetable, and
turpentine :

Tre PREMIER wished to transpose
the words “in bulk” to the end of the
item.

Me. ILLINGWORTH said the Pre-
mier would not be doing what he intended,
as bulk oil, according to the Customs
definition, meant oil in casks; therefore
the Collector would nol admit drum oil
and castor oil free, under this item.

Mr. GEORGE suggested that a way
out of the difficulty would be to insert
the words, ““of not less than five gallons
per package, except in botiles.”

Mr. RANDELL asked what was in-
cluded in the item “ vegetable oil.”

Tue PREMIER said any oil pro-
duced from vegetables was included.

Tre PREMIER moved, as an amend-
ment, that the words “in bulk ” he struck
out.

Agreed to.

Tee PREMIER further moved that
the words * other than in Dottles™ bhe
added to the item.

Agreed to,

Mr. GEORGE asked whether the
Premier refused to put in the words
“ machinery oil.”

Tue PEEMIER said he did not think
it necessary.

Me. GEORGE said he did think it
necessary, and that as soon as the Bill
came into operation he would bring a
test case, and report the result to the
House.
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Mr. HIGHAM said the schedule
included fish, mineral, and vegetable oils,
and the member for the Murray would
have to go a long way to find another
kind of oil.

Item, as amended, put and passed.

Resin :

Mzr. RANDELL suggested -that the
words *“ and pitch " be added.

Tae PREMIER moved, as an amend-
ment, that the words “ pitch and tar ” be
added after “ resin.”

Puot and passed, and the item, as
amended, agreed to.

Saddlers’ material,
fronmongery :

On the motion of the PrEmigr, the
letters * N.0.8.” were added.

Soapmakers’ materials, &c.:

On the motion of the PrEmIEr, the
letters “ N.0.E.”" were added.

Soda crystals :

On the motion of the PreEmier, the
item was struck out, the reason being
that this article was now manufactured
in the colony.

Telegraph and telephone materials, in-
cluding instruments :

Mz. GEORGE asked why these ma-
terials appeared in the free schedule,
seeing that no one imported them except
the Government.

Tre PREMIER said private persons
could obtain permission to have tele-
phones or telegraphs of their own,

Tin, block and foil ;

Mz. ILLINGWORTH : moved, as an
amendment, that the word “ Dblock™ be
struck out, and that the words *ingot,
stream, strip” be inserted in licu thereof.

Put and passed, and the item, as
amended, agreed to.

New items :

Mg. GEORGE said be had seen a duty
charged on iron hoops, yet he believed
hoops had been placed in the free list.

Tae PREMIER said iren hoops wera
placed in the free list in the Tariff Act
of 1893, but, by inadvertence, these articles
were lefl on the 5 per cent. list as
well.

Mg, GEORGE suggested that metals
not otherwise enumerated, such as bis-
muth, alluminium, and antimony, which
were used in hardening steel, should he
added to the schedule. Eventually he
moved that a new item ‘¢ Metals, n.0.2.”
he added to the schedule.

furniture, and

[ASSEMBLY.]
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Agreed to,

Me. GEORGE asked that *tulbing”
should be added to the schedule.

Tur PREMIER said tubing yielded
£50¢ per annum duty, and he could not
forego this amount of revenue at present.

Me. GEORGE said brassware should
be in the free list, ““not otherwise
enumerated. ”

Tue PREMIER said that, I his
opinion, brassware should not be altered,

Mz. GEORGE moved that‘‘asphaltum”
be added to the schedule. He said this
material would be required for the pack-
ing of the joints of pipes required for the
Coolgardie water supply, and that it
would be unwise for the Government to
add to the cost of that scheme by impos-
ing a duty on a material required in the
construction,

Agreed to.

Mr. GEORGE asked for the remission
of the duty on poultry.

Tae PREMIER said poultry were
raised in the colony.

Mr. RANDELL moved that new items
“ Kindergarten materials,” ¢ Prepared
chalks, ” and “ Slate pencils, ” Le added
in alphabetical order. The duty on these
articles was a tax on eduwcation, and
therefore ought to be removed.

