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Question passed.
Resolutions reported, and the report

adopted.
A committee consisting of Hon. G. Ran-

deli, H~on. J. W. Hackett, and Hon. W. T.
Loton, drew up reasons for disagreeing to
certain of the amendments, as follow:

No. 15-This is an unfair appplication
of the betterment principle.

No. 17-It would cause unnecessary
and undesirable labour to the Court.

No. 22-The publication in a news-
paper is the best notice in such a case.

No. 26-The power given is too wide,
and the compensation clauses do not
sufficiently protect indi vidual rights.

No. 35-The power sought is excessive,
and should be dealt with by special act.

No. 40-The Court should be allowed
full freedom of -action.

No. 41-This amendment is absolutely
necessary in the interests of the public
health.

Reasons adopted, and a message ac-
cordingly returned to the Assembly.

ADJOURNMENT.

Resolved: That the House at its rising
do adjourn until the next day, at half-
past four o'clock.

The House adjourned accordingly at
9-43 o'clock, until the next day.

Lcgizlatibr goocmxb IV,
Thursday, 18th December, 1902.
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THE DlEPUTY SPEAKER took the
*Chair at 2830 O'clock, P.M.

* lAYMnS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the MINIsTE FOR WORKS: Report

of Railway Department for year ending
80th June, 1902.

By the PREMIER: Regulations under
the Leads Purchase Act, the Land Act
of 1898, the Roads Act of 1898, and
the Cemeteries Act of 1897.

Ordered: To lie on the table.

QUESTION - LAND SETTLEMENT,
GOOMALLING DISTRICT.

Da. O'CONNOR (for Mr. Quinlan)
asked the Premier: t, Whether the Gov-
ernment surveyor now engaged in Goo-
mailing District has reported favourably
as to the existence of large areas of land
in that locality suitable for settlement.
2, Whether, in view of the acative demand
existing for land in the Goomalling Dis-
trict and the district beyond Winning,
such land will be advertised and made
available for selection before the coining
winter. 3, Whether the Government is
aware that a pioneer water supply is
absolutely necessary in connection with
early settlement in these localities, 4,
Whether provision will be made for pro-

Ividing such supply, and what means it is
Iintended to adopt to provide the same.

Tap PREMIER replied: r, The sur-
veyor has reported the existence of
extensive areas of good land near Cow-

Go6malling Land.(ASSEMBLY.]
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cowing Lake, to the north-east of Goo-
miailing. 2, A large portion of this land
is already available for selection, but
those portions which are included in
pastoral leases cannot be thrown open
until after the statutory notice has been
given to the pastoral lessees. 3, A water
supply would be of material assistance.
4. Measures are now being taken to pro-
vide damns or tanks.

QUESTION-LAND RESERVE CAN-
CELLED (Gnstn'ros).

Mm. STONE asked the Minister fo-
Works: i, What was the date of the
transfer of late Reserve No. 328A to
the executors of the estate of the late
McKenzie Grant. 2, What Was the conI-
sideration. 3, Who recommended the
cancellation. 4, Who were the mem-
bers of the Geraldton Roads Board when
the cancellation was recommended.- 5. For
what reason the reserve was cancelled.
6, Whether tbe cancellation of the reserve,
with a clear description of the locality,
was advertised in a paper circulating in
the district. 7, Whether the Govern-
ment commenced a bore onl this site.
8, If so, why operatious were stopped.

Tun MINISTER FOR WORKS
replied: Questions 1 to 6 are purely
Lands Department matters; but 1 give
the information the heln. member re-
quires. i, 6th July, 1000. 2, The first
instalment of rent, £01 17s. 6d. on
Conditional Purchase Lease 886/55, in

.wic the reserve was included. 3, The
Roads Board and Surveyor General.
4, Messrs. A. R. Du~oulay, Thos. R.
Readhead, ito. Mlills, E. F. Lacy, Walter
McKenzie Grant, Jan. Gould. and Jos'Bridgman. 5, It was not farther required
as a reserve. 6, No; but it was adver-
tised for one month in the Government
Gazette. 7, No. 8, Answered by No. 7.

QUESTION-PUBLIC BUILDINGS,
INSURANCE.

MR. YETJVERTON (for Mr-. Pigott)
asked the Minister for Works :1
Whether it is a, fact that the Govern-
mnent buildings in this State are insured.
2, What amount of money has been
expended on insurance this year. 3,
Whether the Government intend to con-
tinue the practice of insuring public
buildings.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: r, Yes. 2, X2,687 16s. 6d., which
includes premiums on Federal buildings.
3, The matter is under consideration and
the practice will most, probably be aban-
donled.

QUESTION-AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
AND RAILWAY TRANSPORT.

DRu. O'CONNOR (for Hon. G.
Throssell) asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: Whether, in order to provide a
guide to the actual consumption of soil
products, and in view of the importance
of such knowledge to agriculturists, he
will direct that a system be established,
commencing with the new 'year, provid-

*i for records being kept, of all cereals,
flour, hay, chaff, branl, pollard, potatoes,
and onions forwarded to the Eastern
goldfields and other large consuming
centres, such information to he published
weekly or monthly.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied : The matter has been under con-
sideration by the Commissioner of Radl-
ways and the Lands Department, and it
is expect!d that, early in the New Year
it will be possible to amplify the infor-
mation already provided.

QUESTION-POISON LEASE EX-
CHANGED, OCCIDENTAL SYNDICATE.
HON. F. H. FIESSE: By leave, I

desire to askc the Premier, without notice,
whether in view of the fact that a certain
motion having reference to the granting
of the fees simple. of certain lands to the
Occidental Syndicate in exchange for
certain other lands recently held by that
syndicate within the catchment area of
the Nundaring weir has been passed in
another place, and farther in view of the
circumstance that the fees simple for
such areas have not yet been issued, he
will give the matter full consideration
before finally issuing the fees simple.

THE PREMIER: Directly notice of
the motion was given, I expressed a desire
to look into the matter, and I shall cer-
tainly look into it. I shall do all I
possibly can to prevent any injustice
being done if, on examination of the
papers, I come to the conclusion that the
action of the Lands Department has
been, perhaps, hasty.

Questions. Questions.
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JUDGES' SALARIES BILL.
ALL STAGES.

Message from the Administrator re-
ceived and read, recoinmending appro-
priation for the purposes of the Bill.

Bill introduced, and read a first time.
THE; PREMIER (Hon. Walter James),

in moving the second reading, said: The
Constitution Act Amendment Bill con-
tained a schedule which provided for an
increase of judicial salaries, making the
Chief Justice's salary £2,000 per an,
and those of the Puisue Judges £1,700
per annum. The salaries of our judicial
officers would thus, if the Bill had passed,
be placed on the same basis as the salaries
of similar officers in the State of South
Australia. As members are aware, we
have at Chief Justice, a first Puisne
Judge, namely Mr. Justice Parker,' and
a second Puisne Judge, niamely Mr.
Justice Macmillan, who has recently been
appoiuted. A third Pizisne Judge will
1)e appointed in the course of t-he next week
or ten (lays. That third Judge will be
a local practitioner possessed of the know-
ledge requisite to enable himn to carry out
judicial duties in connection with the
Arbitration Court. I consider it desirable
that the question of salaries should be
settled; and as the House appeared to
be with me when the Constitution Act
Amendment Bill was being dealt with, in
the view that present salaries are inade-
quate, I move the second reading of this
Bill with pleasure.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
Passed through remaining st ges with-

out debate, and transmitted to the Legis-
lative Council.

KALGOORLIE LIGHTING AND POWER
SPECIAL LEASE BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

Resumed from the previous day.
Ma. ILLINOWORTEIin the Chair; the

MINISTER FOR MINES ifl charge.
Schedule:
THE MINISTER FOR MINES: In

accordance with promise, a map had been
prepared showing the various areas com-
prised in the lease. The Government
had only one copy prepared, because
they were unable in the short space of
time to do more. Members would notice
all the light blue was the area proposed

to be given in Part TI. The portion
coloured green was the portion that was
excised by him under the impression that
it would b:e valuable ground for the pur*-
pose of business sites or business areas.
That portion of a light colour (indicated)
was the part excised by the select com-
mittee. Ile thought the Committee
might well pass Part I. When we
came to Part II., if there were opposi-
tion, he would have no objection to that
portion being struck out, and then we
would have to recommit the Bill. If there
were strong opposition to the second part
of the schedule, we should not get the
Bill through.

MR. MORAN: That was a nice admis-
sion to make-giving way for fear they
could not get the Bill through!

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: The
mistake he had made was in doing the
work of the select committee. Part 1. of
the schedule was the area coloured blue.
There was no doubt that area should be
amended for the reasons which had been
adduced, and when we got to Part TI. of
the schedule the Committee could con-
sider what action should be taken. He
moved that Part 1. be agreed to.

MR. MORAN said be must express
some surprise at hearing the opinion of
the Minister that he was " holding the
candle to the devil " in that way, to prevent
sonme imaginary trouble.

MR. ATKINS: It was entirely under-
stood that the part referred to should
be a separate branch and not be
included in the whole of the area. This
piece of land was for the purpose of a
residential area. The select committee
kept this in to suit as they thougbt the
labouring classes which would he emn-
ployed on that job ; but as the Labour
members, who ought to know what the
labouring people wanted, made a very
strong point that it would be against
the labour interest if this thing were done,
he would not have any objection person-
ally to have it wiped out. But it must
be clearly understood that it was against
the wish of the select comnmittee and by
the strong desire of the Labour party tha~t
this was done. He would like, if this
place was to be cut up as residential areas
by the Government, that auy applications
by working menintheemployof thiscom-
pany should have tbe first show.

Part 1. put and passed.
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Ma. HASTIE: Part II. would not be
agreed to, be hoped. Last night there
was a strong discussion in which those

polwho had experience of this system
pointed out the danger, and largely on
account of their representations it 'was
now proposed that the company should
not get this block of land into their own
hands for use for their workmen. No
one in this House had suggested that the
working-men of the company should not
have proper residences near their work.
Let the Government throw a block of
land open for residences. The Govern-
ment could also make provision by which
the workers for the company would have
the preference for selection on this ground.
If that were done, those who worked for
this company would be on the Same foot-
ing as people working for others. He
did not know why one section of the
House should have the responsibility.
Personally he was willing to take the
whole of the responsibility for his own
action, and he did not suppose any of
his friends would hesitate to do the same.
They could only judge of a proposal by
their experience. The select committee
would never be blamed for this particular
proposal, unless probably by some future
man who was working tisi ground who
would think he had lost something, He
hoped the suggestion of the Minister for
Mines would be agreed to and that the
second part would be struck out.

MR. HOPKINS said he had not the
slightest objection to the second part of
the schedule being struck out, but if it
were he thought tbat when under the
regulations the land was made available
for residential Purposes it should be
explicitly stated that with regard to this
land emrployees of, the company should
have precedence. ft was of no use to
leave it to the land board to discriminate,
because probably the land board would
give the land to whom they thought best.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES said
he was considering the difficulty of
making such a pledge. So far as the
department was concerned he should be
only too pleased to carry out the wishes
of the hon. member, but he questioned
very much whether under our existing
regulations an area of this sort could be
turned over to the Lands Department for
this particuilar purpose. If it was under
the Mines Department he could refuse to

transfer the area to the Lands Depart-
ment except under certain conditions; but
he could make strong representations to
the Lands Department polutint! out the
desire of the Committee, and ask that as
far as possible the request of the
Committee be complied with. Any
person having once obtained an area
would have the right to sell his interest
in it.

MR. HASTIE: Thiere was only room
for about 15 residences on this land, but
the company would have a large number
of employees. There would be no diffi-
culty in getting men to take up the areas.

ME. MORAN: The settingr apart of an
area would have resulted in permanent
good by giving statutory right to pay a
small rental for a comfortable cottage.
He objected to this kow-towing to the
great Yanighow by the Government. If
the company wished, they could buy land
and make their own stipulation, and
charge a, decent rent. He would not like
to encourage a system of landlorlism in
Australia; lie had a horror of that sort
of thing. The company wished to have
their emplo 'yees near their work, for this
wvas to be a large electric business. By
and by this company would be running
the whtole of the Boulder tram way system,
and subsequently would supply power to
the mines. He viewed the prov).ision as
a protection for the men in getting com-
fortable cottages at a low rental.

Part II. put and negatived.
Schedule as amended agreed to.
Preamble, Title-agreed to.

RECOMMITTAL.

On motion by the MINISTER FOR
MiNEs, Bill recommitted for amendment.

Clause 4:
THE MINISTER FOR MINES moved

that the clause be struck out.
Amlendmenit passed, and the clause

struck out.
Bill reported 'with a farther amend-

ment, and the report adopted.

COLLIE TO COLLIE-BOULDER RAIL-
WAY BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

Resumed from 12th December; MR.
ILLINORTH in the Chair, the MINISTER
FoR. Woussin charge.
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Clause 2 -Authority to construct,-
Mu. MORAN: Was it the intention of

the chairnman of the select committee to
move the adoption of the report of the
committeeY

MR. HASTIPiI: If in order he would
like to do so.

THE CnlaAs:N That could not be
done now, but all the discussion necessary
could take place on Clause 3, and on the
schedule.

MR. HASTIE : Would there be an
opportunity of moving the adoption of
the report later?

TILE MINISTER FOR WORKS : If
the Commnittee, adopted the schedule on
the Notice Paper they would. practically
be adapting the report. Having received
the report, he submitted proposals which
would follow on the adoption of the
report. The amendment on the Notice
Paper to Clause 2 was to insert the word

Q rst " between " the " and "1schedule "
in line 4. Paragraph 5 of the select
committee's report stated:

Your committee, after viewing the site and
carefully considering all the evidence are of
opinion that the Collie-Boulder line should
terminate on Lease No. 126, at a point to be
fixed by the Engineer of Railway Surveys, as
being suitable for a station. Should this
course be adopted, care must be taken to pro-
vide that the operations of the Collie-Boulder
Company, by undermining or the erection of
buildings or otherwise, do not iuterfere with
any future extension of the railway.

The object of amending this Bill to bave
two schedules instead of the one provided
in the original Bill was that the re-
cowmmendations of the select committee
might be given entire effect to. An
engineering surveyor was sent to) Collie,
and he had prepared a map of the
line terminating on Lease 126, the
Collie-Bouilder Company's property,, and
almost at the point where it was originally
intended the line should, stop. The
plan before us showed by a dotted line
any extension that might hereafter be
found necessary to the Collie-Cardiff or
any other lease. At present all the
Committee were asked to do was to
authorise the construction of the line as
far as the Collie-Boulder Company's
property. It might interest the Coin-
mnittee to know that the Collie-Boulder
Company had, he was credibly, informed,
spent already in this State over £.30,000.
Their average wages were over £300 a.

week, therefore the Committee must
agree that it was well to encourage a
company such as this, net only for the
amount of work provided, but also from
the fact that an additional colliery would
be opened which would tend to lessen
the cost of coal. He moved the amend-
ment indicated.

MR. HASTIE: When the Bill was
introduced the information regarding the
line was limited, and a committee was
appointed to investigate- and see how the
whole matter stood and recommend to
Parliament what should be done. Briefly
the committee found that a railway line
was promised on consideration of the
Collie-Boulder Company showing their
bone fides by depositing, money and also
by showing that they were prepared to
spend MOn~ey in the district. During
this year the company had satisfied the
Government that they had the required
amount of money to expend, but it was
not asked that they should put up a
deposit. The select committee were
satisfied that the company' had shown
their bone fides. The Government had
entered into an arrangement by which
the company should undertake to build
the line, and the matter was brought
before Parliament go that a decision could
be come to as to whether the railway
should become the property of the State
or remain the property of the company.
But it was stipulated th at tie railway was8
to be laid to the Collie-Cardiff as well as
the Celiie - Boulder lease. The select
committee, while recognising that the
Comle-Boulder Company had in the main
given the assu ran ces as ked fo r, coeasid ered
there was nothing to justify the line
being carried farther than the compIany's
property, and therefoW recommended that
the railway terminate on the Collie-
Boulder lease; but if the line terminated
there it mnight be found difficult to exten d
it to other coal-bearing areas, therefore
the committee recommend that certain
precautions be taken so that the line
could he extended wherever desired. The
amendment of the Government was ap-
parently in keeping with the committee's
recommendations. The committee had
discovered that the agreement for the
line had been made without any of the
precautions necessary for a6 line going
through coal-bearing country, to ascer-
tain whether the ground on the route was

Collie-Boulder Railway Bill.
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safe; and the fact that portion of the
railway proposed to be taken over by
Parliament bad been undermined did not
seem to be known to the railway construc-
tion branch, although the local inspector
of coal mines bad reported the matter.
Therefore the select committee recom-
mended that these precautions be taken-
in future, and protested that it was
unwise and unnecessary that the line
should have been started without the
previous consent of Parliament. Subse-
quent experience showed that had the
Government waited for parliamentary
approval, the line would probably have
been available just as early.

MR. ATKLNS: What had been done
as to the money voted or to be voted for
this workP Apparently only one section
of the line out of three was to be paid
for. Was the whole £16,000 to be spentP

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Par-
liament passed £911,000 for the work; but
the contract was at schedule rates what-
ever the length of line to be taken over
by the Government; and only the work
actually done would be paid for.

MR. ATKINS: Why did we want
£16,000 ? One and a half miles of line
had been already laid, and a bridge con-
structed.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Government did not want £16,000. The
balance of the money represented an
autborisation for work done without
authority, and paid for.

Ma. MORAN:- When a select com-
mittee was appointed to deal with a.
matter of some consequence, there must
he something wrong when the House did
not adopt its report. In the work of the
committee the delimitation of the Collie
railway was an insignificant item. The
important result was the discovery of a
loose method in the administration of the
department; and this discovery was em-
bodied in the report, which stated that
although the railway was supposed to be
constructed for the distinct purpose of
opening up coal areas, the Mines Depart-
ment were not consulted with regard to
the position of the line, the position and
extent of the coal areas, or the steps
necessary to protect the railway against
the danger of subsidences likely to occur,
and that no satisfactory reason had been
given why the guarantee previously offered
by the Collie-Cardiff Company for the

adequate working of its leases had been
dispensed with. There was no desire to
cast undue blame on the Government;
but he would object to sit on any com-
mittee unless its report were to be adop-
ted. Was the House in favour of fol-
lowing the committee's advice, that in
future more care should be taken in
reference to such railways, and did it
agree that the Oolonial Secretary had not
exercised sufficient discretion in the
matter ? True, no great alcrity in
securing the adoption of the report
could be expected from the Government.
The Colonial Secretary's explanation of
how he entered into the negotiahtions
did more credit to his heart than
to his head. Why had not a motion
been tabled for the adoption of the
report? Why bad the Government
chosen what they liked out of the report
and incorp)orated it in at Bill, ignoring
the question whether the House should
confirm the slight censure passed by the
comnittee on the methods of the Govern-
ment? The member for Claremont (Mr.
Foul kes), who had sat on the committee
and took much interest in its work,
should say whether he intended to act on
committees whose reports were ignored;
and if the chairman of the committee
(Mr. Hastie) did not move for the
adoption of the report, he (Mr. Moran)
would do so without notice at the next
sitting.

