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given the best of their lifetime to the
services of the State. T beg to move that
the following words be added to the Ad-
dress-in-reply :—

But this House desires to mform your
Excellency that it is not in accord with
the action of the (GFovernmenl in com-
mitting the country to heavy exrpendi-
ture in conngction with new industrial
State enterprises without first having
obtained the consent of Parliament.
Mr. ALLEN (West Perth): I rise to

seeond that amendment,
The PREMIER (Hon. J, Seaddan): T
beg to move—

That the debate be now adjourned.

I wish to state that the Government pro-
pose to aceept the amendment to the Ad-
dress-in-reply moved by the leader of the
Opposition, as one of no-confidence in the
Government. If the motion to postpone
the dehate is carried, 1 propose to move
the adjournment of the House till 4.30
to-morrow.
Motion passed; the debate adjourned.

House adjourned at 8.20 p.n.

TLegislative Council,
Thyrsday, 4th July, 1912,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4,30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—LAND TRANSACTIONS,
DETAILS.

Hon. A. . JENKINS (for Hon. C.
Sommers) asked the Colonial Secretary :
(a.) What area of land has heen sur-
veved in the South-West Division under

Clauses 35, 56, and 68, from the 1st
October, 1911, to the 1st July, 19122 (b.)
What avea has been applied for under
Sections 55, 56, and 68 since 1st October,
1911, to 1st July, 19127 (c.) How many
sales of country township lands have been
made since 1st October, 1911, to 1st July,
1912 (a.) under freehold conditions, (b.)
under leasehold eonditions, and the iotal
amount realised? (d.) How many sales
of eountry township lands have heen made
since 1st Qetober, 1910, to 1st July, 1911,
(a.) under freehold conditions, (b) under
leasehold conditions and the total amount
realised? (e.) How many sales of coun-
try township lands have been made since
1st July, 1911, to 1st October, 1911, (a.)
under freehold econditions, (b.} under
leasehold conditious, and the total amount
realised. (£} How many licensed sur-
veyors are now engaged in surveying
lands intended to be thrown open for
selection.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY rve-
plied : To get this information will en-
tail considerable trouble and take up
much time. 1 shall be glad to have the
question postponed until next Thursday.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Ou molion by the COLONIAL SECRE-
TARY, leave of absence for six sittings
was granted to Hon, R, W. Pennefather
on Lhe ground of ill-health.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION,

On motions by the COLONTAL SEC-
RETARY, Sessional Committees were ap-
pointed as follows :—

Standing Orders Committee—The Hon.
the President, the Chairman of Com-
mittees, Hon. M. L. Moss, Hon, R. W.
Pennefather, and the mover.

Printing Committee—The
President, Hon. W. Patriek,
mover.

Library Committee—The Hon. the Pre-
sident, Hon. W. Kingsmill, Hon. Sir J.
W. Hacketi.

House Committee—The Hon. the Pre-
sident, Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom,
Hon. J, E. Dodd, Hon. A. G. Jenkins, and
Hon. B. C. O'Brien,

Hon. the
and the
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION—HON.
M. L. MOS8 AND THE FRE-
MANTLE DOCK.

Hon. M. L. MOSS {(West) : I wish to
make a brief statement with regard to
the ~remantle Dock. I has been sug-
gested to me that my observations of
yesterday are likely to put Mr. Bams-
botham, the engineer for that work, in a
false position. I want to say af once that
in anything I said T had no intention of
reflecting on Mr. Ramsbhotham. He was
brought out to construet that doek, and I
fully understand from a perusal of the
minutes and so forth communicated to
the public through the Press, that he is
able to complete the dock at a cost of
three quarters of a million. T make no
refleetion on him at all.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Third Day—Amendment.

Order of the Day read for the resump-
tion of the debate from the previous day
on the motion for the adoption of the
Address-in-reply and on the amendment
by the Hon. M. T. Moss—“That all the
words after ‘sovereign’ be struck out with
a view of inserting the following words:
‘and to protest agninst the expenditure
inemired by your Excelleney’s Ministers
without an Act of appropriation, such
procedure being derogatory to the privi-
leges of Parliament and subversive of the
Constitution, while in addition thereto the
proposal contained in your Excellency’s
Speech, implying that a ratification by
the Legislative Assembly of such un-
aunthorised expenditure is sufficient in law,
ignores the constitutional rights of the
Legislative Couneil!”