Agreed to.

MRr. ILLINGWORTH asked the Gov.
ernment to accept ove of the recommen-
dations of the Select Committee on Meat
Supply, by taking the duty off tinned
meat. The House had acted on the wish
af the Government in appointing that
committee, and therefore the decision at
which the committee had arrived ought
to be carried out. He moved that a new
item “tinned meat” be added to the
schedule.

Tee PREMIER said the proposed
remission would mean a loss of £10,000
a year to the revenue, and the Treasury
could not afford that. The miner was
being dealt with very liberally, for he
now had sugar and tea and coffee and
cocoa, and even wolasses, free of duty;
therefore, for a time, at any rate, he
ought to pay a little duty on imported
tinned meat. The prospector, no doubt,
wag a noble fellow, going into the wilds
to seek his fortune, and he {the Premier)
would like to allow him tinned meat free
of duty; but £10,000 was too big a
remission at present.
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Me. ILLINGWORTH said he could
assure the Premier that the winer did
want his tinned meat free of duty, and
would not be happy till he got it. For
two years in succession the Premier had
been £300,000 under his estimate of
revenue, and for the current year he
would be £400,000 under it, and surely
out of that £400,000 he could well afford
to remit this £10,000 in the interests of
the industry which was making the
country.

Tre PremiEr: The miner must pay
some duty. We cannot give everything
for nothing.

Mz, ILLINGWORTH said he could
prove to the Premier that the revenue
still owed to the goldfields £300;000; he
could prove it by the Treasury figures.
The charge on tinned meat wmounted to
fully 3d. per pound by the time it renched
the consumer. This tax on tinned meat
was a distinct grievance, and the conatry
did not require this item of revenue.
He would like further to suggest that, if
this duty on tinned wmeat was taken off,
the money thus saved te the consumers
would probably go in whisky, and would
therefore still return something to the
revenue.

Mr. CTLARKSON said the majority of
mewbers of the House would not agree
with the member for Nunnine. He (MMr.
Clarkson) regretted the Govsernment had
gone so far in reducing taxation. The
present was not an opportunc time for
reducing taxation, and nobody grumbled
at the duty on tinned meat. He lived in
o large consuming district, and bad
heard no complaint about this duty. Tt

(16 SepremBER, 1895.]

was an Inopportune time to reduce ;

taxation when they were spending large
sums of money in trying to develop the
resources of the colony, purticularly on
the goldfields.
thing that any reasonable man could
expect in the interests of the goldfields,
and he did not think there was any
demand from the goldfields for a redue-
tion of this duty.

Mg. GEORGE said he was entirely in
accord with the member for Toodyay, and
as to the member for Nannine, if he
desired to remove this duty from tinned
meat, all that was necessary was for the
hon. member to form a little company to
start a poor struggling factory for the

They were doing every- |

|
|
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torning out of tinned meat, and the
Premier would then promptly tuke off
the duty, in order to crush the factory.

Mzr. SIMPSON said the Government
were propysing to assist the miner by
giving him cheap water, but this water
would not reach the miner for three vears
yet, and if, in the meantime, the duty on
tinued mcat were removed, it might help
the miner along until he got the cheap
water. The Premier knew he had largely
under-estimated the revenue. This tax
on tinned meat was w distinet grievance.
and it was a burden on the pioneer.
Nobody would eat tinned meat if he could
get fresh ; and, in fact, tinned meat was
used chiefly by wen exploring the back
country. Public opinion had demanded
this remission for a number of yeurs, and
if the member for Yilgarn bad been in
his place, he would have strongly sup-
ported the proposed remission on behalf
of his constituents.

Motion put—that a new item © Tinned
meuats” be added to the schedule—and

division taken, with the following
result :—
Ayes ... 5
Noes 13
Majority against ... 8
AvEes. i Nors.
Mr. Higham ) Mr. Burt
Myr. Rundetl . Mr. Clarkson
Mr. Simpson t Sir John Forrest
Mr, Venu ‘Mr. A. Forrest
Mr. Lllingworth {Teller). Mr. George
Mr. Hossell
Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Loton
BMr. Piesse

Mr. Richardson

Mr. R. F. Shalt

Mr. Throssell

Mr. Phillips (Teller).