M&. FOULKES: It wats evident the
report of the committee had made a
great impression on the House and the
Government. No doubt Ministers deeply
regretted what had happened, and the
Minister for Works admitted this when
he said he did not propose going into the
unhappy history of this railway. Any-
one who read the evidence taken must
coniclude that the whole transaction had
beeu unsatisfactory. Though not officially
adopted, the report had been acc;epted by
the Government, and the words used by
the Minister were practically an apology.
Without making inquiries the Leake
Government had evidently " rn amok "
with railways. In this case they had not
even found out what coal areas were in
the district. A witness, when asked
whether a report had been obtained from
the geological advisers of the Govern-
went as to coal areas beyond the Collie-
Boulder, replied in the negative, and said

Collie-Boulder Railway Bill.
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be had decided pr-actically on hearsay
evidence, Members might be assured
the newr Premier (Hon. Walter James)
would not -allow his Ministers such a free
hand in the wholesale promising of rail-
wayvs, but would take care that in future
no public works should be started with-
out par liamentary' sanction. During the
session we had instances of two such rail-
ways, and the history of both had been
unsatisfactory -he referred to the Collie-
Boulder Railway and to the Fiemantle
deviation. The member for West Perth
might be merciful, as Ministers had been
taught a severe lesson.

MR. HASTIE: By way of explanation,
on handing in the report be had inquired
as to subsequent procedure, and was
informed that the usual course was
to discuss the report together with the
Bill in Committee. Such, moreover, had
been his experience during this session
and the last. To-day he endeavoured to
induce the House to adopt the report, but
was prevented from doing so.

MRs. MORAN: The special pleading
of the member for Claremont (Mr.
Foulkes) was admirable: the hon. mein-
her was now much milder than when
acting on the select committee. Un-
doubtedly the pr.,per course was to submit
a select committee's report to the House
for acceptance or rejection. The opinion
of five individual members was of little
interest or importance. as compared with
the opinion of a Legislative Chamber.
The member for Kanowna (Mr. Hastie),
as chairman of the select committee,
had refused to driveiosne the committee's
findings. He (Mr. Moran) had repeatedly
spoken to the hon. meinber both inside and
outside the House on the subject. How-
ever,tbehon.uember had dodged theques-
tion or else had allowed himself to be mis-
led. The opinion of the select committee,
which did not consist-of expert engineers,
had been accepted in regard to the fixing
of the terminal point oif the railway, but
its opginion on a matter of constitutional
procedure had not even been submitted to
the House. He himself would move the
adoption of the report to-morrow, with-
out notice.

THE CHKLRMAN: The attention of hon.
members might he directed to Standing
Order 358:-

If any measure. or proceeding be necessary
upon a report of a committee, such mesure or

prceigshallbe broughit under the consider-
atinfthe HOuse by a specific motion, of

which notice must be given in theusual manner.
The specific motion given in this case
was that the report be considered in con-
nection with the Bill, and such was the
course now before the Committee. May,
page 897, stated :

If it be expedient, the Commons appoint the
consideration of the report of a select com-

mittee for a future day, by a motion made on
the presentation of the report, or by a subse-
quent motion for that purpose. The report of
a committee presented during a previous
session has also been thus taken into considera-
tion. On the consideration of a&report, motions
have been made expressing the agreement or
the disagreement of the House therewith, or
motions ate made which are founded upon or
which enforce the resolutions of the committee.

The motion in this instance sought to en-
force the terms of the report by dealing
with it in connection with the Bill. The
procedure was perfectly in order.

THE PREMIER: The practice had
always been, in the case of a Bill being
referred to a select committee, to embody
the report or to deal with it so far as it
affected the Bill in the Committee stage.
Here we had a select committee appointed
for the purpose of dealing with a Bill.
That committee had been appointed after
the second reading of the Bill, and we
now took up proceedings in connection
with the Bill in Committee. The recomn-
mendations of the select committee so far
as they affected the Bill were now before
the Committee of the whole, which was
dealing with the Bill. It was quite com-
petent for any member who thought the
House ought to go farther, or who desired
that the House should go farther and sup-
port recommendations or expressions of
opinion contained in the report but not
affecting the Bill, to make a motion to that
effect. Any individual member of the
select committee, or indeed any member
of the Committee of the whole, could
take that course; but there was no
duty either constitutionally or otherwise
devolving on the chairman of the select
committee to ask the House to indorse or
to approve or disapprove of the select
committee's report. The wiser course by
far, he submitted, was to deal with the
report so far as it affected the Bill; and
that course was now being pursued. If
the report dealt with matters outside the
Bill, those matters might be brought
forward by any motion moved by any
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member of the House. The Chairman's
ruling-which he (the Premier) sub-
mitted was perfectly correct-was that so
much of the report as affected the Bill
was now before the Committee.

MR. MORAN said he disputed that
statement in its entirety. The Chairman
bad given a distinct ruling that the Bill
and the select committee's report were
now before the Committee: therefore any
motion might. be made on either report
or Bill.

THE CHAIRMAN: No. The ruling
which he had given was that the motion
of which notice had been given, and must.
be given under the Standing Orders, was
that the Bill and the report be considered
in connection with each other-that the
report should be considered during the
passage of the Bill through Committee.
If the lion. member (Mr. Moran) desired
to make a motion concerning any portion
of the report not bearing on the Bill, he
must make a substantive motion.

MRt. HASTIE: Would it not be well
to adopt the report as a whole, formally,
and so save all this waste of time?

Tanr CHAIRMAN: That question was
not before the Committee. In order that
it might be put, the Chairman mast be
moved out of the Chair. The motion
could be made only with the Speaker in
the Chair.

M n. MORAN: In that case he would
move that the Chairman leave the Chair
in order that the report might be adopted.

THE CHRNny: The hion. member
should move that progress be reported.

THmE PREMIER said he would oppose
such a motion.

Mn. MORAN moved that progress be
reported.

Motion (progress) put, and a division
taken with the following result:-

Ayes ... .. ... 11
Noes ... ... ... 14

Majority against
Arms.

Mr' Bath
Air. Gonnor
Mr. IDaglish
,ir. Foulkes
Air. Mastie
Mr. Hobnan
Mr. Zsoby
Mr.Mra
Mir. Stone
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Waloce (Teller).

.3
NOES.

Mr. Atkins
Mr. Hatcher
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Maywa.rd
Mr. Hopkins
Mr. Jamnes
M1r. Johnson
Mr. Kingamili
Mr. Nne

Air. linon
Mr. Smith
Mr. Yeivertoii

IMr.Hfigham (Teler).

Motion thus negatived.
MR. MORAN: This report was evi-

dently' not going to be adopted during
the present session -the Government did
not want to adopt it. He wats sorry the
matter should have arrived at this stage.

THE ?REMIER said he did not object
to the report being adopted.

MR. MORAN: While desiring to do
justice to the company, he did not want
the forms of the House used for evading
the adoption of a deliberate report mnade
by the committee. The adoption of the
report was more important, in his view,
thaii any other phase of the question.
Through the continued avoidance of this
problem by the chairman of the select
committee we arrived at this position,
that we were considering certain clauses
in the committee's report, and there were
certain other clauses which we could not
consider.

THEt CHAIRMAN: On page 568 of
Votes and Proceedings, No. 58, of Decem-
ber 2nd, appeared item No. 11, " Collie-
Collie-Boulder Railway Bill : Mr. Hastie,
in accordance with notice, moved that the
House do now resolve itself into a Comi-
mnittee of the whole for the purpose of
considering the Collie-Collie-Boulder
Railway Bill and the recommendations
of the select committee appointed there-
on." He had ruled, sand he thought the
Committee would sustain his ruling, that
firstly the committee were in order in
presenting their report in any form they
pleased. The committee presented their
motion in this form, that the Bill and
the recommiendtions of the committee
thereon should be considered. The House
went into Committee, and from time to
time he bad reported progress. We were
now in that position. What was before
members was the consideration of this
Bill and the re commendations of the
select connn'ttee with regard to the Bill.

Nit. MORAN: Every section in that
report emanated from and was entirely
bearing upon the Bill. Were members
going to leave the finding of the select
committee with reference to Mr. Ewing
absolutely alone in connection with the
Collie-Caudiff-Boulder business ? We
ought to have adopted the report and
then brought the Bill down, and the
matter would have been all over. As it
was now, we considered certain clauses,
and the Government alone decided what
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clauses they would adopt and what not.
That was a phase of the question he
entirely objected to. There had been no
alacrity on the part of the Government
to have this report adopted, and there
had been decided hesitancy on the part of
the chairman of the committee to have it
adopted.

Question (to insert word) passed, and
the clause as amended agreed to.

New clause-Authority to take addi-
tional land:

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS
moved that the following be added as
Clause 3:

The Governor may at any time after passing
of this Act set apart, take, or resume, under
the provisions of the Public Works A at, 1902,
without compensation, a strip of lad extend-
ig one chain on each side of the line

described in the second schedule of this Act,
for the purpose of an extension of the line of
railway authorised by this Act; and may
construct and maintain a railway along such
strip of land, together with all necessary,
proper, and usual wvorks and conveniences in
connection therewith.
This new clause was also carrying out
the recommendation of the select com-
mittee. It merely gave the power to
resume land so as to prevent any future
extension of the line which might be
proved to be absolutely necessary from
being blocked by any third party, but
that was not to be construed to mean
that any extension of the line as provided
for there would be taken in hand without
the consent of Parliament. This was
merely a precautionary measure so that
resumption might be made in case
extension should be necessary.

ME. NANSON: In the report of the
select committee certain recommendations
were made which would seem to indicate
that in order to place the Government in
a business position in regard to this land
the agreement with the Collie-Boulder
Company should be revised. In this pro-
posed new clause and the other altera-
tions and amendments to the Bill which
appeared on the Notice Paper, he did not
see any provision was made for carrying
out the recommendation which the select
committee thought ought to be carried
out with regard to the form of agree-
ment. One argument advanced in favour
of constructing this line was that it
would enable the Government to obtain
coal at 9, Cheaper price than they were

likely to obtain it at if a monopoly con-
tinued to exist through the line not being
extended. It was insisted again and
again by the Colonial Se-cretary (Hon.
W. Kingsmill) that through the extension
of this line other comnpetitors would be
brought into the field, and that the
Government could reasonabl y expect to
obtain coal cheaper. Against this view
it was contended that it would be a
simple matter for the Collie-Boulder
Company to combine with the Collie Pro-
prietary Companly to maintain a certain
price against the Government. Arrange-
ments should be made so that the
Government should have the advantage
of getting coal at a certain minimum
price, and also a maximum should be
fixed. Then there was the question of
provision with regard to loss owing to
damage and subsidence. We were told
in the report that no provision had been
made to protect the Government against
damage through subsidence. Had the
Government taken any steps in regard to
that matter?

THr, PREMIER: Matters regarding
the price of coal and subsidence were
questions on which 1he committee had
not the full knowledge they might have
had. So far as subsidence was concerned,
r-esumption of land was absolute for all
purposes, and the mining companies were
not allowed to work their mines in such
a way* as to cause subsidence. If they
did, they were responsible. We had
under our Mines Regulation Act and
Mineral Lands Act power to insist
upon a certain number of persons being
employed on the mine. If those persons
were employed, of course there must be
an output of coal. All we wanted to do
was to get an increased number of these
coal leases in the State where they would
be taken up and where production would
be carried on.

MRs. MoRAN: That did not prevent
such a combination as there might be
eventually.

THE PREMIER said lie would show
that it did. While the Collie-Boulder
colliery was some miles away from the
Collie railway terminus, the coal produced
was non-marketable; but when the coal
was brought by railway communication
close to the railway terminus, then for
production purposes the mine was in as

1good a position as the colliery which
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was close to the Collie railway ter-
minus. Until the railway was built, prac-
tically speaking the area was shut up;
but it was opened by the construction of
the line. Directly the line was con-
structed this mine became a workable
proposition, and if the lease was not
worked under the conditions of the
Mineral Lands Act it could be forfeited,
and somebody else could work it. If the
lease was worked and there was an output,
then the output must he sold. Monopoly
was destroyed when a. larger area of coal-
bearing land was brought in touch with
the Collie railway terminus.

MR. MoRAN: -,IThe present mines could
quadruple the present supply.

THRE PRE-MIER: No doubt, but we
must admit the larger the area of pro-
duction, the less risk of monopoly. That
gave all the practical protuction needed.
Ulow would it be possible by agreement
to prevent monopoly, because after all an
agreement only lasted while the company
ireelf lasted ? How would it be possible
to fir a minimum price? Should the (3ev-
erment say to the company, 11We want
you to supply us with coal at so much?"
Should the price be fixed at less than
was; being paid now, or what minimum
should be fixed ? Should it be the price
the Government were now paying?

MR. MORAN:. Certainly not.
TsE PREMIER: Less than that:.

then, bow much less ?
MR. FOULKES: A reasonable price.
TnE PREMIER: Who was to fix the

reasonable price?
Mn. FonLnES: The Minister could

mnake inquiries.
THE PREMIER: When one com-

menced to consider questions like that,
one saw the difficulties that arose. Those
who made suggestions such as had beent
made had not had practical. experience
of the working out of these agreements.
How -was it possible to, form a combina-
tion against the Government when the
Government said that a certain number
of men must be put on to produce coal ?

M11. FOULKES: How many menF
THE PREMIER: One to every 20

acres.
Ms. MORAN: What was that?
THE PREMIER: A. substantial

guarantee. Men would not be kept there
doing nothing. One man to 20 acres was
ample to make a company produce coal.

Ma. FoULnas: With 100 acres only
five men would be employed: the coin-
pany might pay those men and let them
do nothing.

THE PREMIER: That was not
reasonable. By insisting on the labour
conditions the mines would he worked.
If the labour conditions were so light,
why was it that applications for exemp-
tion were made now? It showed that
the applications were looked upon in a
serious light. He did not see how it was
possible to have an agreement that the
coal was to be sold at a certain price.
The price of the coal would be settled by
the amount which would be paid by the
Government when the present contract
ceased.

Mn. HASTIE: It was to be re-
gretted that the Premier did not
read the evidence as well as the
report, for be would not then have made
such extraordinary statements as he had
done. The Premnier said that from read-
ing the report the committee had not
sufficient information, and he made the
extraordinary statement that a company
was responsible for undermining, there-
fore there was no danger. If that was so,
how was it that in every coal-niining
country in the world the strongest regu-
lations were made to prevent it ? Was
the Premier aware that the Collie 'Pro-
prietary had undermined the present
railway line for a distance of four or five
chainsP As to the question. of fixing the
price, that was a difficuilt matter, but it
was done all over the world by railway
companies. It was done in Scotland!
where he had been connected with coal-
mining; it was done in Wales, and it
was done in the Eastern States. As to
the labour conditions, if the Premier
supposed that those conditions would
force people to put out a certain
quantity of coal, he was very far
astray. A company ownuing 100 acres
would have to put five men on: if
they ownied 300 acres they would have
to employ 15 men. Whait amount of
coal could 15 men put outP The labour
conditions would not force people to
make full use of their mine , but would
make them spend a certain amount of
money which they would hesitate to do
if they were not getting a good return.
There was a great deal to be learnt from
the report of the committee, on which
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there were two members who had had
experience in practical mining, and knew
as well as the Premier what should be
done or what should not.

THE: PREMIER : It Was neessary to
correct the hon. member. Where aspecial
Act was passed dealing with mining
companies, the fee absolutely rested in
the Government. In the old countr
that was not so, for if the company, id
not take the minerals underneath the
surface the owner had a. right to work
them. No such consideration applied
here. On the first point, if he (the
Premier) had read the evidence of the
committee, he would have found verifica-
tion of his statement that the committee
were wrong. He again insisted that the
labour conditions were. ample to destroy
the growth of a monopoly.

Mit. MORA N: The Colonial Secretary
had challenged him to find something in
the evidence dealing with a monopoly.

THE COLONIA.L SxcOREikty:. No; not
dealing with monopoly. It was stated
that he had intended to make arrange-
ments about a maximum price.

Mn. MORAN: The evidence showed
things a little worse than that. The hon.
member had. forgotten what he dlid say.
Question and answer 945 were as follow:

T[hen at that times and since, you have been
anxious to see the line constructed there ?.-
Very anxious. As I have pointed out in the
House, I considered that the price for Collie
coal which the Government have been paying
is absolutely exorbitant; and I did not see,
with tbe strong combination formed at Collie,
that there was ay possibility whatever of
lowering that price unless competition were
introduced. It was for this roason that I was
extremely anxious to bring fresh collieries
into the field. I know the price was exorbi-
tant; because immediately prior to the pur-
chase of the Wailsend wine by the present
proprietary, a representative of the owners of
the Wailsend mine called on me and said that
it was their intention on the next day to make
en offer to supply the Government with coal at
a considerable reduction. I was, therefore,
much didappointed when, instead of receiving
anoffer to supply coal at a reduced price I
received next da-y a notification that the
Wallsend mine had become the property of the
present holders. But I think that was ample
evidence to show that about l0s. a ton is a fair
price to the Government for coal.
Yet the Colonial Secretary asked hon.
members to point out any evidence in
which the price was mentioned.

THE COLONIAL SEiCRETARY: There
was nothing about at maximum price there.

Mn. MORAN: The Colonial Secretary
might tell hon, members what he endea-
voured to do to reduce the price of coal.
Question and answer 951 were as fol-
low

Did this point occur to you, that six months
ago the Proprietary and Walisend mines were
antagonistic, now they are united, the entire
demand for coal in this country is compara-
tively limited; ton limited to keep three or
four pits going: did it not occur to you that
if this company started, they would be bound
in self-protection to amalgamate with the
others ?-I did not think so.

By Mr. Koran, You had the experience of
being surprised at the Wailsend mine sud-
denly becoming amalgamated with the Pro-
prietaryP - I do not say surprised hut
disappointed.

You were not surprised V-No; I was very
much annoyed more tban anything else.

Not surprised ?-No.

If the hon. member was annoyed he did
not prevent that annoyance for the future.
The Colonial Secretary himself suggested
to the committee that it would. be a good
thing to have secnurity of some sort, so
that the. new complany, created by the
action of the Government in building the
railway, would not join the combination.
As to the labour conditions and the state-
ment of the Premier that these conditions
would force the company to work, take
the Great Boulder mine.

THE PR&EMIER: The Collie-Boulder
lease necessitated 400 men being em-
ployed. If that was not a sufficient
guarantee he did not know what was.

[At 4-15, business suspended for 15
minutes.]

Question passed, and. the new clause
added.

Schedule 1.-Description of line of rail-
way:

TUE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
moved that the schedule be struck out,
anud the following inserted to stand as
Schedule I. -

Commencing at a point in or near Cole
Towasite, on the Collie Coalfields Railway.
about 136 miles 6 chains 20 links from Fre-
mantle, and proceeding thence in a generally
Southerly direction for about 5 miles 30 chains
65 linkse, and terminating at a point in Lease
126 in the Collie Coal. Mining District, as
more particnlarly delineated by a full red line
on Map P.W.D., W.A,. 0570, deposited as pro-
vided for by 55 Victoria, No. 34, Section 10.

Mnt. NANSON:. What was the ter-
minal pointP

Collie-Boulder Railway Bill.



Laverion Railway Bill:[1fleun,10. Scodraig

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
point in this, the first schedule was that
recommended by the select committee at
which the line should stop within the
Collie-Boulder lease No. 126, and was
almost exactly the terminal point origi-
nally fixed. The point ntescn
schedule was a point to which the line
might in future be extended; but such
extension would not be undertaken with-
out parliamentary authority. The second
schedule gave power to resume land even
beyond the Collie-Boulder lease.