Several Members:
Minister.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: It is a matter of
-.courtesy that we should.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY (Hon.
.J. M. Drew): I have been foreed to do
-this afternoon what no other member in
1his Chamber representing the Govern-
-ment has been obliged to do—

Hon. J. D. Connolly: TYou are not
forced to.

Let us hear the

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: That
is, to reply immediately after an attack
has been made on the Government. Some
member has interjected that I am noi
forced to do so, but T am aware that there
has been a concerted arrangement between
certain members of the House. I wus
told last night that I would be foreed to
speak to-day.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: You did not give
opportunity to others to speak. [ under-
stand there are several to speak,

‘The COLONIAL SECRETARY: They
will speak later on, and make charges, no
doubt, and T shall not be in a position to
reply before this debate on the amend-
ment is brought to a elose. It is very un-
fair indeed, and it has not been the eus-
tom in the past. The eustom has been
for every member to speak before the
Colonial Secretary,

Hon. J. F. Cullen: That is on an ordi-
nary motion.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: That
has been the custom in order to give the
Colonial Seeretary opportunity to reply
to any charges, or make any explanations
that may be thought necessary. Ay,
Moss, in his opening remarks, said that
at the last general election a great effort
was made to turn the Legislative Council
into a party House. Truer words were
never spoken. I had ample experience
of it during the course of my election,
Sir John Forrest, the father of the Lih-
eral party, went to Geraldton and
strongly urged the electors to vote against
me on purely party grounds. The leader
of the Opposition also travelled to Ger-
aldton and counselled electors to votc
against me, also on purely party lines,
Mr. James Mitchell, Minister for Lands
in the late Government, said, “You must
vote on party lines; do not consider Drew
at all; consider simply the party to which
he is attached.” That was contrary. to
the attitude adopted in the past by the
Labour party when it was a ‘quesiion of
the eleetion of the leader of this House.
Mr. Connolly and Mr. Kingsmill between
them occupied the position of leader of
the House for something like twelve years
—I think aboul six years each—and on
no oceasion, so far as my knowledge ex-
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tends, was either of these gentlemen op-
posed by the Labour party.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: That is not true
in my ease. I was oppesed by a Labour
candidate, and he was helped by sitting
Labour members,

Hon. M. L. Moss: It was not my ex-
perience,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : I
have followed politics pretty closely, and
I cannot remember one instance where
the Labour party opposed any leader of
this House seeking re-election.

Hon. M. L. Moss: They did it in my
case,

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: The
Labour party were not in existence at
that time.

Hen. B. C. ’Brien: There was no
Labour nominee at the election when Mr.
Moss was defeated.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: Mr.
Moss should be the last to cast a stone at
those who did attempt to eonvert this to
a party House. He has done more in that
direction than any member of Parliament
I know. During the last seven years he
has repeatedly indulged in vituperative
eriticism of the Labour party. Ie has
stated only quite veeently—1I think it was
during last session—that the Lahour Gov-
ernment were the mere puppets of the
trades unions,

Hon, M., L. Moss: So they are.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
hon. member admits it now again, Last
night he said, “I am not surprised. The
Government had their instructions. They
are the nominees of the Trades Hall; they
ave obliged to obey instruetions.” Then
again, “If the Government introduced a
confiscation Bill, it was more than the
position of a Labour member was worth
not to support it.” No one knows better
than Mr. Moss that it is nothing of the
kind. He knows perfectly well that it is
not the case, and that no Labour member
is bound outside the Labour platform.
Every Labour member has a perfeet free
will to exercise his judgment in connec-
tion with any Bill that comes before the
Chamber, if it deoes not deal with the
Labeur platform. '