M.otion negatived.

Mer. SIMPSON moved that the item
“ Cheese " be added to the schedule. He
said the duty oo cheese amounted to
about 60 per cent., and the total revenue
from the duty was £9,552. Notan ounce
of cheese was made in the country. [Me.
Crarkson: Oh, ves there is.] There was
no duty so thoroughly indefensible as
the duty on cheese. This article was
used all over the land, and he knew the
abolition of the duty bad supporters on
both sides of the House.
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Tue PREMIER. said he had explained |
on the previous night that the present
was nob u soitable time to revise the
tariff. The Bill before the House was
one for abolishing duty, and he did
not suppose the member for Geraldton
desired that the duty on cheese should be
entirely remitted. This sum of nearly
£10,000 was too much for the Govern-
ment to let go, especially when the
balance on the HEstimates was shown to
be only £16,000. If members went on
interfering with the tariff by adding to
the free list, the estimates of expenditure
would have to be revised, and the member
for Geraldton would not like some of the
items m which he was interested to be
struck out. The present was not a time
to materially alter the tariff, and he must
resist the hon. member's proposal.

Mg. LOTON said he trusted the mem-
ber for Geraldton would not press his
motion. He (Mr, Loton) considered the
duty was excessive, but he was not pre-
pared to go for a complete remission.

Mer. RANDELL said he should be
glad to support the member for Geraldton,
as this was an indefensible duty. Cheese
was not made, at any rate largely,
in the colony, and yet the tax on
cheese was the enormous amount of
60 per cent. Members, doubtless, were
not prepared to abolish the duty, but
there was no doubt the House was
favourable to a reduction. If the member
for Geraldton went to a vote, he (Mr.
Randell) would support him, ¢ven in o
demand for a remission.

Mer. SIMPSON usked if he correctly
understood the Premier to say this duty
would be tuken into counsideration when
an opportunity offered ¥

Tue PREMIER suid if he had an
opportunity of revising the whole tariff,
he certainly would take this duty into
consideration.

Me. SIMPSON said he supposed he
would have to agree to rely on the
Government to revise this indefensible
duty at the first opportunity, and no
doubt they would continue to collect it
for a little time longer, drawing, by its
means, £10,000 a vear out: of the pockets
of the people. He would withdraw the
motion.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

Judges' Pensions Bill.

Other items in the schedule (uob
spectfically referred to in the discussion)
agreed to.

Schedule, as amended, put and passed.

Preanble and title—agreed to.

Bill reported, with amendments.

ADJOURKMENT.

The House adjourned at 10-53, p.m,,
until next day.

Tegislative Dssembly,

Thursday, 17th September, 1896,

Judges’ Pensions Bill: Message requesting return of
Bill from Legislative Cowneil—Motion: Bunbury
Harbotir Plang and Estimates—Western Austratian
Bauk {private) Bill: in cowmmittee—Annunl Eati-
mates, 1896.7 : further cousidered in committee—
Tobneeo {unmanufactured) Duty Bill : second read-
ing; in committee—Transier of Land Act Amend-
meut Bill: second reading—Fencing Bill: in
comtnittee ~Adjournment,

Tz SPEAKER took the chuir at
4:30 o’clock, p.m.

PravErs.

JUDGES’ PENSIONS BILL.
MESSAGE REQUESTING RETURN OF BILL
FROM LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,

Tue PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest,)
in accordance with notice, moved that
the following Message he sent to the
Legislative Council:—** The -Legislative
Assembly acquaints the Legislative Coun-
cil that the Act providing for the pensions
of the Judges of the Supreme Court was
inadvertently passed by the Legislutive
Assembly and fransmitted to the Legis-
lative Council, without having leen re-
commended by Message of the Governur,
as required by Section 67 of the Constitu-
tion Act; and the Legislative Assembly
requests that the Bill may be returned to
it, in order that it may be dealt with in