A meudment passed, aud the schedule
as amended agreed to.

New Schiedule-Description of line of
extension :

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS
Inovedl that the following be added to
stand as Schedule 2 ;

Commencing at or near the terminating
point of the line described in Schedule 1 of
this Act, and proceeding thence in a generally
South-South-Easterly direction for about 3
miles 20 chains, and terminating at a point on
or near the Southern boundary of tease 204
in the Collie Coal Mining District, as more
particularly delineated by a dotted red line
on Map R.W.D., W.A., 9575, mentioned in
Schedule 1 of this Act, and deposited as pro-
vided for by 55 Victoriw, No. .34, Section 10.

Question passed, and the schedule added.
Preamble, Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments, and

the report adopted.

APPROPRIATION BILL.
ALL STAGES.

Introduced by the PREMIER, and read
a first time.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Walter James):
In moving the sec:ond reading I would
refr members to the Bill, which is the
usual Ap.propriation Bill, containing the
Annual Estimates and the Loan Esti-
mates passed during the last few weeks.
I move that it be read a second time.

Question passed, and the Bill read a
second time.

Passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report aodopted.

Read a third time, and transmitted to
the Liegislative Council.

MALCOLM-LA VERTON RAILWAY BILL.
SECOND READING.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS AND
RAILWAYS (Hon. C. H. Rason). in

Imoving the second reading, said: A long
speech is not necessary, as this subject
has been so frequently discussed and the

claims of the Mt. Margaret goldfield urged
so often by the present, member for Cool-
gardie (Mr. Morgans), and by other gold-
fields members. Itseemnsto bethe unani-
mous wish of the House that railway
communication should be afforded to this
district; and the Government promised
at the c-ommenicement of the session that
if they undertook any railway construc-
tion out of revenue during the year, this
would be one of the lines constructed.
The Bill is an endeavour to carry out that
promise. I have endeavoured to ascertain
a few facts as to this field, to show
whether the railway is likely to pay; and
from the information I have gleaned it is
highly probable that the line will be a
profitable undertaking. The Mt. Mar-
garet is undoubtedly a great goldfield;
but although there ire some rich sh1ows
there, yet the greater part are ]arge ore
bodies of a somewhat low grade, necessi-
tating economical working in order to
give any return to their owners. In Spite
of its being a somewhat low-grade field,
and in spite of the difficulties under which
mines have hitherto been working, I find
there are 41 milling plants erected, work-
ing 492 head of stamps, and 26 cyanide
plants; and Ithese works give employment
to over 2,000 men. The gold yield for the
ten months of this year has been 170,000
ounces, and the total yield to the 8St of
October waa 663,000 ounces. This year
there has been treated at the Gover-nment
battery at taverton 2,208 tons for 2,679
ounces; and at Leonora 1,367 tons for
1,657 ounces. The names of some mining
properties in the district are familiar to
most members. Such are Oraggiemore,
the Golden Rhine, Ida H., Lancefield,
Et-Istoun, the Childs Harold, and the
Euro, not forgetting the Mount Morgans.
These are almost household words. In
this field I ala informed there is abso-
lutely no mining timber and very little
fuel. All the timber for mi .ning pur-
poses has to be brought immense dis-
tances, and there is great difficulty in
keeping up the firewood supply. It is
proposed, if the House authorises the
construction of this line, as I have no
doubt it will because R56,000 has already
been provided by the Government for the
work, that the route of the line shall be,
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after it leaves Malcolm, in as direct a
line as possible to the Anaconda copper
mine, 16 miles, and that mine is a ',erv
large proposition which has turned ou~t
an immtenise quantity of copjier without
railway facilities, anud I am informed
that though some temporary hitch has
occurred in its working, the mine is
again in full swing. There are also in
the immediate vicinity numerous gold-
mnng propositions that can be worked
at a profit when railway facilities are
provided. The line goes to Murrin
Murrin, about E! miles to the south,
thence it goes close past the Malcolm
Proprietary battery, and on from there
to Moiut Morgans, turning at right
angles for half-a-mile or so and skirting
close to the south boundary of the sur-
veyed townsite of Mount Morgans; or if
deviating at a point about 501 miles
from Malcolm and running round by
Yeuro, about four miles more, the total
mileage will be 66 miles ,58 chains 14
links. There is power in the Bill to
deviate on either side of the line to such
exteut as will enable the Government
to make the devinitiou to Yeuro, if found
advisable and justifiable after due in-
quiry. I do not know that it is neces-
sary I should say miore than this, that
fromn inquiries made we expect with
every degree of confidence that the line
will be a profitable one ; and that it is
justified is proved by the yield it is
making, notwithstanding the disadvan-
tages of want of railway communication.
The £551,000 provided, of course, will not
construct the lire, but, it is thought that
if the plan is adopted cf calling for
alternative tenders, say calling tenders for
the construction of a line from Mal-
cohin to Mount Morgans in one section,
an~d from Mount Morgans to Laverton in
another section, also calling for alterna-
tive tenders for the construction of the
whole line, and giving reasonable time to
.onstruct it, perhaps the £55,000 which
is provided will go a long way towards
completing the work, and will probably
carry it as far as Mount Morgans at any
rate; and if it only went there for th~e
present, that wouldi be in itself a great
encourage~ment to this most deserving
district. I have pleasure in moving the
second reading of the Bill.

Muw. G, TAYLOR (Mount Margaret):
There is little need for mte to say much

on the necessity of constructing this rail-
way. The Minister for Works has made
it clear to the House that there is a
necessity for this work. He has given
figures showing the yield of gold in the
district which this line will serve, from
east of Malcolm to taverton. There are
a number of centres which the railway
Will serve, and the statistics show that
the increase of goldl for the Inst year as
against the previous year is considerable.
Taking the year 1901 and comparing with
it the yield of gold during the 10
months of 1902, we find there is an
increased output of about '28 per cent.
The field is very prosperous, and the
output of gold for the part of the dis-
trict which the railway will serve is
greater than the output of the Kalgoorlie
field when the extension of the railway
fromn Yilgarn was authorised by the

*Parliament of that day. This being Fo,
it should be clear to the House that it is
desirable this district should be served

*by a railway.
MR. JACOBY: What is the population

of the district ?
*THE MINISTER FOR MixuEs:- There
are over 2,000 men employed on the
mines there.

N n. TAkYLOR : Yes; from east of
Malcolm to Laverton, covering 60 miles
which the line will serve ; and there are

Ioutlying centres 20 to 30 muiles. off. At
Burtville there are 30 or 40 prospecting
claims being worked, and north of
Laverton to about 75 miles there are
about 200 in working the prospeuting
claims in that district. That is known
as the inhabited part of the district. The
Westralia gold mine alone is employing
500 men, and the output of gold from
that mine during the last mnonth wasIover 5,000 ounces, showing an increase
for the mouth of over 1,000 ounces. At
places like Murrin Mlurrin, Malcolm,
Burtville, TLancefield, Erlstoun, Euro,
and many other small mining centres,
a great deal of development work is
going on. The railway will serve the
copper mine in that district, running
close to it. That mnine has had to close
down for want of railway facilities, but it
will now be able to carry on operations.
The property has 'been refloated, and
there are between £230,000 and £40,000
cash available for carrying on the work-
ing of the mine. With railway corn-

Second reading.
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munication, hundreds of men will be
employed there within the next 12
months. I have pleasure in supporting
the second reading of the Bill.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
H. Gregory): If some of our goldfields
railways can be called speculative in their
early stage, I feel satisfied that this line
cannot properly be called "speculative."
There have been magnificent develop-
ments throughout this area; and though
the mines there are not very rich, the
larger pro portion are low-grade proposi-
tions which the management find it
difficult to make pay owing to the
high cost of production. Mining timber
is unobtainable in the district, and fuel is
very scarce; so that by giving these rail-
.way facilities, we shall enable those low-
grade mines to be worked at a profit. In
regard to the Anaconda copper mine in
that district, the working of a copper
mine is much more expensive than that
of a gold mine on account of the large
amount of fuel required; but notwith-
standing these difficulties, 7,600 tons of
ore were treated at that mine during last
year, and additional machinery is being
provided, so that with railway facilities
the working of that mine should be profit.
able. There is also the Mount Malcolm
Proprietary at Munrin Murrin: it has
bad to stop wvork owing to the low-grade
character of the ore; but with railway
facilities I feel satisfied that mine will
also be worked at at profit. Around this
district there are a large number of small
shows and a few small batteries. The
Mount Morgazas mine has 60 head of
stamps going, and that is one of the
largest mining propositions in this State.
There are several other mining proposi-
tions beyond Mount Morgans towards
Euro; and south of the Buro mine there
is a large mine called the Childe Harold,
the stone going about seven weights to
the ton, and they' have just been able to
make the mine pay expenses. East of
that the whole of the Burtville district
will be opened up by this railway, and
many mines can then be profitably worked.
I do not know of any railway th at can be
suggested which will be more profitable
to the district, and more desirable in the
interests of the State generally. I hope
the time will not be far distant when we
will have farther extensions of cheap
railways on our goldfields, and so be

able to give greater facilities to the
mining districts. I feel satisfied the
House will pass the work, because there
is no doubt about the prosperity
which will result from its construction.
It is not a, speculative prop-osal; but

Ithere is a certainty that the line will
command a large amount of traffic, and I
do not think there is any doubt that it
will be a payable proposition to the
State.

MR. MW. H. JACOBY (Swan) : I
cordially support the second reading of
the Bill, and at the same time take the
opportunity of making a suggestion in
connection with any farther Railway Bills
which may be brought into the House.
From information which some members
who have been inquiring into the rossi.
biities of this line have been able to
gather, everything looks well and promis-
ing in connection with this line. In
addition there mrust be a general desire
on the part of members and of the people
of the country to extend as far as reason-
ably' can be justified our great trunk line
of railwayv to the Eastern Goldfieldls. As
the time is now passing when we can
build lines on the mere hope of their
paving, it would be wise if some report
were laid before the 'House by the Com-
missioner of Railways or sonme other
competent person, containing sufficient
data in regard to the population, the
probable amount of trade, and the esti-
mated loss if any. The public purse is
likely to be less overflowing than has
been the case in the past, and in any
future Bill this precise information
should be given to members. I do not
th row this out in any way' to object to the
present Bill, but as a hint to the Minister
for Railways that perhaps in the future
something like this may be done. We
in this House are like a board of directors
for the country, and as a board of direc-
tors we ask for a report fromt expert,
persons as to the necessity for any ex-
penditure. fMkMBn: What about the
Gooseberry Hill line?] We have a
report from the Commissioner of Rail-
ways that. there is likely to be a loss of
£61,100 per annum. on that line. It is a
most conservative report, and there is no
doubt the line will result in something
more than that as a profit. The pros5-
pects, for the Malcolm to Laverton line,
as held out by the member for the

[18 DECEMBER, 1902.]Laverton Railway Bill:



SI128 Robb's Jetty Railway Bill: [ASSEMBLY.) eodraig

district,, I hope will be realised. If
the country does suffer a little loss,
it "will be satisfactory in this case.
The time has now arrived when in any
future proposition a definite estimate
should be supplied to members as to the
cost of the undertaking. I cordially, sup-
port the second reading of the Bill.

M-R. TEESDALE SMITH (Welling-
ton): In supporting the mnotion for the
second reading of the Bill, I want to draw
the attention of the Minister for Works
to the necessity for initiating a system of
cheap surface lines. The Minister for
Mines touched on that phase of the ques-
tion. when speaking, and I think these
lines, whiich are built on the surface after
the style of such lines in America and
which are now being built in New Sonth
Wales, would answer the purposes adnmir-
ably for which they aire required. For
the next four or five years light surface
lines will do all that is necessary for this
country. A sumn is stated on the Esti-
mates of X~55,000 for this railway, with
the exception of the purchase of rails, and
by giving the contractors a fair time in
which to complete the workc the lint can
be carried right through.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE, ETC.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Read a third time, and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

ROBJB'S JETTY TO WOODMAN'S POINT
RAILWAY SlU.

SECONID RtEADING.

TEiE MINISTER FOR. WORKS (Hon.
C, H. Rason): In moving the second
reading of this Bill, I wish to inform the
Rouse that it is a, very short line, of some
2 miles 65 chains, from Robh's Jetty to
Woodman's Point. It is essentially a
line constructed for the purpose of deal-
ing with explosives.

Tnz ColoNTAL SECRETARY: The
quarantine.

TUE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Al-
though the quarantine is an important
factor in the eyes of the Colonial Secre-
tary, it is not so important probably as
the explosives question. It will be within
the memory of members that it was

proposed to remove the explosives inaga-
amnes to a place known as Case Point.
If that proposal had been carried out,
it would have necessitated an expenditure
of something like £40,000. That line
would not only have involved that large
outlay, but it would have entailed an
Increased price for explosives to the
mining community owing to the remote
part of the coast Case Point is situate in
and the difficulties of the upkeep of the
magazines there. The same complaint
does not arise as to thv site at Wood-
man's Point, and in every way it is
suitable. Those people mostly interested
in the traffic in explosives agree that this
is an admirable place for the magazines,
Not only will there he traffic on the
line in carrying explosives, but there
will also be a considerable amount of"
traffic in ]imnestone, lime, and probably
building stone. In fact, from inquiries
made, I am sure there will be a consider-
able amonnt of traffic derivable from
these sources. However, the line does
not commend itself to my mtind for these
reasons. Althongh this is not the conm-
mnemient of the line which the Jandakot
people would prefer, yet it is a start in
the direction of a line which, failing a
direc~t railway, the people of Jan dakot
recommend. On the plan which the
residents of the Jandakot Agricultural
Area submitted, they' showed a direct
line to Jadakot and this deviation which
they were prepared to recommend, and
do recommend. This railway runs for
three miles in the precise direction of the
deviation the people recommend, and it
would only necessitate aL line five miles in
length from the terminal point of this
railway to reach the agricaltural hall on
the Jandakot Area. So that allihough it
is not a Jandakot line, it is a step in the
right direction viewed from the stand-
point of the residents of the land akot
Area. As I said, its main purpose is to
reach the site for the explosives mnagaz Ines,
and it will meet the requirements in that
direction. Every member of the House
will agree that it is absolutely necessary
that the explosives magazines should
be removed from the present site, and to
place them where it is proposed in the
Bill, which is the best obtainable site,
does not entail any disadvantatges to
the people who traffic in explosives, and
will not necessitate any increase in the

Second reading.
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prie.- of explosives to toewomk
use of them on the goldfields noelse
where. The total cost of the line,
including the jetty , will be something
under.£18,000. I have submitted to the.,
House- briefly, I admit--every necessary
particular, the object of the Bill, the
cost of the railway and the work the Bill
IRuthorises. I beg to move the second
readin0g.

MR. MORAN (West Perth) : Touch-
ing the starting point of the Jandakot
railway line, I view the deviation of the
line, three miles out of the probable route
qf the railway, . differeutly from the
Minister. It would be an elbow in the
route. The particular recommendation
of the Jandakot line is its directness
from the Great Southern line. But I do
not think it desirable to go out of the
road to take the traffic through shuntig
yards where explosives axe being loaded and
unloaded, and where there are quarantine
stations on ihe other side; so I consider
this short extension will remove a great
obstacle to the starting of theJandakot line
from Robb's Jetty and itsgoingdirect to the
agricultural hal. There will be plenty
of shunting and loading of explosives at
this junction. Why then go out, of the
road with the whole of the great traffic
of the South-West to bring it to a point
where it will be endangered by explosives
and a quarantine station ? To go to
Case Point would be a very dangerous
experiment. The present is a happy pro-
posal, to remove the magazines from this
railway and to build a jetty so as to
obviate their going on the line from Fre-
mantle. That is a splendid arrange-
ment; and why spoil it now by bringing
a lot of traffic right through the yards
where the explosives are constantly being
handled? I think that it is a point
stron~gly in favour of the direct route
starting from Robb's Jetty and continu-
ing to the Jandakrot hall. I congratulate
the Government on settling this ex-
plosives question, and I hope the con-
tinuation of the line will form a subject
of discussion next year.

Question passed.
Bill read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE, ETC.

Bill passed through Committee with-
out debate, reported without amendment,
and the report adopted.

Read a third time, and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

LAND ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

COUNPIL'S AMENDMENTS.

Schedule of eight amendments made
by the Legislative Councilirow considered
in Commit tee.

No. i-Add the following to stand ats
Clause 8:

Section 3a of the principal Act is amended
by striking out the word " eighteen " in line
one, and inserting " sixteen " in lieu thereof.

THE PREMIER: Section 35 of the
Land Act of 1898 provided that no person
under 18 years of age should acquire by
transfer or hold land under the provisions
of certain parts of the Act. The amend-
ment proposed to make the minimum
age 16, thus enabling land to be taken up
by the younger members of a family:
and it. was Suggested that a farmer's son
16 years of age was sufficiently old to
acquire and develop land. As a boy of
18 was quite young enough to have this
privilege, the amendmnent should be dis-
agreed to. He moved accordingly.

HON. F. H. PIESSE regretted the
Premier's motion. The present law un-
fairly handicapped the farmer whose sons
were under 18, ats compared with a
neighbour with boys over that age. The
amendment was no more likely to lead to
dummnying than was the existing section;
and many' a farmer's son was at 16 quite
capable of doing a man's work on a farm.

Ma. WALLACE: Here was instance
of the hardshiip inflicted by the existing
law. He knew a man who was finan-
ciallv embarrassed, and who had a son
just under 17, but quite competent to do
a man's work, and yet debarred from
taking tip a farm ; nor could the wife
become a substitute.

MR. MORAN: If the son were allowed to
take it up, would that prevent the father
from going insolventP

MR. WALLACE: A difference of two
years in the maximum age would not
increase dummnying.

THE PREMIER: On that ground the
age might be reduced by two years each
session.

MR. WALLACE: No one would wish
it less than 16. It was bard to debar
boys carrying on farming if they were
ca pable.
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HoN. G. THROSSELaL: The amend-
ment was well intended; but to allow a
lad of 16, who should be assisting his
father, to take uip land and borrow up
to £1,000 from the Agricultural Bank
would be unwise. Fathers needed the
assistance of their sons to carry out the
compulsory improvements ; and the effect
of the amendment must be to build up
large estates held b Iy a father and his
sons, nll living~ under one roof, each
taking up 1,000 acres and eligible for
£1,000 from the Agricultural Bank.
The amendment would he preposterous.
Would minors be given credit in the
course of ordinary business?

MR. STONE supported the Council's
amendment. Minors could hold property
in fee simple.

THe. PREMIER: But not deal1 with it.
MR. STONE: Therefore it was un-

reasonable to deny this privilege to a boy
of 16. No bank would advance money
to aL minor, for the money could not be
recovered.

MP. JACOBY opposed the amend-
ment, which would lead to much dummy;
ing. As a rule, farmers' sons did not
remain with their fathers; but pass the
amendment and they would neverthelds
take up land. Facilities for creating
large estates were now too great, and
should be restricted rather than increased.
He would fight against any attempt to
liberalise the land regulations in the
direction of the Council's amendment.