Hon, W. Kingsmill; You might get a
confiscation Bill inside the platform.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
platform is well enough known, and if a
candidate comes forward and says he
agrees to the platform, and if he has
signed it and is returned pledged to carry
out that platform, I eannot see that he
is gnilty of any wrong when he is acting
consistently with the declared intention of
that platform. Mr, Moss indulged in
some caustie eriticism in regard to Soeial-
istic enterprises. He referred to ferries
and to the purchase of steamers, but
somehow or other he made no mention
at all about another socialistic enterprise,
the nationalisation of the trams. T would
point ont that none of these matters were
sprung on the country; the policy of the
party was proelaimed from the house-
tops prior to the last general elections.
The people were clearly informed as to
what the Labour party would do if their
representatives were returned to power,
and the result was that in another place
no less than 34 supporters of that party
were returned. The Labour Government
came into power, and they intend to carvy
out their pledges to the fullest ex-
tent possible. As regards the fervies, so
far they have been run af a profit. It is
not intended that they shall be s¢ run as
to prodnece a large profit, but still they
will be so run as to avoid anything in the
natare of a loss. The purchase of the
steamers seems to be a very sore point
with Mr, Moss. No doubt the move is
very unpopular in certain quarters; it
affeets the interests of the meat ring and
also of the shipping eombine.

Hon. F. Connor: I object to those
phrases from the leader of the House.
There is no meat ring.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Of
course all those interested will naturally
resent the action of the Government. I
have studied eavefully the report of the
Royal Commission on meat supply, and
from the evidence eontained in ifs pages
I am fully convineed of the existence of
a meat ring in Western Australia.

Hon, F. Connor: I rise to a point of
order, The hLon, member is referring to
what he deems an institution with which



(4 JuLy, 1912.) . 9

my name is connected. I gzive him iy
word of honour that it does not exist,
and I ask him to withdraw the offensive
phrase, “meat ring.”

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
meant no reflection whatever on the hon,
member.

The PRESIDENT: There is no point
of order.

The COLONIAI, SECRETARY : Ii
has heen said that a reduetion of freight
will not affect the price of meat. I do
not say that it will; T do not say that the
Government intend to reduce the freight
on the carriage of stoek. The freights
have no bearing, or but very little, on the
price of meat. I eannot say that the
freights now lmposed are unreasonable,
aind eervtainly the freight charges have no
very great affect on the price of meat.
At the present time the position is that
the meat ring and the shipping combine
appear to be working in eoncert, with the
result that the small holders of stock are
unable to get their stoek to market. I
kunow what the meat merchants have been
able to do with regard to these matters,
I know what it costs to land cattle at
Fremantle, and I know the sums offered
per head for cattle at Wyndham. Some
time ago the Government had cafttle for
sale at Wyndham, and were offered £3
5s. per head for those eattle. The cost
of landing them at Fremantle amounted
to something like £4. These bullocks
would average at Fremantle approxi-
mately 630 pounds per head, and the
value of the eattle at Fremantle was £7
3s. Deducting abattoir charges from the
value of the fifth quarter, the meat could
be sold off the hooks at 214d. per
pound. What is it sold for in Perth
at the present day? I pay 1s. 2d.
per pound for the Dbest pieces, and
10d. per pound for ordinary steak.
There is something radieally wrong here,
and it is the intention of the Government
to do all in thelr power to effect a redue-
tion in the price of meat. —~Mr. Moss
stated that it 'was their intention {o-start
butehers’.shops.

Hon. M. L. Moss :
sort.

Nothing of ihe

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Well
if necessary, we will do so as a last re-
sort., If we find that all gur exertions
in the direction of bringing down the
price fail, we propose to distribute the
meat to the consumer. Even if we have
to start a buteher’s shop we have a pre-
cedent for it. The previous Government
established a buteher’s shop, a baker’s
shop, and a grocery store, and sold the
zoods on eredit; they also purchased a
cattle station in the North-West, a most
commendable picee of enterprise, at a
cost, of £18,000, for the purpose of supply
ing free meat to the blacks, It is our in-
tention to enter also into the meat trade
if necessary, in order to provide white
peaple, not with free meat, but with
cheap meat. Now we are told that the
expenditure on ilhe steamers is uncon-
stitutional and illegal. T hope I am not
misquoting Mr. Moss when T say “‘un-
constitutional and illegal if without an
Act assented to by both branches of the
Legislature.” Quite so; so far I agree
with the hon. gentleman. Bul he goes on
to say ‘‘ang it has been done without the
authority of an Aet of Parliament.”’
Heve T join issue with My, Moss.