HoNq. F. H. PIESSE: it was not so
much a question as to the age of 16 for
taking up land, but the point to insist on
was that there should be improvement
conditions, which should be duly carried.
out. The member for Northnan (Hon.
G-. Throssell) had referred to the buying
back of private estates in the Avon
Valley for closer settlement and sub-
dividing the land. The hon. member
ob~jected to others holding large estates,
but he did not object himself to accumu-
late land. He was ready to prescribe a
remedy to others, but did not accept the
remedy himself. The accumulation of
land under conditions proposed in this
amendment of the land laws would be
very different from the accumulation of
land which took place in the early days
under conditions then existing, when im-
provements were not required or were not
insisted on by the State. If1 a man held

50,000 acres of land, there would be no
harm to the State if he carried out pro-

Iportionate improvements, employing other
persons to do the work. One farm he

'knew of was worked by six sons and. the
father, the areaL being 2,000 acres, and the
age of the sons ranging up to 28 years.
They had fenced the whole of the land;
but there was not room for all the seven
to make separate homes for themselves

*on 2,000 acres; and if the land regula-
tions had permitted each of those sons
to take up land on his own account, they
would by this time have made seven
separate homes near to each other, form-
ing practically a small colony. There
was no harm in that, so long as they
worked the land profitably and improved
the national estate.

THE PREMIE: Why should the hon.
member let families spread out in that
way, and. innoculate a1 district-uch a
district as Northain, for instance.

Horq. F. H. PIESSE: If he (Mr.
Piesse) owned 5,000 acres of land and
was prepared to clear half of it, to put
into crop and farther improve the other

Phalf for stock and other purposes, he
would be doing theu what mnight be done
perhaps by five separate proprietors if
occupying portions of the same land, but

Ihe would at the samne time be giving
employmvient to other persons in working
and improving the land, and so benefiting
the district and the State. If youths
were allowed to take up land at 16 years
of age, and providing the improvements
were duly carried. out, that would be a
good way of promoting settlemnent, in-
ceasing the prosperity of at district, and
improving the national estate. There
was a difficulty' under present conditions
in inducing people to go on the land and
stay there. As to borrowing from the
Agricultural Bank, at youth taking up
land at 16 yeiars of age would have to
wait a year before he could make his
application to the hank, -and then he
would be 17 years of age. As far as
farm work was concerned, a youth of 16
was as good as a, man in most cases. For
these reasons the amendment proposed
by the Council deserved support.

HoN. G-. THRiOSSELL:. Selectors
who had taken up land recently in the
Northamn district averaged about 600
acres each, and he questioned whether
there was a more prosperous district in
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the State. Large estates led to poverty
of the owners, while small estates lea to
their success. The Government had
lately repurchased large estates in the
Avon Valley, and that land had been
taken up by small holders ranging from
250 acres to 500 acres, and each of those
men was doing well on that land, thus
illIustrating the "little farm. well tilled."
Small areas meant close attention to the
lanid, the success of the people, the pros-
perity of the district and of the State.
He altogether condemned the proposal for
allowing youths of 16 to be men by
enabling them to select land.

MR~. HORAN: If the theory of the
hon. member for the Williams were
carried out, there should be no objection
to a man monopolising the whole country
as owner of the land, employing the rest
of the people as servants to work it. That
was against the theory of the hardy
yeoman and the bold peasantry. We
should settle as many independent
families as possible on areas of land
sufficient to support them in comfort.
According to the proposed amendment of
the land regulations, the effect would be
that youths brought up in a district
would know the country so well that
when thety reached a, certain age they
would be able to pick the eyes out
of the country, leaving only the waste
places to people coming from outside
of that district seeking good land to
settle on. We should not assist youths
to borrow from the Agricultural Bank for
the purpose of muonopolising the best land
round about their homes. Tlhe agricul-
tural young man was about 10 years
younger than the city lad of the same
age. This proposed amendment of the
land laws was ill-advised, and he preferred
to follow the caution of the member for
Northamn rather than the enthusiasm of
the member for the Williams.

MR. HIOPKINS: It would be inter-
esting to be told where one could take up
land in this State equal to that in the
Avon Valley. The prosperity of agricul-
turists depended generally on the value
of the land upon which they settled.
The effect of existing land regulations
was that facilities were offered to people
from outside to come here-lie referred
especially to the peasants of Russia--to
take up Crown land in this country on
conditions which were not open to people

living in the country, He was one of
those who would have been glad to select
laud at 16 years of age when lie was
living in Victoria, but when he arrived at
18 years of age, and was eligible to take
lip land, be found that the land lie wan ted
was all gone, having b~eeu selected by
people attracted to the country by what
were called dhe liberal land laws. The
fact was that we were offering to the
scum of the Mediterranean ports facilities
for settling on our lands which we did
not offer to our own people. He approved
entirely of the amendinen t proposed by
the Legislative Council, hut it rested with
the Minister to provide the necessary
regulations for seeing that the proposed
privilege was not abused. The Minister
should. insist, on conditions necessary
to protect the interests of the State.
Was is not better to settle the young
men on the land than to offer inducements
to people to come from other parts of the
world to settle here, to face conditions
they were not acquainted with, probably to
go bankrupt, and then to go away and
give the country a bad name? There
were nine million acres of agricultural
and pastoral lands along the Great
Southern Railway, and the young men
should be allowed to take these lands up.
The finest fattening and pastoral districts
in the Eastern States to-daY when they
were taken up were waste lands of the
Crown. It was to be, regretted that
regulations were not attached to this pro-
posal : if there were some regulations he
would have supported it.

Ma. STONE: It was impossible to
understand the justice of preventing a
young man of 16 taking up land. The laws
of the country allowed a young man to
manry at. that age, but would not allo-w
him to make a home for himself.

Ma. BUTCHER: It was an injustice
to the young men of this country not to
allow them to take up land. Young men
of 16 were competent to work farms,
those who were born and bred on the
laud and had been taught how to work it.
A young man who had been working with
his father for a number of years should
be allowed to have a piece of land and
comply with the improvement clauses so
that when they he sufficient means at
his disposal he could make a farm of
it.

IIR. HOPKINS: Limit him to one block.
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Ma. BUTCHER: It was the greatest
drawback to a. young man to compel hini
to work on with his father until he was
21, 22. or even 25 years of age. Young
men were not given an opportunity of
starting for themselves until they were
18, If these young fellows were -men
enough at 16, why should they not have
the privilege of taking up land?

HoN. F. ff. PIESSE:. There was not
the slightest doubt the course suggested
by another place was one that might be
adopted with advantage to the country,
but the proposal might be limited by
regulation. It was one of the greatest
drawbacks to farmers coming to this
country with children that their young
men were not, allowed to take up land
until they were 18 years of age. If there
was any land available round a home-
stead a father should be entitled to settle
his sons upon it. There was not so much
objection to the age, seeing that a, young
man must be 16 when he applied for the
land. Knowing as much as he did of
the Lands Department, the Young mran
might be 17 or 18 years of age before he
got the notification of his application
firomn the Lands Department. We should
encourage young men to go on the land.
The difficulty to-day wats to keep people
on the laud, therefore young wen should
be able to secure land at an early age.
There might be somne restrictions as to
the area and other matters. There were
many boys at 12 years oIf age who were
capable of carrying on the work of a
farm, and he knew some very good boys
of 13 and 14 who were doing the work of
men .

MR. HARPER: The success of farm-
ing in the present day was in time intelli-
gent management of machinery, and we
could not do better than to get.Youths in
their earl 'Y years to know how to work
machinery intelligently, economically, and
efficiently. One of the most important
things in regard to farming machinery
was its expense. A mnan who was casually
employed did not care whether the
machine lasted while hie worked or not.
One of the crying evils of to-day was the
rush of the people from the country to the
towns, and if the inducement of the farner
to establish his son on the suil was cut off,
that might drive the young men into the
towns. An opportunity should be given
to the father to settle his sons on the

land by securing, at an early date, a farm
for his son so that the young man might
think more of the country than the town.
If a young man saw no opening in the
country the tendency was to go else.
where. In this State many people
complained of the difficulty of taking up
land for their sons. There was the land
belonging to the Midland Railway Com-
pany. Many farmers wished to settle
their sons near the old home, but they
could not get the Land to do so. Many
people had been driven out of the East-
ern States because they could not acquire
land: more scope was required for the
rising generation. Something should be
done to encourage the farmer whose sons
desired to settle on the land. With
regard to building up large estates, that
was quite outside this question. That
matter was threshed out long ago when
the present laud reagulations were under
consideration. He would challenge any-
one in the State to show where lsrge
estates had been built up under the pre-
sent regulations. The provisions for
improvements prevented any large accu-
mulation. As long as there, were condi-
tions of improvements sufficient to prevent
people taking up land for speculative
purposes, there never would be large
estates. As to a youth borrowing money
from the Agricultural Bank at the age of
16, no prudent father would permit such
a thing. A father would assist a youth
in taking up land and making the early
improvements, such as ringharking and
fencinga, until the youth became old
enough to do the necessary work and
make the farm. But this was a mere
side issue. Members should do all they
could to assist the father of a family
in having opportunity of settling his sons
bathe neighbourhood where he lived.

Ms. NAI{SON : The member for
Beverley asked members to support the
amendment on the ground that the
crying evil of the day was the rush of
the people from the country to the towns,
and one took it that the hon. member
supposed that unless boys at 16 were
allowed to take up land from the Gov-
ernment, they would rush from the
country to a town in Western Australia.
The problem of people rushing from the
country to the towns had engaged a great
deal of attention in the old countries,
and the member for Beverley would bear
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him out when be said that one of the
great predispositions that caused the rush
was the accumulation of large estates.
Some years ago in England, Rider Hag-
gard, the novelist, who was also a coun-
try gentleman, inquired into this problem
and discovered that the only remedy for the
state of things referred to was the cuttitig
up of estates into small blocks and revert-
ing to at systema of peasant proprietorship.
Lord Cariuton, a former Governor of
New South Wales, now on his estate in
England, found that the method of cut-
ting up land into small blocks answered
admirably. How could the Council's
amendment prevent a rush of young men
from country to town, when no such rush
existed here? Statistics showed an in-
creasingly large area of land taken up
and put under cultivation, our position
in that respect comparing favourably
with that of every other country save
Canada. Newcomers to the settled dis-
tniets, particularly along the Great
Southern railway, found the older
settlers holding much land; and thus
the new arrivals had to go farther back
from the railway, though land close to
the railway was lying idle. In the North-
ampton district was an acute land diffi-
culty ; and it was astonishing to bear the
member for Beverley (Mr. Harper)
challenge any member to name large
estates built up under the present re-
gulations. In a few years would be
found men who, by the aid of the regu-
lations, by acquiring land under what
were called grazing leases, had secured
large estates which the country would
sooner or later bie compelled to burst up.
In the past such estates had been liber-
ally treated; but that could not continue
if their accumulation proceeded. Prob-
ably the State would follow the example
of other countries by imposing some sort
of land tax on large and comparatively
idle areas. The member for the Williams
(Hon. P. Hl. Piesse) argued that under
the present conditions of improvement it
was as good for the country that one man
should bold an estate of 50,000 acres as
that it should be split up into 50 lots each
held by a separate selector.

Barsq. F. H. Vizsss: No; hie had said
if the one holder cultivated half the estate
be would in many respects do as much
good as if it were cut up into 50 hold-
ings.

MR. NANSON enitirely differed from
the lion. member. From a national point
of view it was better to have 50 men each
settled onl his thousand acems. The his-
tory of all civilised countries showed
that large estates were a curse; and their
accumulation had been oue of the first
symptoms of the downfall of the Roman
Emnpire. Get as many men as possible
onl the land in the capacity of owners;
for in large areas compulsory improve-
ments did not represent anything like thle
work which would be voluntarily done by
a small bolder. Next session there should
be a consolidation of the land laws, and
this amendment should be postponed till
then, when possibly it might he found to
the inkterest of the S tate to make the com-
pulsor-v improvement conditions more
stringent, for they wvere almost too mild
to prevent the holding of agricultural
lands b 'y the speculator. The genuine
agriculturist usuall y made more improve-
ments. than were coin pulsory. While,
on the one handl, the Government were
rapidly repurchasing estates, even more
rapidly were private persons accumulating
estates from 6,000 acres to 10,000 acres.

'Mr.. HARPER: The circumstances in
England were altogether different from
aura. There the land was owned by
pnivate persons: here the State had mil-
lions of acres for selection.

Ma. NANSoN: N4ot close to the railway.
Ms. HARPER: All could not live

along the railway line. He defied the
hon. member to point ont any large
estate that had accumulated under the
present land regulations. The estates
referred to in the Northampton district
were acquired before the regulations
came into force.

Mn. JAcoxvy: Then better stick to the
present. regulations.

MR. HARPER: If any had aftervards
been acquired, the fault lay in lax inspec-
tion, not in the law. As to improve-
ments, if they were carried out as the law
directed, there was no chance of specu-
lators taking up agricultural lands.

THE PREMIER agreed with many of
the remarks of the leader of the Opposi-
tion (Mr. Nan son). It was to be feared
that large estates were being built up in
this country, more especially under the
conditions as to grazing leases in Part VI.
Under the ordinary terms 1,000 acres
could be acquired; and in addition, under
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Fart VI., from 3,000 to 5,000 acres of
what was called second-class or third-
class grazing land might be taken uip,
the selector paying less than for ordi-
nary agricultural land. This was an
inexplicable provision, If it were desired
to give grazing areas, the section relating
to pastoral lease were liberal enough to
permit of all the grazing land needed
being acquired. An area of 1,000 acres
was quite large enough for cultivation and
for grazing as well; yet under the grazing-
lease clauses land had been thrown open
in the South-West Division as second or
third-class which had been shown to be
quite good enough for agricultural pur-
poses. The Government had been very
seriously considering whether such land
should not be withdrawn from selection
under Part VI. Such a provision would
lead to the creation of large estates which,
in a few years, the Government would be
caled on to repurchase. Hon, members'
arguments had not affectedl his opposition
to the Council's amend went. If a
scheme could be devised by which an area
could be marked out for each famnily, so
that the sons as they grew up should
each have a right to take land inside that
area, the amendment might be applied;
but that was impossible, and to suggest
that such a desirable improvement could
be brought about by reducing the age
from 18 to 16 was beside the question.
How would that operate in centering the
members of a fatally round the father?
How many families would take advan-
tage of th~e provision ? Inside of two
years all possible development would be
gone, and the effect would be that sons
would have to take the nearest available
land. The proposed system would tend
to dummying; and as to the limited area
held by one individual, it was evident
that by dummying the area could be ex-
tended under this system. If a. son had
the model kind of father who had been
suggested, then the son should be pre-
pared to help the father, and so be a
better farmer at IS than lie could be at
16 years of age.

Ma. VELVERTON: Representing an
agricultural district, he recognised that
when two such experienced members a&
the member for INortham and the member
for the Williams differed on this q uestion.
other members should exercise their
judgment carefully. Hfe believed that

by reducing the age limit to 16 years,
there would be more opportunity for
dummrying. A young man or young
woman at 16 did not possess that sense
of responsibility necessary to the holding
and development of the lands of the
country. It was better that young per-
sons up to 18 years of age should assist
their parents in the development of their
property; therefore he must oppose the
proposal for reducing the age to 16 years.
It was early enough for a young man to
take the responsibility on himself at 1S
years of age.

HON. F. H. PI1ESSE : Referring to the
Premier's remark that the present regu-
lations as to grazing leases were too
liberal, he (Mr. Piesse) concurred to the
extent that under certain conditions

Igranted recently they were too liberal.
What was wanted was proper inspection
by meii who thoroughly understood their
duty. There were such men in the
service, but there were others employed
as inspectors who went over the land -and
did not understand their work. That
was where the danger lay. He knew one
piece of country along the Great Southern
Railway comprising 18,000 acres that
was not selected to-day. It was too un-
inviting, but this was the class of laud
which should he available under the Act
regulating grazing leases. Land of this
character should not be regarded as
second-class or first-class land. This piece
of country had been open for selection
since 1898, but no one had taken it up.
There were in this State millions of acres
of land that would take years of hard
work and much expenditure before the
actual improvements required by the
State fitted the land to grow anything pay-
able. Therefore these conditional areas
should be allotted after proper inspection,
and if such land were taken up by per-
sons at 16 years of age there should be
proper conditions and regulations as to
improvement. He bad heard rumtours
of large areas being granted under razing
leases in the Northampton district. To
show that he was not in favour of accu-
mulating large estates, he had been
in the Williams district for 18 years,
and all the land he held at present
was 2,600 acres. When this estate
was subdivided amongst his family, which
numbered five children, four being over 18
years of age, there would not be much
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available as a homestead for each adult
member of his family. He was spending
more money at present in developing his
property than if the same area were held
by five different persons, each working it
for himself. Parliament should be care-
ful about altering the land regulations,
as they had been thoroughly considered
before they were adopted, by men who
uderstood the requirements of the

country. Along the Great Southern
Railway there were nine million acres of
land, and five millions of that were not.
worth having at a gift. That was the
class of country which should be opened
up for selection as third-clas grazing
leases. We should not give away first or
second-class land under grazing-lease
conditions.

Mn. STONE opposed the amendment.
Question put, and a, division taken

with the following result: -
Ayes
Noes

Major
AYES.

Mr. flati,
Mr. Daglish
Mr. Foulkes
".Ir. Gregor
Mr. Hastis
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. James
Mr. Zingfmidi
Mr. McWilliams
Mr. Moran
Mr. Nson3
Mr. Eason
Mr. Reid
Mr. Taylor
Mr, Throsseil
31r. Yalvertona
Mr. Highas (Tell.

18
11

ity against WOE. 7

Mr. Atins
M1r. Harper
Mr. Hayward
Mlr. Hicks
7%] r. on
Mr, Piesse
MX, Smith
Mr. Stone
Mr. Wallace

Council's amendment thus negatived.

At 6-30, the CHAIRMAN left the Chair.
At. 7-30, Chair resumed.

No. 2-Clause 3, after "1more," in line
three, insert the words " and by striking
out the words 'one thousand,' in line
seven, and inserting the words 'five
hundred '

THE MINISTER FOR MINES moved
that the amendment be agreed to.

Mn. Sic on: Would the Minister
inform the Committee the intention of the
amend-ment ?

THE PREMIER: Clause 3 amended
Section 68 of the principal Act, which
provided for two classes of grazing leases
to be taken up not exceeding 4,000 acres.

isen, 902.] Amendme ats.

The Hill fixed the minimum area of
either class of lease at 1,000 acres. The
amendment of the Council farther reduced
the area to 500 acres.

Question passed, and. the amendment
agreed to.

No. S - Consequential amendment,
agreed to.

No. 4-Clause .5, strike out the clause:
THE PRENMIER: This clause dealt

with zamia palm licenses. He moved
that the amendment be agreed to.

MR. JACOBY: It was not desirable to
allow 1people to be roaming about the
bush ostensibly with no object. It would
be well to give these wo.ol gatherers some
status. The reason urged in another place
for striking out the clause was that the
wool gat'herers destroyed the palms. but
the wool gatherers simply cut, the top off
the p~almls, which grew again, rendering
them more dangerous. It was desirable
that the clause should stand.

MR. HASTIE: Last session when an
amending 'Land Bill was before the Com -
mittee a similar question to this erupped
up in reference to ihe grantinzg of licenses
for wood cutting. The Premier then
objected to the amend ment because it
had reference to the collection of money.
It was thought that similar action should
be taken in this case.

Tns PREMIER: In the case referred
to there was an existing law for the
collection of a license fee, and the amend-
ment was to reduce the fee. This clause
proposed a new class of license.

Ma. Hnvxn:. It was imposing taxa.
tion.

THE PREMIER: The Council were
not prevented from striking out th e clause.
No question of privilege was involved.
The clause did not say anything about a
fee, but provided that zanda wool licenses
should be granted.

Mn. HAsnsE: Did the clause enable the
Minister to collect fees?

THE PREMIER: No; it did not.
Ms. HASTIE: The clause provided a

new tax. In regard to the amendment
of last session a tax was being collected.
The other Chamber should not interfere
with the granting of new licenses.

TnsE CHAxxnN:- There was no men-
tion as to the amount of the fee in the
clause.

Mn. HASTIE: But the Minister was
enabled to collect a fee by the clause.

BER, 1902.]
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Mit. JAcony: The amendment pro-
hibited licenses being issued.

MR. HASTIE:- By a section of the
principal Act a. fee of 6s. was to be
collected.

THE, PRExME: The Committee were
not dealing with that now.

MnR. HASTIE:- But Clause 5 amended
the section which empowered the Minister
to collect a license fee.

THE PREMIER: Clause 110 of the
principal Act enabled certain licenses to
be granted on payment of prescribed
fees; and by Clause 15 zawia licenses
were added to these.

Mut. DAGLjISH:, Clause 15, which
fixed the fee, was really consequential on
this clause. Therefore the Council, in
striking out Clause 5, were interfering
with a, clause which indirectly imposed
taxation.

THE CHJAIRMAN4: The question of
privilege would arise under Clause 15.

Mn. TEE SDAL~E SMITH: Must a,
zamia license be obtained to collect the
wool on private lands?

Tan PREMIER:; No.
MxR. TEESDALE SMITH: Them

Clause 15 did not seem to be conse-
quential on Clause 5.

Mn. STONE: This discussion over
such a trifle was waste of time.

Mn. PTGOTT hoped the Committee
would stand by the clause. License fees
were unimportant, but it was most
important to conserve the privileges of the
House.

Tusf PREMIER:- Asa in the opinion of
the Chairman the clause was open to
misconstruction on the ground that it
infringed our privileges, he moved that
the amendment be not agreed to.

Question passed, and the amendment
not agreed to.

No. 5-Add the following as Clause 9:
Section one hundred and fifteen of the
principal Act is amended by inserting
after the word "lease," in line 2. the
words "1uniess with the sanction of the
Governor," and by striking out -,ll the
words after "acres," in line 3:

Tnn@ PREMIER: Section 115 of the
Act of 1898 provided that no timber
lease should include more than 75,000
acres, and that no person or corporation
should hold more than that area. That
appeared to be a fixed part of the land
policy, and it remained in force froma 1898

till now, having evidently been inserted
with the idea of preventing the whole of
our timber areas falling into the hands of
one person or corporation. The amend-
ment proposed to modify the principle by
allowing more than 75,000 acres to be
held by one person or corporation with
the consent of the Governor, The diffi-
culty had arisen in connection with
the recent timber combine which had
amalgamated the various timber conm-
panies into one; and the question arose
as to how the new company should hold
the various leases. The company desired
the Act to be amended to enable it to
hold all leases now in the names of the
individual cowmpanies which had been ab-
sorbed.

Mit. llopxrxs: All the companies had
not combined?

Tuns PREMIER: A large number of
them. Was Section 115 to be departed
from the first time it was called in ques-
tion ? H9e had no desire to hamper this
combine or to unduly favour it. It might
become either a, great blessing or a. great
curse. When one realised the enormous
areas it would control, and the grip it
would have on the industry as soon as it
got in full working order, Parliamnent
should not give up any right of value to
the State. None could forget the diffi-
culties experienced with other large or-
ganisations. The most plausible reasons
had been urgedl in favour of land-grant
railway concessions, and most people
believed the concessionaires would exer-
cise their powers most reasonably, there
being nothing to suggest that the con-
cessions would retard the progress of the
country. Experience had shown how
fallacious were these hopes; and we
should take a warning from the past.
He hoped this combination would be a
blessing; but in view of the enormous
area, of our timber lands it was, advisable
for the Government to retain as much
power as possible. Those who effected
this combine had been well aware of the
statute of 1898, because all timber com-
panies had taken up their leases under
that Act, which affected. none but such
lessees; therefore, those who now asked
for an amendment of the law could not
urge that they had not the fullest possible
knowledge of the Act which would affect,
their combination. The Act provided
that on each lease should be a substani-
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tial and fully-equipped saw-willing plant
capable of cutting up five loads of sawn
timber er month for every square mile
of the lease, such plant to be kept in good
order. By Section 121, the lessee WaLs
authorised to construct railways and tram-.
ways on and through his area, to haul
timber, subliect to the Governor's ap-
proval; to carry passengers and merchan-
dise; and to connect with a Government
railway or a private railway. If all these
leases belonged to one company. it could
build as many railways aud tramways as
it chose to have on its land. Were we
to depart from the deliberate policy of .
the Act of 1898 ? and if we were, did
members think it advisable to pass an
amendment which might enable the
whole of these timber leases to be held
by one person or one companyP This
combination must be watched with great
care. While doing even-handed justice,
Parliament should neither assist nor
retard the combhine, neither al.tering the
law to hurt it nor to benefit it. What-
ever the law allowed the corn lne it
should have; but it should not take mnore
than the present law allowed. The
present law did not allow such a combi-
nation of leases: the amendment pro-
posed to allow that with the consent of
the Gorernor. He urged the Committee
to stand by the Act of 1898; and if any
corporation thought it desirable to com-
bine leases of an area larger in the aggre-
gate than that allowed by the Act, let a
private Bill be introduced in the usual
way, and let the case of the promoters be
proved before a select committee. It
was inadvisable to leave this power even
in the hands of the present Ministry.
He moved that the ainendment be dis-
agreed to.

Mac. TEESDALE SMITH supported
the Council's amendment. At the pro-
seat time various companies were entitled
under the Act to hold certain areas of
timber country, and the Government
could not take that lanid from them until
the period of lease expired. What the
combination of timber companies asked
Parliament to do was that instead of the
companies carrying on in an illegal
ma"nner, as the Premier had expressed it,
they should have the authority of Parlia-
went to do what they wished to do in
this matter. As to the combined corn-
panies being likely under the proposed

amendment to build a railway through
their timber areas and compete against
the State railway it was absurd, because
they coul~d not possibly build a line along
the top of the Darling Range and
effectivelyv compete against the railway
running on the flat below the range.

51u. JACOBY.- Was the hov. member
in order in. speaking on this subject as a
manager of one of the timber companies
inte rested in this question ?

Tnu Chairman said he did not know
of any rule which prevented a member
speaking on a quest-ion in which he was
interested, so long as the member did not
vote thereon.

Yu. TBESDALE SMITH: Having
cons ulted certain members on this point,
lie was informed that he could speak
on the question but must not votc
on it; and his iutention had been to
make a statement, then leave the House
to decide the question. As -an employer
of labour he had no doubt that what the
combined compamnies proposed would be
beneficial to the'em plovees of the com-
panies. The cut-throat policy pursued
in previous years by timber companies
had caused mill after mill on the Darling
Range to cease operations, and the
workers were thrown out of employment
or had to wait until the companies were
reconstructed or raised more money. It
was to avoid this cut-throat policy that
the companies came to the conclusion
that combination would serve the best
interests of the State and of their emn-
ployees. He defied the Premier or any
other mewn ber of the House who was
opposing this motion to show by argu-
meats that it was beneficial for the
working man of the State to continue
unider ibhe old system of cut-throat coml-
petition. The combined companies did
not ask that the area of timber land held
by thbem from the State should be
increased one acre, hut that the area held
by them might be held inl a legal way by
the combination. It was necessary for
the combined companies to raise working
capital, and the only way to do it was by
going to debenaurd holders at home and
offering them a legal security. It was
hard to (lifer a securiltv held under six or
eight different namnes, and to do this in
a concrete form .. therefore to enable tile
companies in combination to offer this
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seen ritv in a concrete form, they asked
that the Govern or-in-CouncilI should have
power to grant the request which had
been made; and surely the Premier was
not going to be persuaided to do something
ruinous to the State, merely because a
combination of companies might ask the
Governor-in-onncil to grant the request
for an increase of the maximum to be
held by the combined companies as one
holding. With this object he asked the
House to assist the other Chamber in
getting this measure through.

MR, 11kSTIE: If the hon. member's
reasoning was right, he was as manager
of a timber company a member of an
illegal combination. When the Timber
Trust was formed, its inerahers knew that
as a trust they had no power to hold land
to a greater extent than 75,000 across; hut
instead of that the combination was
formed on an assurance given by several
people 'who were not members of the
Government that the maximum area
allowed by the Act could be easily altered.
Therefore the persons concerned knew
exactly what difficulties they had to face,
and they did not deserve any sympathy.
Of course "1the poor working man " was
made the excuse for presenting this re-
quest to get the power of holding an
increased area in the name of the comn-
bination. No queer political proposal
was ever made without its being put forth
as for the benefit of the poor working
man. The hon. member had stated that
it was the intention to pawn the Jeaseholds
apparently to some people in London.
The Premier had previously remind+- d th is
House of the great evil which had
resulted from this kind of thing in con-
uectiou with land granted to the Mid-
land Railway Company, which instead
of being a benefit had proved a menace
to the State. The real difficulty of the
Midland Company was that having got
a, large grant of land from the Govern-
ment. the company at once pawned that
land to a few money lenders in London,
so that after a short tine the rail way, the
land, and all the belongings passed from
the control of the company to a few
money lenders in London. In like manner,
if this proposal were now accepted, we
might expect shortly that all the timber
land held in this State would become the
property, not of people living here but of
a few people living in London; and the

result would be that timber would be
vastly iucreased in price. We knew that
this had happened already; thnt while
the price was not increased for export
purposes, the price was increased for
timber required in the State. [MRt.
SMITH: That was wrong.] We were
entitled to assume that one was the cause
of the other. If the other House wished
to enable the trust to hold those lands
as a combination, the proposal should have
been made in a straightforward way for
the limit of 75,000 acres to be abolished;
but instead of that, the proposal was to
enable the power to be exercised by the
Governor-in-Council on request from the
comnbined companies. The Governor-inu-
Council would practically feel that a
direction had been given by Pai-liament
to do this, and we tnightexpect the result
to follow. The trust was asking some.
thing from the State, but what was the
trust giving in return ? It held a large
amount of timber land, some of it not
being used or required for timber pur-
poses; but it was not the practice of the
companies to delimit any portion of their
land after the timber had been taken off
it, so that settlement on the land was
practically blocked. In every country
where trusts and combines had heen
operating for some time, there was a gen-
eral movement for curbing them. This
House had now the opportunity of put-
ting this trust in the same position as
other persons; and he hoped we would
not agree to this proposal for allowing
the Timber Trust to increase the area
which might be held under the law. If
the argument as to this being a beneft
to the employees of the company were
admitted to be of any force, the same
argument could be used with increasing
effect after the combination had accom-
plished their object, for they might come
next year and say that unless Parliament
granted them a still larger area, -they
wvould have to throw a number of workers
out of employment. The whole thing
was dangerous, and he hoped the Com-
mittee would not agree to it.

Ma. DAGLISH: Could the Premier
tell the Committee what area was hvld by
the timber companies belonging to the
CombineF

Mn. BUTCER, Six hundred thousand
acres.
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MR. YELVERToN: That was not correct.
There were eight companies, but each did
not bold 75,000 acres.

THE PREMIER. It was a very large
area, but he could not tell how many
acres were held. He was under the
impression it was half a million acres.

MR. TEESDATLE SMITH: One com-
panuy held 250,000 acres, but they bad
nothing to do with the combine.

THE; PREMIER: Yes; there were
the Rockinghamn timber concession, the
M. C. Davies concession, and the Quin-
damup concession, which had nothing to
do with the combine.

Mn. TEESDALE SMITH; The area
held by the combine was about half a
million acres.

MR. JACOBY: If the Committee
could safely find some means of removing
the difficulty in the way of tbe combine,
we might do it; but a tremendous risk
was being run if the principle was once
admitted that the attorney for one com -
pany could bold timber leases up to five
million acres.

Mn. TEES DALE SKIT.: A tenth part
of that.

MR. JACOBY: Even half a million
acres. It was not certain where this
wvould lead us. If there was an oppor-
tunity of so arranging that when the
leases had. to be amalgamated the greatest
facilities should be given to the farmiers
to settle on the leases, a good deal would
be dlone for the country. At present if a
farmer desired to take up land which bad
been worked out by a timber comipany,
difficulties were placed in the way by the
companies, and the Crown were forced to
resume the land. The companies insisted
on the right to go on the property.

Mn. BUTCHER: Shut up the industry.
Mn. JACOBY: There was a large area

of excellent land on timiber leases which
had been cut out, and he knew instances
in which timbher companies had refused
permission to farmers to go on the land
and take it up, and the Government had
had to resume that land.

Mu.. HopKiis:- The land had to be
cleared for the farner.

Ma. JACOBI: If there was good.
timber on land, a company should have an
opportunity of getting the timber off
within a certain time, but there was great
trouble in getting the ground even when
the timber had cut out. It cost more to

clear laud which had been cut out by
timber companies than to clear the ground
with the trees already standing. The
extra cost was 6s. to 8s. a stump. If the
old leases, Such as those belonging to the
Canning Jarrab Timber Co. and other
companies, were broughlt into lint' with
muore modern legislation dealing with
timber companies, greater facilities could
be given to the farmers, and with advan-
tage to the country. He was. inclined to
vote against the amendment because he
was not sure that it would not open the
door to a bad principle being adopted.

Ma. TEESDALJE SMITH: As soon
as an area was cut out and the logs taken
off, the land was given up and the Crown
were at liberty to do what they liked with
it.

Tn PktEmIELL: The rent was reduced.
MR. TEESPALE S-MITH: That was

admitted, but the timber companies paid
Something like £.P10,000 to the Govern-
ment in rent, therefore some consideration
should be given. The leases ran for 25
years, and it took that time to c:ut the tim-
ber out. It was not thle fault of a lessee
that a farmer could not get a piece of land
which had been cut out by the timber
companies. In every case in which he
had been appealed to by a farmer who
wanted a piece Of land, he had raised no
objectiona so long as the timber companies
were allowed to take a tramway through
the land.

Mn. JACoBRY: The Gill-McDowell Co.
objeeted to farmers going on their leases.

Mn. TE ESDALE SMITH:- The train-
ways were genet-allh run up the gullies,
and it was this land which the farmers
wished to take up. Provided the farmers
would sign an agreement to allow the
tramway to cross the land, the companies
would back uI) any application made by
a. farmer to the Government for that land
It cost LIs or 12s. a load, in labour, to
get the timber off an acre of land, and
the land must 1e worth more than 10s.
an acre to the Government. The com-

panies paid 7d. per acre per annum for
their timrber land, and at the end of the
term of the lease the land became Crown
property.

Mn.. QUINLAN: It was to be hoped
the Committee would adhere to the pro-
position of the Premier. This was amon-
strous proposal emanating from another
place, asking the country to give up rights
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over a large area of country. He knew
the origin of this wnove, and he trusted the
Assembly would resent it. What had
happened since the combination had
taken place ? Let anyone attempt to
purchase timber to build a house to-day,
and that person would find he would
have to pay more for the timber.

MR. TEESDALJE SMITH: Sinco the
combination took place on the 21st
August last, not a. fraction of a, penny
had been put on the price of timber,
neither here nor on tbe goldfields nor
anywhere else.

MR. HAsTIE: Just before.
MR. TEESDATJE SMITH: Not just

before. Nine months ago the companies
formed an association amongst them-
selves, and instead of selling timber at
5se or Is. a load below cost, they, put 5s.
or 7s. profit on the timber; but that was
long before the combination took place.
It was a misstatement to say the combine
had raised the price of timber in Western
Australia, in South Australia, or on the
goldields.

MR. QU'INLAN: The hon. member
was quite right 'when be said "just before
the combine took place." The high price
was charged six months before. It was
a prearrangement for the combine. The
price of timber had been considerably
raised, and timber could not be purchased
now for the price at which it could be
bought a little while before the combina-
tion was formed.

Ma. YETNEBTON: It was fully
eight or nine months before the a-mal-
gamation was completed-in fact the
amalgamation Wats not yet completed-
when the price of timber was raised, and
the increased price was not exorbitant.
Prior to that time the timber companies
were making a loss on every stick of
timber sold in this country; now they
were making a small profit. The price
had been raised not more than 10 per
cent. It was absurd for the member for
Toodyay to say it was iniquitous for a
company to endeavour to sell their comn-
modity so as to enable them to pay wages
and the various charges in connection
with the conduct of their business. The
hon. member inferred that the companies
had no right to raise the price of the
timber so as to pay their way. As to the
cla use which emanated from the Upper
House, it was only just that the corpora-

tion should have a title to the lands
which they had acquired from other
companies who were legally entitled to
their leases under the principal Act.
Why should not this corporation, who had
acquired the leases and paid for the rights,
have them legally instead of compelling
the corpo ration- -as the proposal of the
Premier would do if carried-in some way
or other to evade the law as laid down in
the principal ActP The companies only
desired to have thle right to leases already
bought and paid for, and it was only
just to give them a legal title to it. The
Premier referred to the fact that five loads
per month per mile were required from
every sawmill erected on the leases. There
were very few mills in thle country which
did not comply with the conditions very
many times over. Instead of cutting five
loads per square mile per month, many
mills cut three or four times that quantity.
Coming to the question of the benefit of
this corporation to the employees of this
country and the State gener-ally, the
position with regard to the various timber
companies in the past had been that they
were almost at the end of their resources,
and in a very short time, had the combi-
nation not been formed, almost the whole
if not the whole of the large timber com-
panies in the country would have bad to
close their mills and a large number of men
would have been thrown out of employ-
ment, while the State would have had to
suffer from the farmers losing a profitable
market for their produce. In years past
the timber companies were the principal
buyers of local hay and chaff; and it was
regrettable to hear mewn bers who prof essed
to support agriculture opposing this con-
cession. The British debenture-holders
required some security before making
farther advances, and the only concession
the combine asked for was the rigbt to
hold the various leases. As to applica-
tions. for agricultural lands within timber
leases, on the leases he controlled he had
never refused a legitimate application.
Only when the object of the applicant
was to hamper the company's business by
attempting to acquire forest lands, or to
block a tramway route, had he refused;
nor did he know of any other company
which had obsb-ucied. genuine agricultural]
settlement. The Jarrabdale Cornpany,
probably the Canning Company, the M.
C. Davies Company, and his own company
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at Quindalup, held special leases to which
Section 115 did not apply. He confirmed
the statement of the member for Welling-
tou that 10 loads to the acre was a fair
estimate, and felling and haulage charges
would cost fully 12s. a load, so that the
Government would gain £6 per acre from
the company through the railways. As
the land was sold at 10s. an acre to the
agriculturist, it was still valuable after
the timber had been removed by the
company, whereas if sold to the agri-
culturis~t in the first instance, the
expenditure in clearing would be of ao'
value to the State. If members con-
sidered this subject without prejudice,
and were guided by common sense, they
must agree to the Council's amendment.