Hon. M. L. Moss : 'The
Speech says so.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : It
says nothing of the kind. It has not been
done without the authority of Parlia-
ment; it has been done with the sanction
of an Act of Parliament, with the sane-
tion of the Appropriation Aet of last
year.

Hon. M. L. Moss : You are referring
now to the contingency vote.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY :
Appropriation Aet, Clanse 1 reads—

Governor’s

The

There shall and may be issued and
applied for or towards making good
‘the supply granted to His Majesiy for
the services of the year ending 30th
day of June, 1911, the following sums,
that is to say: from the Consolidated
Revenue Fund the sum of £1,673,377 on

" aceount of the Estinmutes passed by
Parliament, and £230,000 for advances
to the Treasurer,
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Hon. M. L. Moss :
tertuge.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : Itis
na subterfuge at all: it is an open cheque
to the Treasurer of the State.

Hon. M. L. Moss: This is too thin.

The PRESIDENT :
much interruption.

Hon. M. L. Moss ;
tell the Minister

The PRESIDENT : I eannot allow it;

there is too much interruption.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Itis
an open cheque for a quarter of a million,
and so long as the Government restrict
their expeuditure to that quarter of a
million, they are on legal constitulional
erounds.

Hon. M, L. Moss : That only applies
to excesses on ihe various votes.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Tt
is specified in Schedule B that the ad-
vance to the Treasury is to enable the
Treasurer to make advances to publie
officers and on aceount of other Govern-
ments, ete, and to pay expenses of an
unforeseen nafure. At any rate, you may
eriticise Lhe manner in which we spend
the wmoney, but you cannot go farther
without placing yourself in a very awk-
ward posttion. Here you have given us
aunthority to spend up to a quarter of a
million. It is not a specific anthorisation,
it does not go iuto detail; so long as the
expenditure is unforeseen it is all right,
and this was unforeseen. The eost of
meat to the consumer had risen eonsider-
ably, the opportunity occurred of pur-
chasing these steamers, and we spent this
money.

Hon, M. L. Moss: But if this is so,
why the reference in the Speech to a
necessity for ratification?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: It
does not vefer to this. There is no rati-
fication needed in vespect to this. We
propose to come down to ask for further
authorisation, for we want other money
for the purpose of carrying out our en-
terprises.

Hon. M. L., Moss: Tle explanation is
too ehildish,

That is a mere sub-

1 cannot allow so

I want merely to

The COLONIAL SECRETARY :
Governor’s Speech reads—

My Ministers have devoted much at-
tention Lo the provision of means for
the reduction of the cost of living, and
al an early date you will be asked to

ratify the necessary appropriations.
We have purchased the steamers and paid
for them, but we will require other money
to meet the salaries of the ecrew and other
incidental expenditure, and we will then
ask the House to give the neecessary sanc-
tion. DBut this does not refer to expendi-
ture in connection with the steamers.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Ont of what
vote did you pay for the steamers®

Hon. J. F. Cullen: You did not com-
plete the quotation,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Speech continned—

You will be asked to ratify the ne-
cessary appropriafions for the trading
enterprises which have heen undertaken
for this purpose.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Yes, go on.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Well,
it further continues—

The purchase of steamers for the con-
veyanee of stock from the North-West
to the markets of the State, the estah-
lishment of abaitoirs at North Fre-
mantle and Midland Junetion and other
matters with a like end in view, vouw
will be asked in proper form to autho-
rise and approve.

Parliamentary sanction has already been
ziven to the expenditure; but it will bhe
submitted to you just in a purely formal
way.

Hon. J. F. Cullen:
childigh.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
hon. member will have an opportunity to
deal with my speech later, when no doubt
he will introduce a lot of fresh matter to
which T will not be able to reply. It is
very unfair.