Mn. VAULTS H : Strange that the last
speaker should advise us to be free from
prejudice. No doubt the hon. member
would have spoken without prejudice had
he been able to do so. Obviously the
amendment meant legislation for one
corporation; and we were asked to
destroy what the hon. member admired
so much in Labour matters --freedom of
contract-hy legalising this great wrong.
When commencing an enterprise aa
ordinary business man had to ascertain
that he was conforing to the law; but
by the admission of it own advocates this
combine had been formed without the
sanction of the law and against the pro-
visions of the statute-book, and ins~tead of
conforming to the law, sought to make the
law conform to it. The combination was
absolutely illegal, and the Committee
were asked to give it legality. Such a
request from any other source would have
been received with horror by members
who to-night spoke in its favour. They
said that in the alternative the company
would be compelled to hold its leases
illegally. The Attorney General should
note that point, and enforce the provisions
of the Act. The threat was most
improper.

AIR. YELvmnuon: Nothing of the sort
had been said.

MnR. DA GLISH: The hon. m ember had
used those words.

MR. YrLVnEtTON: That he absolutely
denied.

MR. DAGLITSH: The hon. member
should read Hansard when available, and
retract his denial before prorogation. He
said the combine had a right to hold the

land acq uircd; and the burden of his
previous story was that it bad no right.

MR. YzLvra.RON : The statement was,
that the present companies had indi-
vidually the right to hold the land.

Mbin. DAGLIS H:- Either the ho n. mem-
ber did not know what he was saying, or
he had become ashamed of his contention.
Accepting his present attitude, he main-
tained that the present companies had
the right to hold and to sell their licenses :
but hie omitted to tell us that the buyer
had no right to acquire the leases, and
had acquired them in defiance of the law.
[MR, YELVRRTON: Nonseuse,.] If not
acquired in defiance of the law, they were

acquired in accordance with the law;
hence there was no nee~d for the amnend-
ment. At what was the hon. member
drivingP The Committee should not
suffer the dictation of the combine.

MR. HOPKINS:- Recently the country
had been threatened with an unemployed
difficulty, which was now an actuality.
He knew persons interested in the timber
industryv whose investments were unre-
munenttive, and who were neither members
of this combine nor likely to be members;
and they informed him that the milling
industriy had, by a cut-throat policy, been
brought face to face with disaster, and
that the companies fortunate enough
to combine had some prospect of ultimate
success. Some nine companies had am at-
gamated. Such amalgamations ultimately
resulted in every country, and nothing
could prevent their formation. If cm-
ploy meat could thus be given to men
now out of work, the concession should
be granted; for if granted, the right of
taxation would remain with Parliament,
and any wrong done by the combine
might be easily rectified by an export
duty; for the internal trade being incon-
siderable, the market was beyond the seas.
The Governor-ini-Council, otherwise the
Ministers, could impose conditions; and
Ministers were responsible to Parliament.
By enabling the Governor-in-Council to
grant the power of amralgamnation in
regard to timber leases, we should al so be
empowering him to impose condlitions on
the combination similar to those which
had been imposed on companies separ-
ately. Many years ago in Cippsland he
had seen timber destroyed by the pioneer
settlers and the oceupation of the land
greatly retarded, through the want of
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some combination which would have
enabled sawmillers to work up the timber
as a. marketable commodity, hasten the
eleariug of land, and promote settlement.
The first essential to successful farming
was the riugharking of the timber, and
he believed the effect of this combination
would be that it would remove more
quickly the big timber from the land in
this State, and make the land more
readily' accessible for occupation by
farmers.

Ma. HASTLE: It seems, strange that
the last speaker was the only one in
this House who had spoken in favour of
the concession, except only two members
of the combination who sat in this Rouse.
There was nothing to prevent the eight
or nine timber companies from giving
their power of attorney to one individual,
so that he might pledge the properties
for them and raise money in that way if
they required it. As to this change
being likely to increase the employment
of labour, that was an old argument used
in many places and always for the same
purposes. Let its not hand over one of
the most important industries of this
State to a foreign company.

Question passed, and the Council's
amendment not agreed to.

No. 6--Add the following clause to
stand as No. 24:- "Notwithstanding
anything, contained in section 14 of the
hand Act Amendment Act, 1900, the
land iii respect of which the Boulder
residential leases described in the schedule
to this Act have been granted may,
subject to the provisions of the principal
Act, be granted in fee simple to the
lessees thereof."

T11s PREMHIE R formally moved that
this amendment be agreed to, and said
the membler for Boulder would state the
matCter to the committee.

MR. PIGOTT asked whether the Leg~is-
lative Council was not exceeding its right
in sending this amendment to the
Assembly, seeing that it affected the
revenue.

THE, CHAIMAkN ruled that the clause
did not affect the privileges of this House.

Mn. HOPKINS requested that Hlansard
would report his remarks as he gave them.
He asked those members interested in the
Hill to as far as possible remain in the
Chamber wh ile he stated a case truthifully
and honestly. In connection with this

question he had no interest to grain; he
had not the slightest interest in the
grunting to those persons the titles they
were seeking; nor would it be to his
advantage one way or the other.
He would offer '"around, unvarnished
tale" of the whole truth in connec-
tion with these allotments, from11 the
ti me they were first registered in
1898. He reminded members that a
Minister of the Crown made an illegal
promise to the Kalgoorlie Power Com-
pany, an English company whose share-
holders presently lived in London; it
was an illegal promise, but Parliament,
when informed of it, said thatt the hon-
esty of the State must not be impuigned;
that the promise of a Minister, although
it exceeded the Act which controlled his
department, was a promise that must be
maintainied; therefore Parliament decided
to give those persons a title to their pro-
perty. In addition, the Government or
rather Parliament made an illegal pro-
mise to the Comle-Boulder Coal Company,
whose shareholders were in London, and
although the promise was distinctly
illegal, we had the fact that Parliament
had said there were constitutional privi-
leges and rights which we mnust preserve,
that the honesty and ;ntegrity of Parlia-
ment and Ministeft must be respected;
and although those Ministers did things
which were illegal, they had been adhered
to by this Parliament. The persons who
approached the Committee to-night did
so on the ground not of an illegal but of
a legal promise made boy the Commis-
sioner of Crown Lands, the member for
Nortiam, 'and he (Mr. Hopkins) would
produce that Minister's minute and show
the report of the Surveyor General, and
would also show that the Labour organi-
sations on the Eastern Goldfields indorsed
the request of the municipal council of
Boulder when they asked that the Crown
grant to certain lands there should be
issued. A petition bad been forwarded
to him signed by 168 lessees of the Crown.
In regard to this petitiou, he had never
conferred nor spoken to any one of the
persons signing, or their representatives,
since the last division on this question
in Parliament took place. It was as
follows.

t. That your petitioners are occupiers of
what are known as Boulder town extension
areas, and have been led to believe that in due
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course a Crown grant for these areas would be
issued. 2. That your petitioners relying on a
promise made by a former Minister of the
Crown have improved their holdings, believing
that they would ultimately become the owners
of them. 3. That an opportunity presents
itself now that the Bill amending the Land
Laws is before Parliament to remedy what
your petitioners feel to be an injustice.
4. Your petitioners therefore pray that pro-
vision be made in this Bill now before your
honouirable House for the issue to them of a
Crown grant for their holdings. S. That the
justice of our cais was reconied by the
Government, as a result of whih lause 12
stood as part of the Bill introduced to amend
the Land Act. 6. Your petitioners humbly
believe that Clautse 12 was struck, out by the
Assembly without a due appreciation of the
wrong to which we have been subjected.
7. That the Legislative Council has reintro-
duced the clause to stand as Clause 14. which
action we venture to think was the result of
careful inquiry into the genuineness of our
appeals. 8. We humbly urge that your
honourable House will recognise.:-(.) That
the Minister did not exceed his statutory
powers when he authorised the lota to be sub-
mitted to auction. (b.j That our rights and
privileges were destroyed by a retrospective
clause in a previous amending Act. (a.) This
retrospective clause was introduced and passed
without coming to our knowledge that such a.
monstrous injustice was even contemplated.

They pointed out that the Minister did
not exceed his statutory powers when he
authorised the lots to be submitted to
auction, that their rights and privileges
were destroyed by a, retrospective clause
I n a previous amending Act, and that the
retrospective clause was introduced and
passed without coming to their know-
ledge that such a monstrous injustice was
even contemplated. The petition went
on to say-

In order that confidence in Ministerial con-
tracts may not be questioned, we humbly urge
that you will extend to us the rights enume-
rated, instead of forcing on a number of
reputable citizens of the State the needless
cost or litigation that a test case would entail.
And as in duty bound your petitioners will
ever pray.
He was in no way responsible for that
petition;- it had been sent to him, and he
dlid not know the persons who circulated
it, but be was satisfied the petition was
thoroughly genuine in every respect.
The Morning Herald had taken upon
itself to write no less than two leading
articles condemning the passing of this
clause. The first leading article was
prefaced with a statement that wasun
true, and on that untruth the newsepaper

built the argument for the leading articles
which had followed. He would take the
statements and show members where they
were wrong. It was a matter for regret
that the member responsible in all proba-
bility for the articles, as he was reputed.
to be the editor of that newspaper, the
leader of the Opposition, should. have
allowed his hysterical feelings to have
run away wkith him. The first leading
article said.

The proposition that certain persons at the
Boulder should have an Act of Parliament
altered for their own personal benefit is
entitled to be viewed with grave suspicion-

That might probably be a warranted
statement, but that proposition was con-
siderably discounted when we knew Par-
lianent destroyed the rights which these
persons had in 1900, whereas they had
acquired the rights in 1898. Continuing,
the article said-.
Owing to the persistent way in which the
claims of these favoured few havc been urged
in both Houses of Parliament. The holders of
these residential leases took up their land or
acquired it from the original lessees, knowing
full well that by the nature of things such
could never become freehold.

That was absolutely untrue. The Premier
bed been hind enougb to order the whole
of the papers in connection wi Ih the ease
to lie laid on the table, which would
prove that the statement was untrue.
The newspaper contained another article,
which said:

We publish in another column extracts of
land regulations and speeches made in Parlia-
ment which deal with the Boulder residential
lease question.
If the newspaper wanted to deal with
the question honourably, why not ask for
the jacket and publish the truth;- but
they preferred to take the speeches of
members of Parliament who were either
ignorant of the facts or prejudiced
against an houest ease. Continuing, the
article said-

The only conclusion possible from their
perusal is that the Premier and his colleagues.
have not yet obtained a clear grasp of the
matter. Otherwise it is difficult to explain
their support of proposals deserving only of
rejection.
He submitted the case on behalf of those
people to the Minister in writing. He
stated certain facts and asked the
A1inister to present them to the Cabinet.
who had the responsibilities of tile
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country on them, and who knew what
was intended when the land was granted.
The article father said:
Towards the end of the year overtures were
made to the Lands Department asking that
some means should be devised by which the
free-holds of these lands might ultimately be
procurable.
That was distinctly false. The over-
tures. were made in the early part of
1898. Then the article said:-
The regulations under which they were
obtainable were those published in the
Goveramweat Gazette of the lst and Sth of
April, 1898.
That was true so far as it went, Fpi11 a
telegram which was well known to
members. Continuing, the article said:-
Moreover, it was as clearly made plain as
the English language wvill permit that the
tenure was only a leasehiold. A freehold
tenure was not even remotely suggested.

That was a statement by a leading
journal in Western Australia, the Mornt-
iy Herald, one that should set an

example to other journals. It was con-
trolled by a inember of the House who
had on at previous occasion spoken of the
gutter-Press, ot which the worst that could
be Said waLs that it published things that
were not true. The same was done in
the lending columns of the Morning
Herald. The article continued:
The telegram of which so much is now
beard had, therefore, no part in the trans-
actions connected with the taking tip of the
land on Tnuuary 4, 1899.
That was a false statement. Probably it
would be just as well to read the whole
of these statements and say after each,
" That. is false." The article continued: -
Thu lands were disposed of by the Lands
Dupartineut, and not by the Boulder Council.
Then there was a. slight reference to Mr.
Jenkins, a member of the Upper House
who reintroduced the clause. The land
was disposed of at the instigation of the
Boulder Uouncil, whichi body had been
negotiatingr with the Government for
nearly 12 months before the land was
made available. The article farther
said:-
Why, it may also be asked, should these
people have slumbered more than two years
on their grievanceP
At the time when the Minister for Lands
introduced the Bill into Parliament to
rob these people of their rights, he held
a petition from these persons asking that

they be allowed to have their fresh olds
on the terms (of the undertaking which
was given to them. Then the article
proceeded -
If the claims of the Boulder leuseholders
are valid to-day they were equally valid in
1900, when Mr. Throssoll deliberately invited
Parliament-and succeeded in the effort-to
prevent them and others similarly circumi-
stanced tram obtaining freholds.

They were legally entitled to themn, and
the Minister for Lands, Showing that he
himself consented to) it on that occasion,
introduced a Bill to take the rights away
whic~h he had previously" gra~ntedf to them
in writing. This is the culminating
statement so far as the Herald is con-
cerned: -

Is it that Mr. Hfopkins and his friends were
afraid that Mr. Throssell. knew too much for
them, and trusted to luck for the comning into
power of a new Ministry whose members might
be more easily persuaded?
He was not afraid of Mr. Throssell, even
if he had at regiment of 5,000 gentlemuen
similar to the! one who wrote the article
behiud himn. He wished to correct some
statements which led the House to throw
the clause of the Bill out,. The member
for Kalgoorlie took a deep interest in the
dr-bate, and~ it was to he regrettvd lie was
absent. That mom ber made certain
statements, and he (M-r. Hopkins) lpointed
out to that member that the statements
were not correct.. He took it for granted
that the hon. member would correct
those statements on the second reading,
but that had not been done, so he (Mr.
Hopkins) would do so for him. Mr.
Johnson had said:--

The agitation was successful, inamuch as
the Government threw open the extension
areas, and instead of letting them as surveyed
at U6ft., the Government cut them up into
Bhft frontages.
That statement was wrong; the land was
never subdivided until it. was cut up into
33-feet frontages as requested by the
Boulder council. Mr. Johnson farther
said: -

At thietime the wire was sent to Boulder
there was a resident Government land agent
in the East Coolgardie district who was the
official mouthpiece of the Government. Any
communication giving a special advantage to
the lessees should have reached them through
the land agent, and not through the Mfayor of
Boulder.
So there was to he a new code established.
When the Mayor of Kalgoorlie sent a
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wire to the Minister, instead of getting
a reply direct from the Minister, there
was to be more circumlocution and that
reply was to go to an understrapper in
Kalgoorlie, who after perhaps holding it
for a fortnight would send it on to the
Mayor of Kalgoorlie. The member for
Kalgoorlie had a wrong which he wanted
to redress at this time. Did he go to the
Government land agent? No; this was
what the hon. memiber said:

I went to Mr. Hopkins at the time and men-
tioned that it was absoletely unfair for the
areas to be thrown open inside the town when
we, who bad taken np areas outside Boulder,
were debarred from taking areas inside, owing
to the fact that we had areas outside.
Why did not Mr. johnson. go to the Gov-
emninent land agent when in trouble ?
He (Mr. Hopkins) was not in the em-.
ployment of the Government, but for all
that lie held a public position, one
which was respected while he occupied it;
and the lion, member, baring a wrong to
redress, camieto him. Why was thehon.
member debarred from securing one of
those blocks ? The hon. member said it
was not fair that those who had blocks
outside the area could not take blocks
inside; and a reference was made to land-
jobbing. The first communication front
the Mayor of Boulder to the Lands De-
partment in July, 1898, asked that. this
land be made available on condition that
one person should be entitled to hold only'
one area. As tbe hon. member already
held one area, he was not competent to
take another. The letter proceeded:
"That in the event of such areas being
granted, the persons to whom granted
shall, within 21 days, enter into occupa-
tion of same." The hon. member could
not do that, and said that was manifestly
unfair. The letter farther asked-

That bonaz fide occupation shall be deemed to
be the essence of the contract; that theperson
to whom granted may hold same by authority
of a miner's right, so long as that right is
renewable from year to year, and that there
shall be no obligation to purchase, but that
alter occupation the same shall be available
at the upset price marked on plan in red ink.
Did those conditions look as if intended
to allow of any funny business? They
had only to be read to refute such a state-
ment. The Committee should recognise
that he was being cruel to his detractors
in order that he might be hind to his own
reputation. The bon, member (Mr. John-

son) said he had made inquiries and was
told that Mr. Hopkins had received a
wire from the Under Secretary for Lands
stating the Government would put the
lots up to auction, and that the people
could get the fee simple after 12 months'
residence. As a fact, there was no refer-
enice to 12 months' residence. According
to that telegram they had the right to
get the fee simple at ainy time during
the currency of their holding. That
was another untruthful statement of
the hon. member, who said in his
speech that the distinct understanding
was that the lots were to be taken up on
terms of 2] years, and that at the end of
21 years they would have the right of
renewal. The Government Gazette of
April, 1898, contained the regulations, of
which paragraph 10 read:-All leases
granted under these regulations shall
expire on 8]esl December folowing." Yet
the hon. mnember told the Committee the
lots were taken up on a 21 years' lease!
That was another statement proved to be
wrong. Then the hon. member con-
tinued :-" I say emphatically that the
people did not takce it for granted at the
time that they were going to get the fee
simple of the land.." What did the Under
Secretary for Lands ay when asked by
the Premier to express an opinion on this
question?: He wrote:

With, reference to Clause 12 of the Land Act
Amendment Bill, I understand some mecmbers,
in speaking on the second reading of the Bim,
referred to a tud.-gramn respecting the right to
purchase certain residential tots at Boulder,
as having been sent by nme in error. If so,
I should like to call attention to the fact that
no error was made so far as I am aware; the
matter was duly considered, and the promise
to allow the' lots to be put up to auction
was made with the approval of the Minister of
the day (Hon. 0. 'Ihrossell). Although subse-
quent to this the Government took a strong
stand against the selling of residential leases,
and introduced a clause into the amending
Bill of' 1900 (Section 14), prohibiting the sale
of lanid so held, there was at this time (Decem-
ber, 1898) no such strong feeling against the
sae of residential lots.

In October, 1900, there was a demnonstra.
tion against giving the titles for residential
leases; and that demonstration was not
made by the man with his wife and
family anxious to settle on the goldfields
so much a bky the man living in a 6 by 8
tent on a gpld-mining lease, who had no
interest in the place and did not appear
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to desire any. Those were the persons
who controlled the demonstration which
took, place two years after the time these
lots were granted. The hon. member
(Mr. Johnson) doubted very much
whether to-day the whole of thie blocks
ha~d been built on, and said he was not an
authority. There could be no question that
he was not ail authority: he knew nothing
of the subject. The rest of the houmem-
ber's statements might be passed over with
the remark that though the lion. member
told us what were the opinions of the
Kalgoorlie and Boulder public in 1898,
that was very much prior the period
when the hon. member was "dug out';
that was a period when the hon. mem-
ber's name never appeared in print in the
local papers iu connection with public
affairs.

MR. BATH: The hon. member was in
Kalgoorlie long before the memb er speak-
inag.

MR. HOPKINS: For ever~y time the
hon. member's (Mr. Johnson's) name
was mentioned in the Kalgoorlie Press
prior to the date referred to hie (Mr. Hop-
kins) would forfeit a guinea, to the fresh-
air fund at Kalgoorlie. True, as the
Premier interjected, the nonappearance
of the lion, member's name in print was
no disgrace to himt ; but its appearance
would have proved his statement that he
took some part in the affairs of the
country. The member for Kanowna had
said: Mr. Hopkins was then elected
Mayor of Boulder, and moved heaven
and earth and used what influence he
could on the Government officers to
compel people to leave the leases they
were staying on and live in Boulder City."
That was absolutely false and quite
unwarranted ; and he invited the
hon. member to prove it; when he dlid
prove it he (Mr. Hopkins) would send
in his resignation. Speaking of land
grants, in a previous session Sir John
Forrest promised the Labour bodies of
Fremantle the title to A piece of ground.
The grant was illegal; but when a division
was taken as to whether the deed should
be given, the whole of the Labour party
voted for its issue; yet they alway's
opposed the issue of Crown 'grants so
long as those were granted to somebody
else and not to themselves.