Hon. W. Kingsmill:
very humourous,

The COLONIAT, SECRETARY: My
Moss made a veiled attack on the Gov-
ernor. He stated that the Governor was
treading on tender gronnd. It seemed

The

The:

That is utterly

The situation is
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to me his observations were highly dis-
orderly, and probably if T had performed
my duiy I should have had him called
to order,

Point of order.

Hon, M, I.. Moss: I rise to a point of
order. The hon. gentleman has no right
to accuse me of being disorderly, for I
distinetly stated that the Governor was
not to be personally blamed, becanse he
acted on the adviee of his Ministers, I
know my posifion too well in the Hounse
to make an attack on His Excellency. It
is most unpardonable of the hon. memn-
ber, and he must wilthdraw his aceusation.

The President: You must specify the
words objected to.

Hon. M. L. Moss: He stated he shonld
have had me called to order for my re-
marks on the Governor.

The Colonial Seeretary: You lad no
right to refer to the Governor at all.

Hon. M. L. Moss: I bad a right to
refer to the advice given to the Governor.
I stated that extraordinary advice must
have been given———

The President; The hon, member must
not make a speech.

Hon. M. L. Moss: You asked me to
state the point of order; and the Minister
interrupts me, and now you call me to
order. T am not going to be gagged.

The President: 1 did not hear the
words complained of. It is not a point
of order; it is a personal explanation.

The Colonial Secretary: Mr. Moss
made an attack on the Governor. He
stated that the Governor was treading on
tender gronnd, and that he could not
understand how the Governor— —

Hon. M. L. Moss: I said nothing of
the sort; the hon. member is again out of

order in making that assertion. I ask
you, Sir, to call him to order.
The President: The Minister must

take ithe lLon. member’s assertion.
The Colonial Secretary: But Mr. Mos
stated—— :
The President: Do you withdraw that
remark abont Mr. Moss, who has now
made a personal explanation?’

The Colonial Secretary: T would like
to know what Mr. Moss did say.

The President:
please.

Hon, M. L. Moss: Will you allow me
to say T am making no personal explana-
tion at all. 1 ask that the hon. member
be ealled to order for making an aecusa-
tion which is groundless, that T made an
attack on the Governor. I made it on the
Governor's Ministers,

The Coloninl Secretary: If we were
guilty of unconstitutional——

The President: I think you had better
settle thal point first. Do you take Mr.
Moss’s assurance?d

Will you repeat it

Debate resumed.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: 1
take his assurance. Indirectly it is a
reflection on the Governor, to my way of
thinking, If we were guilty of an illegal
and unconstitulional act, if the Governor
permitted that, he could not have a thor-
ough knowledge of his position. Mr.
Moss also said there was never a Gov-
ernor’s Speech framed in the same way
as this, because we asked the Legislative
Assembly to authorise and approve of ex-
penditure, and made no reference at all
to the Legislative Council. That, I under-
stand, is the position Mr. Moss took up.
He also added that it was a studied insult
to the Legislative Couneil. I wish to
clearly explain that no insult was in-
tended. It might be a mistake, T am nnt
prepared to admit that the attitude ad-
opted by Mr. Moss is sound constitution-
ally. It was not intended as an insult;
it is a mistake, if anything. BMay states,
at page 545—

The Sovereign being the Exeentive
power, is eharged with the management
of all the revenue of the Stafe, and with
all payments for the publie service. The
Crown, therefore, acting with the ad-
vice of its responsible Ministers, makes
known to the Commons, the pecuniary
necessities -of the QGovernment; the
Commons, in return, grant such aids
or supplies as are required to satisfy
these demands; and they provide by
taxes, and by the appropriation of
other sources of the publie income, the
ways and means to meet the supplies
which they have granted. Thus the
Crown demands money, the Commons
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grant it, and the Lords assent to the
grant: but the Commons do not voie
mosey unless it be required by the
Crown; nor do they impose or augment
taxes, unless such tazation be necessary
for the public service, as declared by
the Crown through its constitutional
advisers. The demand by the Crown
for grants of aids and supply for the
service of each financial year i1z made
in the speech from the throne at the
opening of Parliament. The Sovereign
addresses the Commons, demands the
annueal supply for the public service,
and acquaints them that estimates will
be laid before them of the amount that
will be required.

The portion of the Speech to which ob-
jection was made was based upon that
ruling of May.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: That is not actual
Supply.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Cer-
tainly there was no intention to insult this
House. I have had a conference with the
Premjier, and other Ministers, and they
very much regret that that view was
taken.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: It is most unsatis-
factory.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
geems to me that there are other authori-
ties than May; perhaps not such sound
aunthorities, but, still, worthy of con-
sideration, For instance, in the Gover-
nor's speech of the 28th July, 1910, we
find—

Mr. Speaker and Gentlemen of Lhe
Legislative Assembly: Additional ex-
penditure from Loan Funds is neces-
sary upon railways already authorised,
and new railways, for which sanetion
will be sought during the present ses-
sion; on harbour and river improve-
ments; freezing works; shipping facili-
ties; the sewerage and waterworks in
the metropolitan area; assisting the
establishment of secondary industries;
and other important works for which
your approval is required.

That 15, the approval of the Legislalive
Assembly alone. Now No. 2. In the

speech of the 10th XNovember, 1908, it
is stated—

Mr. Speaker and Gentlemen of he
Lezislative Assembly :  Expenditure
from Loan Funds will be necessary up-
on the railways already authorised, and
upon those railways for which sanetion
will be sought in the present session;
on harbour improvements; on the eon-
struction of sewerage and waterworks
in the metropolitan area, and on vari-
ous important works for which your
approval is required.

Now we go back to 1905, when the Hon,
Mr. Moss occupied a position in the
Cabinet—I think it was in the Rason Gov-
ernment. The paragraph I will quote is
taken from the Governor’s speeeh of the
23rd November, 1905—

Mr. Speaker and Gentlemen of the
Legislafive Assembly : Expenditure
from Loan Funds will he necessary
upon the railways previously referved
ta; on harbour improvements, increased
water supplies to the goldfields, im-
provementis of existing and creating
rew stock rontes, boring for artesian
water in the North and North-West,
and in other important directions. Im-
proving the water supply and the initia-
tion of a comprehensive scheme of
sewerage for the melropolitan area will
he shortly commenced. You will be
asked to grant a fariher loan aunthorisa-
tion.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Yon evidently do not
understand now the objeetion T iake.

The COLONIJAL SECRETARY: Mr.
Moss was Honorary Minister in that Cabi-
net. If I have sinned, I have sinned in
very good eompany., If T am to be put
in the stocks, or sent to the Tower, I
think it only fair and just that Mr. Moss
should accompany me. Perhaps he is
purged of his sin by virtue of the Statute
of Limitations. If we desire to make
an attack on the Legislative Council, at
any time, we will go into the open and
make it; we will not make it in an insi-
dious or surreptitions way. Members will
have an ample opportanity to thovoughly
defend themselves, when we decide to at-
tack them. Mr. Moss stated that the way
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Lo eheapen meal is to erect freezing works
at Wyndham. T have gone into this
matler pretiy deeply of lale, and 1 have
found that 80 per cent, of the eattle in
the Kimberley district are owned by about
four or five different persons, and no
more. If the Government were to ervect
freezing works there, they would be at the
merey of these four or five owners. That
is not a desirabe position to be in. There
is another matter for consideralion, and
it is this: will the people purchase chilled
meat? It will be something in the nature
of an experiment.