MR. HASTIE: Nothing wa$ then said
about a Crown grant.

MR. TAYLOR: That was practically a
gift to the people of Fremantle.

MR. HOPKINS : Then the nien-
her for Kanowna had said the member
for Boulder was a land dealer. If he had
no more brains than the lion. member,
none could have laid that charge against
him. If the hon. member imputed that
he (Mr. Hopkins) or anyone belonging to
himt had acquired an inch of territory in
this country dishonoarably, or by a
method that savoured of dummying or
anything of the kind, he slung the alccu-
sation back in his teeth.-

THE PREMaiERt: There had been no
such imputation.

MR. HOPKINS: The Boulder Council
recognised that the town of Boulder was
at that period uuder a slump, and early
in 1898 sent a deputation to Perth, of
which he (Mr. Hopkins) was a member,
to ask that certain blocks which appeared
on the plan coloured blue, with freeholds
in the centre and round the outskirts,
should be subdivided into 8Sft. frontages
and made available on the terms pre-
viously read, which were embodied in the
letter he had written in Jully to the
Minister. As a result of the deputation,
the Minister (Hon. G. Throssell) sent the
Surveyor General to Boulder to report on
these blocks it was sought to subdivide;
and the report stated:-

During a recent interview that I had with
the Boulder Multicipal Council, that body most
strongly recommended that the vacant lands
oloured blue on the litho, hereunder should
be cit up into small blocks of 60-link front-
ages, being half the size of the usual townsite
blocks.I
The blocks were divided because persons
had settled on the land outside, and it
was desired to equalise things by pro-
viding that those who had the advantage
of better situations should have smaller
areas. The report wvent on-
And that as soon as the survey is completed
they should be thrown open to selection at low
upset prices ranging fromn 82 10s. upwards,
and that the only persons who should be
allowed tio select such blocks should be persons
who do not bold outside areas. The officials
of the amalgamated Workers' Association
indorsed the council's recomnmendation, and
the members of the council stated that if this
course were adopted, the whole of the blocks
would be sold within three days of their being
thrown open.
This report was dated July, 1898--not at
the latter end of the year, as alleged by
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the Morning Herald, The matter bad
been in progress for four months prior to
this. He (Mr. Hopkins) had been asked
by the Minister to put in writing his
opinions; he did so, and he had read
themn to the Committee. He had also
suggested that there should be a land
board appointed. Among the correspon-
dence was a. letter from the Under Secre-
tary for Lands, saying he was in favour
of the granting of working men's blocks;i
and the Minister for Lands wrote a
minute on the 3rd of December, 1898
(the blocks were thrown open in that
month) to his Under Secretary. saying
that if be deemed it desirable, the blocks
should be submitted to auction at any
time the residents might require and at
an upset price to be fixed. That Minister
was the Hon. G. Throssell. The Under
Secretary sent a reply to the Boulder
Council on the 7th Decem ber, as follows-

in reply your wire to-day, I have held
matter over in hope of being able devise some
scheme by which your wishes could be met,
but find it impossible to arrange for sale of the
lots without going to auction. Lots cannot
be deat with as residenice areas under Gold-
fields Act because they are not in goldfield;
therefore I can see nothing but to deal with
them as reridential lots under regulations
gazetted sitb April last, copy of which sent in
my letter 7th October, with some modifica-
tions allowing bolder to put his lot tip to
auction with value of improvements added at
ay time during currency of his holding. If
this will suit, the matter can be fixed up
imnmediately.
After that letter and a wire sent in reply,
the land was declared available. In
reference to the modifications being
omitted from the Gazette notice, be must
inform the House that in 1898 it was
nv11r- for a copy of the Government Gazette
to be seen in Boulder; and it was never
unteinplated that the head of a. depart-
ment or its Minister would have declared
that land open a few days later, and
(as appeared now) have omitted fromt
the notice the modifications which had
been stated in the te1?,grani from the
Under Secretary. The omission of those
modifications was net known to the
people. The land was made available
at the instigation of the municipal
council, who published the Under Secre-
tsxvy's telegram. The council had beeu
trying to induce people who were living
in unsanitary conditions outside the
town of Boulder, and were not paying

rates, to c~ome inside the municipality
and take up these blocks. Those per-
sons responded to the appeal; they
thought the hlocks well worth taking,
and they registered them. They subse-
quently made a request to the Minister
for lands to grant their title, but the
Minister put the petition iii his pigeon-
hole, camue down to arliam~ent, and
asked this House to pass an amiending
Bill ina 1900 to take from those persons
the privilege previously given to themn in
his official minute. At that time it was
a distinctly illegal course for the Minister
to pursue. There were other papers in
the departmental jacket which he would
not read, and there were leading articles

*from newspapers which he need not refer
to. As Mayor of Boulder, hie next sub-
mittedl a statement of the case to the
Cabinet, which the M1inister for Lands

*said was correct, and he would read this
statement to the House as he thought it
would satisfy members. It was dated
February 14th, 190-2, and addressed to

*the Premier as follows:
* When the aimended Land Act was under dis-
cussion I withdrew an amendment dealing
with aties for certain free areas at Boulder,
because of your assurance that if it were left
in your hands you would have the mnatter fairly
investigated, and see that no injustice was
done to the persons interested. As you aire
probably aware, the Government sold a large
aniount of land in Boulder. In 1898 the town
was at a standstill, and persons would not
settle on the outskirts. To obviate this, and
give some impetus to local trade, it was deter-
mined by the Boulder Council to approach the
Lands Department and urge the throwing
open of that part of the town known as "Town
Extension," and coloured blue on tithe, here-
with. The request was granted, and en the
representations made by the council the land
was cut into lots containing each one-eighith of
an acre. The council asked s an additional
inducement to settlement that the holder
should be entitled to receive a Crown grant,
In reply to this the following wire was received
from the Lands Department:-

" Perth, December 7th, 1898, 'V38 p.m.
.NL ayor. Boulder, -In reply to your wire to-

day, I have held matter over in hope of being
able devise some scheme by which your wis hes
could be met, but find it inmpossible arrange
for sale of lots without going to auction. Lots
cannot be dpals with as residence areas under
Goldfields Act because they are not in gold-
fields, therefore I can see nothing but to deal
with themi as rc~idential lots under regulations
gazetted eighth April last, copy of which was
sent in my letter seventh October, with some
mod ifications allowi ng holder to put hisB lot up
to auction with value of improvements added at
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any time during currency of his holding. If
this will suit, the matter can be fixed up iname-
diately.-R. CECIL CLIFTON, U.S. Lands."

On receipt of this telegram the council
immediately advertised the more favourable
conditions which it granted, and as a result
the whole of the lots wer selected. At a later
period certain holders sought to avail them-
selves of the privilege which they were led to
believe by this wire they possessed, but were
informed that such privilege Could not be
Extended tothem. At the period to which this
refers I was mayor, and was daily interrogated
as to the terms on which the land was being
made available. Needless to say, I repeatedly
assured alland sundrythattbe terms expressed
would be adhered to. The holders selected
the lots, and entered into occupation at a
period when the town offered few inducements,
and when there were no roads to or from the
mine,, It was and is still a familiar sight to
see men returning from the mines and carrying
their two kerosene tins of water. These are
daily hardships encountered by men whose
dearest hope was that one day they would
possess a home that they Could call their own.
I have tried to fairly and truly represent the
facts as I know them, and will hope that the
difficulties with which this question is sur-
rounded will be immediately overcome. In
conclusion, let me say that the Government is
not asked to suffer any loss, bitt is requested
to fairly and honourably complete the negotia-
tions it has entered into.-! have (etc.), .JOHN
1W. HOPKINS.

In conclusion, he hoped that whatever
formalities or amendments of the Act
were needful, the necessity of faithfully
fulfilling the obligations engendered
would be considered paramount. He
had no farther conversation with mem-
bers of the Ministry' after forwarding
his stateulent of the case. They dealt
with it in Cabinet, and as a result they
put Clause 12 in the Bill, which clause
this Oommiittee threw out recently,
because members did not understaind the
circumstances. The next paper on the
file wa~s the authority of the Cabinet to
prepare a Bill. The position now was
this. If he bad been seling that land
himself, and had intimated that he would
give titles to the property on tboseterms,
and if a fortnight later he had published
a Gazette notice whieh nobody was likely
to see or read declaring that he would not
give those terms, and when those persons
came afterwards expecting their titles he
did not give titles to them, then the
Labour party (particularly the member
for Kalgoorlie) would have been the first
to join in -a demonstration for the purpose
of sending him to Fremantle; and if he

had done anything of the kind, it would
have been a proper place to send him.
Those persons who were making this
appeal had a fair, honest, and legitimate
claim against the Government. The
whole thing was the result of a clerical
error. The position was accepted by
the Under Secretary for Lands, and was
verified by the Minister and by Cabinet,
as a result of which that clause appeared
in the Bill. This being the period when
peace and goodwill towards all mankind
were predominant, it was a time most ap-
propriate for the distribution of presents;
and in view of the wrongs inflicted on these
persons since 1898, the proper thing for
the member for West Kimberley (Mr.
Pigott) would he to move that we present
to the people interested in those blocks
the titles for which they hail applied, a
proposition which might properly be
seconded by the member for Northam.
(Hon. G-. Throssell).

MR. P1IGOTT: The bon. member, in
the speech he had made and the extracts
lie had read, really stated nothing new.
The whole matter had been put before
members when the question was previously
discussed. The bion, member had made
a most improper reference to one member
of the House who was not present. In
his lengthy statement lie had religiously
omitted one or two little things. He had
said much about injustice having been
done, but had not told us to whom this
injustice was done.

Mn. HOPKINS: To the persons entitled
to those blocks. At the outset he had
told the Government he was willing that
a Judge of the Supreme Court or the
local Land Board should investigate each
case on its merits.

MR. PIG-OTT: The hon. member- had
failed to show that the people who now
held those blocks were the same persons
who originally registered the occupation
of them.

MR. HOPKINS: Eighty or 90 per cent.
of them were the same persons.

MR. PIG-OTT: While trying to be
just to those persons, we should also be
just to the State. The hon. member
should have given the names of the
people who originally got the leases. He
should have stated how many were at
present on the leases.

MR. HoF~Nrs: Oall for a return.

Land Bill: EASSEMBLY.]
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MR. PIGOTT: The hon. member asked
that the fee simple be granted to rhe
people who as far as the Committee knew
never got the leases from the Govern-
ment when that notable telegram was
sent. He k-new that one of the leases
had changed hands for a nominal sum.
Should the present holder of that lease
get the fee simple?

MRt. Hor~nNs : Let the Minister or the
Land Board look into the cases and deal
with them on their merits.

MR. PIGOTT: When he spoke on
this matter before, he asked the Corn-
mnittee to throw out the clause. He did
not wish to do any injustice: the Gov-
erment could hold an inquiryand give the
result to hon. members. There was one
way out of the difficulty: as a long debate
would do no good anid would not alter
the opinions of hon. members, a select
committee should be appointed. He was
not going to move such a motion, for he
would then be on the committee, and as
he had expressed himself strongly in
opposition to this clause, he objected to
being on such a committee, but the hon.
member could make that proposition.

MR. HoPKINs: That was asked for
months ago aud refused.

TnE MiNISTP.R suit MINES: A select
committee could not sit during recess.

MR. PIGOTT: Then let the matter
be postponed until the House met again.

MR. HopKINs: There would be a
division on the matter to-night.

MR. PIG-OTT: The Committee should
throw the clause out, it was suggested
that the fee simple to 204 blocks should
be banded over to the present holders.

MR. HOPKINS : To be paid for at
public auction.

MR. PIGOTT; There was a petition
from 168 holders of the blocks. Why did
not the remaining 86 sign the petition ?
Because the 86 holders never expected
to get the fee simple of the blocks;
yet we were asked to pass a clause to give
these 36 people the fee simple which
they had never asked for. The position
was absolutely absurd, and lie hoped the
Committee would throw out the clause
and not debate the question longer. If
the Government still thought an in-
justice was done to some, and he himself
was inclined to think injustice might be
done to soine but not to many' people, an
inquiry could be instituted. If the Guy-

ermnent, could do justice to those people
who had been unjustly treated, it should
be done; but title deeds should not be
granted to people who had only held the
blocks perhaps for the last six weeks or
the last six months.

MR. HOPKINS: The Parliament or the
Government were not asked to do that.

MR. PIG-OTT: The hion. member
asked the Committee to accept the amend-
ment.

MR. Hornixa: And trust to the
Minister doing his business properly.

Mai. PIG-OTT: Members should'know
who were the holders of the blocks.
Members had been told that the land was
of no value; but there was money behind
this.

MR. HOPKINS: Did the hon. member
mean to impute that he had money con-
sideration in the matter?

MR. PIG-OTT: There was no desire to
impute anything of the kind: the hon.
member was hot-headed. The hon.
member had sttted that he was not
interested a little bit, and he (Mr.
Pigott) accepted that member's word.
The Committee should pause before
agreeing to the amendment.

MR. BATH: The member for Boulder
had treated the Committee to a speech
to-night in which there was a good deal
of thunder and declamation. Attheoutset
lie was very careful to assure members
that he was absolutely disinterested in
the movement for granting- the fee simple
of the blocks to the holders. While the
hon. member might not have had any
direct interest in the blocks, the very,
fact of his being a land agent :arrying oni
business in Boulder gave him an indirect
interest in the matter.

MR. HOPKINS said be had absolutely
no interest to the extent of one farthing,
and if the lion, member reiterated that
lie wonid have to stand by it.

M~ a. BATH: There Was no imputation
that the hon. member had any direct
interest, but as a land agent he must
have an indirect interest. It was to a
land agent's interest to encourage fee
simples to be taken up.

MR. HOPKINS said hie was not a land
agent, nor had he ever been one. He
was a licensed auctioneer, and had been
in business as one since 1896.

MR. BATH: The hion. member had
instanced the ease of the Kalgoorlie
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Lighting and Power Company, but the
two cases were in no way parallel. In
one case a lease only was asked for, while
in the other an application was made for
the granting of a fee simple, which would
entirely alienate the laud from the Crown.
The hon. member had acknow'ledged that
in the first instance the blocks were
goranted as leases, for a term of twelve
months, but they were essentially leases;
and on the strength of a telegram from
the Under Secretary for Lands, which he
had no right to send--

MR. HOPKINS: lIt was sent under the
authority of the Minister.

Ma. BaATH: These people considered
they were entitled to have those blocks
put up at auction and to purchase them
at any time they Pleased. The sending
of this telegram to a private person was
not justified, for at the time the Govern-
menit had a land agent at Kalgoorlie, and
if the information. was to be givyen to the
public, the Government should have sent
the information to their proper officer, so
that as in the case of every other block in
the district the Same rights should be
allowed. He would like to know if the
member for Boulder at that time wats
Mayor of Boulder, or acting as one who
assisted people to secure blocks. Whether
hie was called a land agent or not one
did -not k-now, but he knew the hon.
member conducted a business and charged
a fee for assisting people to obtain blocks
of land.

THE CHAIRMAN:- The hon. member
must not impute motives.

his. BATH : If the hon. member in a
public capacity received such a. telegram,
it Should have been mnade public broad-
cast so that anyone could have taken up
land under the saume terms.

MR. HOPINiS: It was published in
the Press.

lip. BATH: No suiffivct proof had
been brought before the Committee that
the people knew they were entitled to
secure this laud in fee simple. People
understood that the land was to be taken
up as leases, and it was only since thle
publication of the telegram and the other
matters connected therewith that the
people considered they had a right to
obtain the fee simple of the blocks.

MR. HopxIws:- The telegram was pub-
lished hefore one block was registered.

Ma. BATH: People wvere not to be
blamed for trying to obtain a fee simple if
they could get it; but it was another
matter for the Committee to pass the
clause and allow the applicants to have
the fee simple. The hon. member had
stated that an agitation sprung up for
the granting of residential leases, and
that it did not take place until 1900. It
took place in the early portion of ]899.

Ma. HOPK INS: In October, 1899.
MR. BATH: It was a movement on

the part of those who had wives and
families on the goldfields, and at that
time the papers were full of letters from
those who were being driven off the leases
on account of machinery being erected.
Men went to Kalgoorlie and Boulder
with a desire to ob'tain land, and they
were compelled to pay exorbitant prices
for blocks.

MR, HOPKINS:- There had always been
land available in 'Kalgoorlie and Boulder.

Ma. BATH:- If people wanted land
within a reasonable distance of their
work they could not obtain it with-
out paying an exorbitant price, because
land was dummied to a certain extent.
The movement was taken up byv the
whole of the population on the golddields;
it was a popular movement. He (Mr.
Bath) took part in the movement because
he desired to see the people obtain blocks
without paying exorbitant prices. It bad
been the salvation of the goldfields to
have this system introd uced. It had been
worked wih advantage in the other
States and in this State. That was
why he bitterly opposed the granting
of these blocks; -for if the fee simple
were granted, it would jeoipardise the
principle of residential leases. The
Commnittee should pause before ac-
cepting this new clause, which would
result in the holders of all such blocks
throughout the State making a -united
effort to obtain the fee Simple. That
might be to their interest; but new
arrivals in the country should he con-
sidered, for whom this system was the
best that could be devised:

MR. FLASTIE: The Committee should
not agree to the request of the member
for Boulder, for all his brain power. The
hon. member tried to mislead the Comi-
mittee by saying that not long ago a
previous Minister had illegally granted a
concession to the Collie-Boulder Railway

rASSEMBLY.] Boulder Town Lots.
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Company, and that the House wished to
keep the illegal promise. The then Pre-
mier had a perfect right to make that
promise, he having bound himself to ask
for parliamentary authority. The cases
were not parall The bombastic and
brutal intolerance of the bon. member
had been again exhibited towards those
who were unfortunate enough to have the
impertinence to differ from him. The
bon. member characterised them as

ignorant. [MRn. HOPKINS: That word
had never been used.] Such tactics
might be effective with an ignorant
audience. The hon. member objected to
some remarks of the member for Kal-

goorlie, u distorted the speech and
made itappear that the hon. member had
laid personal charges.

MR. HOPKINS: The extracts hmad been
read from ifaneard.

Ma. HASTIE: The charges could not
be fairly construed as personal. The
lion, member (Mr. Hopkins) had so bound
himself up with this case that he could
not dissociate himself from those who
wanted the fee simple of the land. The
member for Kalgoorlie said he was in
Boulder at the time these leases were
taken up, and that statement was borne
out by the papers read by' the member
for Boulder. Within a fortnight or so
after the first registration, regulations
were gazetted that those who took up
blocks had the right to have them for a
year only ; and all previous regulations
were abolished.

M it. HOPKINS: That must be read in
conjunction with the telegram.

MR. HASTIE: When this notice was
published none of the blocks had been
taken up; yet now the bon. member
asked the Committee to treat one section
of the leaseholders differently from all
other sections. The hon. member objected
to be called a land dealer or a land agent.
No wrong was imputed to the hon. Inem-
bermn giving him those titles; but the bon.
member seemed to think it was impossible
for anyone to deal in land without some
evil motive. He (Mr. Hastie) and he be-
lieved other members pointed outonly that
the hon. member was a very active land
agent or land dealer, and did his best to
push business and make money. At
that time the hon. member did not like to
see so many people living, on mining

leases, and tried to induce them to live in
the Boulder municipality.

MRt. HoPKiNs: As a matter of public
policy.

Ma. HASTIKE: With that no fault
could be found; and yet the hon. member
said that if his (Mr. Hastie's) statements
could be proved he would send in his
resignation. An unthinking audience
would have cheered that statement; but
there was nothing in it, as none attributed
wrong motives to the bon. member in that
connection. The hon. member was active
in the pursuit of his own business and in
the interest of the town, and was willing
to do the best be could for people likely
to settle on these blocks. The clause
asked the Committee to pick out a few
lessees who got the leases four years ago
and give them a right to the freehold.
The hon. member said the land must be
submitted to auction, but the Coun-
cil's amendment was that to the persons
mentioned the fee simple should be

gran"ted.' Therefore the clause practically
gave the freehold. If the blocks were
put up to auction, few of the leaseholders
would be the highest bidders; and the
others would not be rewarded for having
such an able parliamentary representa-
tive. The bon. member had givenno good
reason why the Committee should reverse
its previous decision; and if the freehold
were granted in this case, it would be
almost if not quite impossible to prevent
the extinction of the leasehold residence
system on the fields. Hundreds if not
thousands of other leaseholders had as
much right to freeholds as a few people
in Boulder. So far, our leasehold system
had been fairly satisfactory; but a, few
untinking people considered freeholds
of great advantage to residents, lbecause
a luan could then build his own house and
sell it when he left the district. But the
majority of such sales resulted in losses.
It would be unwise to break away from
the leasing system for residential areas on
the goldfields, which system had been the
most satisfactory known in the world.
Those persons were probably to some
extent ill-used ; but that could be said of
many others, and this Parliament did not
exist to do away with the grievances only
of a small section. If this House existed
for the purpose of seeing that every pro-
mise made by previous Ministers must be
carried into effect, a big loan or an
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appropriation of two millions of taxation
would be necessary to carry out those
promises.

MR. TAYLOR: In opposing the rein-
statement of this clause, he asked what
proportion of the 600 holders Of residen-
tial areas affected by this question had
petitioned for the gra~nting of this title?

MR. HOPKINS: The holders were about
400.

MR. TAYLOR: Then if 168 persons
out of 400 or more had petitioned, what
was the opinion of the majority of those
people who had not petitioned? As they
were the majority, we should act on the
principle of the "1greatest good to the
greatest number." The lion, member
acknowledged that ten or fifteen of the
original holders had disposed of their
residential areas at a satisfactory figure,
and that was doubtless an incentive for
the buyers to get the fee simple of
holdings they had purchased. It was
the desire of the Labour people on the
goldflelds as elsewhere to Stop the aliena-
tion of Crown lands ; therekre this
House would be acting in a right direc-
tion by rejecting the clause. Those
Labour members who lived in the district
knew the position of the case, and did
not agree with the view taken by the
member for Boulder. This clause bad
been rejected previously by a large
majority in this House, the decision
being on the voices. The clause had
since been reinstated in another place,
though he did not know whether the
bon. member had been instrumental in
getting that done. The other Chamber
was specially regardfuol of the interests of
prop~erty; therefore we should be par-
ticularly careful about accepting the
clause now sent to us.

MR. NANSON: Not having heard
the mover's speech, he was curious to 1
know on what grounds the hon. member
asked this House to reconsider its pre-
vious decision. This appeared to be a
flagrant attempt to secure the fee simple
of allotments to which the people con-
cerned had no right. Much had been
said about the telegram sent by the
Under Secretary for Lands ; but when
that telegram was analysed it dlid not
amount to a contract made between the
Government and the persons who took
up those residence areas. There was
nothing in it that could be construed into

a contract. On the contrary, it stated as
an opinion that the only way to comply
with the request made for granting the fee
simple of certain blocks for occupation
would be to alter the regulations pre-
viously gazetted; but the regulations
previously gazetted were not altered, and
because they were not altered it. could
not be assumed that these persons
became thereby entitled to blocks on the
plea that a promise had been made to
alter the regulations. So far from the
regulations being modified to meet the
case, on the 16th December a Gazette
notice was issued saying that the blocks
would be thrown open in accordance with
the regulations gazetted in the previous
April. At a later stage an Act was
passed through Parliament preventing
the fee simple of residence leases being

given; and nothing was heard at, that,
time of this grievance, and it was not.
until the advent of the member for
Boulder into this House. as a repre-
sentative that this agitation took definite
shape. For a long ti&the people had
slept on their rights.

MR. HOPKINS: A petition was in the
hands of the Minister be!fore his Bill was
brought into Parliament.

MRt. NANSON: The more the par-
ticulars of this case were examined the
more clear did it become that these
persons had no valid grievance, and had
no valid claim to be allowed to purchase
the fee simple of those blocks. In the
previous debate it was not shown that
these people had suffered any pecuniary
loss, nor was it shown that any express
promise had been given that the land
should be put up to auction. He trusted
members would not stultify themselves
by going back on their previous decision.

MR. HOPKINS: The number of leases
provided for in the schedule was 204, not
600 as stated, and the number of sig-
natures on the petition was 168.

HoN. G. THROSSELLa: The debate
hinged on the question was there a con-
tract ? If so, that contract should be
carried out in its entirety, and he would
be the last to repudiate a contract. From
a close study of the records it was shown
there was no contract. These people had
no claim. If there was a contract exist-
ing, it was made in the year 1898; and
by that contract these people were entitled
to the properties subject to the improve-
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ments. If that contract did exist in 1898
wily were the interested parties silent for
two years, and permitted a Bill which
destroyed their contract to pass through
the House without protest?9 That was
the time to have asserted that the coni-
tract existed, and to have asserted their
claim. Members would have done well
at the beginning of the debate to have
referred the question to a select comn-
mittee, so that justice could be done.
There had been so many assertions put
forward, that very few members could
arrive at a conclusion as to who wasiright
and who was wrong; but be had arrived
at the conclusion that no contract existed
in 1898, and the parties had proved
such was the case by making no claim
for two years. He would even now
favour the matter going to a select com-
mittee for inquiry.

Question put, and a division taken
with the following result:-

Ayes ... ... ... 11
Noes ... ... ... 14

Majority against

AYES.
Mr. Batcber
Mr. Foulkes
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Hopkins
Sir. James
Mr, Xlngemnill
Mr. Monger
W. Morga'ns

Mr. Masn.
Mr. Yelverton

Mr. WVallace ITeller).

NOES.
Mr. Atkins
Mr. Bath
Mr. Daglisb
.Sir. Hastlo
Mr. Hayward
Mr. Rlol...
Dir. Jao~
Mr. Mcwiliam
Mr. Nanoo
Mr. Pleae
Mr. PigotI
.1r. Taylor
Mr. Throssoll
Mr. High.a (Teler).

Question thus negatived, and the
amendment not agreed to.

No. 7-Not agreed to, consequentially.
No. 8.-Add Schedule (showing iesi-

dential leases of Boulder town lots):
THE PREMIER: This "as a conse-

quential almendment on No. 6. an(d he
moved t hat it be not agreed to.

MR. HOPKINS: Although this was a
consequential amendment, many members
voted against amendment No. 6 because
they were not satisfied of the facts. He
asked that the Government appoint an
independent board to investigate. the
claims of these persons.

THE PREMIER: All along he had
taken up the attitude that on the evidence
disclosed by the file there was a rrimnd
facie ease. He was practically idifferent
to any hysterical, statement mnade inside

or outside the House; but the matter
had been discussed twice now, and mem-
bers on both occasions had said that the
fee simple should not be granted. It
was no good shutting one's eyes to the
fact that tie Committee would not agree
with the view which he and the member
for Boulder had taken.

Question passed, and the amendment
not agreed to.

Mu. HOPKINS: Was it too late to
insert a new clause ? He would like to
propose a new clause repudiating all con-
tracts for the alienating of Crown lands.

TnE CiAiRMAN : The honu. member
should put such a notice on the Paper.

Resolutions reported, and the report
adopted.

On motion by the PREMlIER, Mr.
Jacoby, Mr. Foulkes, and the mover were
appointed a committee for drawing up
reasons for disagreeiug to certain amend-
ments.

JUDGES' SALARTES BILL.
COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.

Two amendments made by the Legis-
lative Council now considered in Coin-
mittee.

Clause 2-Strice out the words " eachi
Puisne Judge," in line three, and insert
the words " three Puisne Judges " in lieu
thereof; and insert the word "each" at
the end of the paragraph.

THE PREMIER: Clause 2 of the Bill
provided that the rate of salary payable
to the Chief Justice for the time being
should be £2,000 and the annual salary
to the puisne Judges .£1,700 a year.
The amendment made the clause read
that "the rate of salrdaiy payable to three
puisne Judges for the time being shall
be £1,700 each." The amendment sought
to limit the number of puisue Judges,
and was a suggestion of the Govern-
inent. He moved that it be agreed to.

MR. 'ILtING WORTH : The House
ought not to submit to such alterations
by another place. The powers given by
Section 66 of the Constitution Act were
intended to be used only in cases of
grave importance, where difficulties arose
between the two Houses. In this case
the Council proposed an amendment in
the wording of a line, on the improper
supposition that although there was
needed a Bill for the appointment of a

... 3



3154 Wines, Beer, oe., Bill: [ASSEMBLY.] Seodraig

puisne Judge, Mill by stating what the
salaries of puisne Judges should be, some
right was acquired to appoint additional
Judges; and uinder Section 66 the Upper
House on this pretence claimed the right
to suggest alterations in a money Bill.
The procedure was very improper, as the
section was never intended for such a.
purpose. Such suggestinus should in
every case be resisted. He opposed the
amendment.

THEn PREMIER: This Was a valuable
suggestion, and unless it were inserted
any Ministry could appoint as many
Judges as they chose. That was not
desirable. The House controlled the
appointment of Judges by voting their
salaries, and in no other way.

MRt. ILLINOW01ZE -if so, why was the
Fourth Judge Bill passed ?

Tim PREMIER: To appropriate the
Judge's salary. Pass this Bill as drafted,
and there would be no limitation of the
number of puisne Judgres; whereas the
amendment showed the intention Of
Parliament was that there should not be
more than three without an Act of Parlia-
ment to appropriate fresh salaries.

Question passed, and the amendment
made accordingly.

No. 2-agreed to.
Resolutions reported and the report

adopted.

WINES, BEER, AND SPIRIT SALE ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Debate resumed from the 27th No-
vember.

MR. J. C. G. FOULjKES (Claremont):
I have set down for the consideration of
the House various amendments to this
Bill, to be found on page 781 of the
Notice Paper. It is unnecessary to
explain the present licensing laws. When
a person applies for a publican's license,
that license is granted him oil certain
specific conditions. Briefly those are
that he provide reasonable accommo-
dation, food, and liquor to any person
calling at the house. But, as all know,
the profits on the sale of liquor being far
greater than those obtained by selling
food and finding accommodation for
travellers, the publicans and hotelkeepers
neglect their other duties for the Bake of
the liquor traffic, not paying sufficient

attention to finding proper accommoda-
tion and food; and much hardship is
thus inflicted on those who do not require
liquor in the quantity which some pub-
licans think expedient. In many cases
the licensed premises are quite unfit for
the purpose. and many licensees unfit to
hold licenses, not making the slightest
effort to provide the accommodation which
on being licensed they undertake to
supply. The amendments seek to pro-
vide that a, licensee shall, at all times, he
obliged to carry out the conditions under
which his license was granted; that he
shall provide wholesome food and liquor,
and good accommodation for visitors.
None can say that is an unfair require-
ment, the licenses having been grnted on
these conditions. At present it is, un-
fortunately, no onie's business to see the
conditions carried out; hence there is no
supervision. It may be said we have the
police, whose duty it is; to look after
hotels and public houses; but I contend
the police are really not the best class
of men to look after such establishments.
We find in practice that all the police do
ig to stop any disorderly conduct in the
house. They attend rather to sins of
commission than of omission; and these
amendments are drafted with a view to
stopping acts of o mission, and com pelling
the licensees to carry out their obligations.
For this purpose inspectors must be ap-
pointed. The Victorian Parliament, as
far back as 1SS5, passed an Act appoint-
ing inspectors to see to the good order
and management of hotels. In a new
clause T have endeavoured to make it the
duty of the inspector to examine all
licenised premises in his district, to see
that the accommodation required by law
is provided, that the premises are in
a clean and sanitary condition, that
adequate and proper food, unadul-
terated liq uor, and other refreshments
are provided at reasonable charges;
also that the servants on the premises are
properly housed, and that the manage-
ment and condition of the premises are
orderly and good. Every member will
see that these are reasonable require-
ments, and no one can say that any
hardship will be put on a licensee by
forcing him to carry ouit these conditions.
It must have come to our knowledge that
premises attached to hotels are often not
in a clean a~nd sanitary condition, and

Secondreading.
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that proper food and accommodation are
not supplied to. travellers in all cases;
also that in many cases no attempjt is
made to do so, the whole attention of the
licensee being devoted to the sale of
liquor. In a great number of places the
accommodation for servants is most
unsatisfactory; and the management and
condition of the premises are not orderly
and good. We have in this State a grea
number of travellers who have been
accustomed to good hotel accommodation
elsewhere, and when they stay at hotels
in this State they find much reason to be
dissatisfied, and they form an unfavour-
able opinion of the country. By these
amendments hon. members will find that
if an inspector, after going through the
premises oif a licensed house, is of opinion
that the licensee is not carrying out the
conditions of his license, the inspector
has power to call on the licensee to attend
before the resident magistrate of the
district, who may make an order that
the omissions stated by the inspector
shall be rectified. In Clause 19 (new),
if this licensee after the hearing of
the case still neglects to mend his
ways and goes on neglecting to supply
proper accommodation, he can be fined in
a penalty not exceeding £60, and the
magistrate may suspend his license.
Some members way think it is a. serious
thing to suspend a publican's license; but
I think the licensee in such case is not
entitled to the slightest consideration if
he neglects the obligations of his license.
The resident magistrate has power, if the
licensee neglects to provide proper food
and accommodation for travellers, to order
the house to be clomed for the term of a
month. By* Clause 2l (new), an inspector
shall have all the powers and authorities
of a n inspector appointed by a local board
of health, and it shall be his duty to
prosecute for any breach or nonobservance
of the Act, particularly in relation to
the adulteration of food or liquor. Under
this clause the inspector will have power
to prosecute a licensee for selling
adulterated liquor. At present an
enormous amount of adulteration of
liquor is going on, and it is no one's
duty to see that unadulterated liquor is
sold on licensed premises. It is well
known there are scores of cases where
this is done. An offender is prosecuted
occasionally, but there is no inspection.

I jnoved for a return recently showing
the number of such prosecutions, and I
found that during the last three years
only one prosecution had taken place on
the goldields for selling adulterated
liquor. I can hardly think that is
correct; but if so, we may assume that
adulterated liquor is sold on the goldfields
to a large extent, and from the complaints
I have beard there appears to be a good
deal of adulteration of liquor on the gold.
fields. I want inspectors to be appointed
whose duty it shall he to see that the
liquor sold is unadulterated. I am not
asking f rom the publican much in asking
that he shall sell pure liquor. I hope
this Bill will go through with very little
discussion and no opposition. I need not
dilate on the evils caused by men drink-
ing adulterated liquor. There is no
greater cause of drunkenness in this
State than the sale of adulterated liquor.
The last clause in the amendments is
that no new license shall be granted,
nor shall any license be transferred
to any person who is not a natural-
born or. naturalised British subject.
I amn sure that clause will meet the views
or hon. members. I have given some
care to these amendments, and having
had a great deal of practical experience
and suffered some hardship and incon-
venience at country hotels, I am in a
position to speak with knowledge of the
subject. About two years ago I was
ordered away from one of the inland
pulic-hioises becuise 1 complained ef
adulterated liquor. Three publicans in
that district were summoned for selling
adulterated liquor, and all three pleaded
guilty; yet some of them are actually
holding licenses to-day. No inspectors
have gone round to test their liquor since
then, and they niay be carrying on the
same practice now. At another place
where I stopped the food was so unwhole-
some that no person would be likely to
stop there a length of time, nor visit the
place again if he could help it. A great
deal of harm is done to some distr-icts by
people being prohibited from going there
because proper hotel accommodation is
not provided, and this sort of thing
prevents people from visiting a place or
from staying there when they do happen
to go. I hope the Government will
assist me in carrying this measure, and
that it will go through without opposition.



3156 Wines, Beer, etc., Bill. [C U IL] FtoisadSos

MR. T. F. QUINLAN (Toodyay): I
do not know whether it is the intention
of the Government to assist in passing
the measure this session. It is some-
what late, seeing the number of amend-
muents of which notice ls been given.
I am in accord with the desire to grant
licenses to grocers for selling wine, which
is the primary object of the Bill. As to
the amendments mentioned by the mem-
ber for Claremont, I indorse his remarks
almost entirely in regard. to some hotels
which are not conducted as they ought
to be, not only as to adulteration of
liquor but the food provided for travellers.
Anything that will tend to better the
accommodation for travellers is fully
warranted; and the provision for inspec-
tore would have a beneficial effect on
the whole community. More harm is
done by the sale of adulterated liquor
than by the quantity drunk. Th new
Clause No. 19 the penalty is too severe;
and I think a fine of £10 or £20 would
be ample; also that it shall not be com-
pulsory to suspend the license, but that
it may be suspended. In regard to
amendment No. 20, it would be better to
provide that the owner should be com.-
pelled to carry out any improvements
required, and that he should be able to
recover a, reasonable percentage from the
occupier. To say the tenant shall have a
right to make repairs and improvements,
and to recover from the owner, is going
too far, and this might work a hardship
wthere there happened to be a difference
between the owner and the tenant, which
is not infrequently the case. I hope the
House will not agree to the provision
that the occupier may do the improve-
ments or alterations, and have a right to
deduct from the rent so a,3 to throw the
charge on the landlord, or recoup the
tenant by extending his lease.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

iN COMMITTEE.

Mn. QITINLAN in the Chair; the Pan-
HIER in charge.

Clauses I to 6, inclusive- -agreed to.
New Clause--Quarterly licensing meet-

ings:
Tang PREMIER proposed a new

clause to enable licensing courts to be
held in more than one place in a district.

The clause was intended to apply to
scattered districts.

Question passed, and the clause added
to the Bill.

On motion by the PRhEMIRa, progress
reported and leave given to sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 17 minutes

past 11 o'clock, until the next day.

Friday, 19ih December, 1902.
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TaE PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the MINISTER Pon. LNDS: 1, In-
terim Report of Agricultural Bank. 2,
Regulations for the guidance of Sur-
veyors.

Ordered:- To lie on the table.

FACTORIES AND SHOPS BILL.
MOTION TO REINSTATE AND REDUCE.

HoN. J. W. HACKETT (South-West)
moved

That the Couniil do now resolve itself into
at Committee of the whole, for the purpose of
resuming the proceedings on the Factories and
Shops Bill.

[COUNCIL.] Factories and'SAopq.