Hon. M. L. Moss: You are equally at
their merey whether they will give you
their stock.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: We
ean get their stock; there is no doubt
about that, but we shall have to consider
seriously, before we embark in freezing
works at Wyndham under existing eir-
cumstances. With regard to trading con-
cerns, the hon. gentleman wanted to know
if aecounts will be kept on striet business
lines. It is owr intention that all accounts
will be kept on strict business lines. In-
terest will be debited, deterioration will
be provided for, and, in fact, the Aecount-
ants’ branch will be ealled upon to keep
their books on similar lines to {hose kept
by public companies. With that object in
view, it is owr intention, during the pre-
sent session of Parliament, to introduce
a Bill which will give us auwthority to
earry out our desives in this direction.
Mr. Moss also raised a point in vegard to
the Sea Carriage of Goods Act. We have
discovered that position already. The
Crown is relieved from certain obligations,
under that Aect, but it is not our infention
to take wp that position. We propose
also to amend the law so that we shall
oceupy ne better position than a private
carrier.

Hon. M, L. Moss: That is fair

Hon, (. Sommers:
also?

The COLONIAT, SECRETARY: T
have not lLeard anything against the ad-
ministration of the railways, in that res-
pect. The Health Act does not bind the
Crown, but I do not think there has been
any eomplaint in regard to the Govern-

On the railways

ment in matters of sanitation, in connee-
tion with State hotels, railway enrriages,
or public buildings generally.

Fon, C. Sommers: We cannot complain
against the railways.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Tle
Government will see that nothing in the
way of sanitation will be neglected. The
Inspection of Machinery Aect does not
apply to locomotives on the Government
railways, but there has never been an
explosion of a boiler, so far.

Hon. F. Connor: Will you bave the
sawe restrictions as others with regard
to tick regulations?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: That
is a matter we will go into later on. Mr.
Moss also said there is such distrust of
the Government that people will not
hring capital into the ecountry. In reply
to that T would like to say that a foreign
whaling company are coming with a capi-
tal of £240,000 to develop an industry wilh
many ramifieations, and, during the last
six months, we have raised, in the Eastern
States and London, £2,000,000.

Hon, M. L. Moss: At what rate of in-
terest?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
rate of interest at which we have seeured
the money is better than that for loans
raised by Canada or France or Germany.
With regard to the proposed grant to the
Trades Hall, Mr. Moss said that was a
scandalous abuse of power. We only pro-
pose to do what has been done in Western
Australia, and elsewhere, before.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Will you give us a
similar grant for the Liberal League?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: We
have strong precedent for any action we
have taken in this direction. To the Trades
Hall in Metbourne the Victorian Govern-
ment made a grant of land worth £33,000.

Hon. M. L. Moss: How long ago?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : Scme
years ago; it was not made by a Labour
Government either. In New South Wales
there was a land grant of £6,000 and a
money grant of £2,000.

Hon, J. ¥. Cullen: They were all trade
unionists in New South Wales.

The President: Order. There is too
much interruption,
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The COLONTAL SECRETARY: A
land grant of £8,000 was also mrade in
Queensland, and a previous Government
in Western Australia made to the Fre-
mantle Trades Hall a land grant of £2,000,
and a money grant of £2,000. The Kal-
goorlie Trades Hall also received a sub-
stantigl grant from a previous Govern-
ment, which was not a Labour Ministry.
There is not an instance in which a grant
has been made by a Labour Government
up to date. The only grant previously re-
ceived by the Perth Trades Hall was one
of land which was not sunitable, and the
municipal valuation of which is £750.
What we propose to ‘do, and ean ‘only
do with Parliamentary approval, is to pur-
chase land in Beaufort-street belonging to
the Trades Hall for £2,600; o purchase
the land in Hay-street on valuation; to
make a grant of £1,000 lowards the build-
ing of a hall. Members will have an op-
portunity to express their opinion on that
later, and T am sure little objection will
be raised later on, when they have had
time to consider it. It is also proposed
to make an advance of 5 per ecent. from
the Government Savings Bank fund to
enable the Trades Hall to eonvert the land
from freehold to leasehold, and to grant
a lease of the land thus repurchased in
Beaufort-street, not at a peppercorn
rental, as Mr. Moss said, but at 4 per cent.
on the unimproved value of the land, and
subject 1o re-appraisement at the end of
every twenty years. I hope, when the
proposition eomes before Parliament hon.
members will earefully consider it, and I
think they will come to the canelusion that
the Government have made a very fair
deal, and that the Trades Hall people have
made a sacrifice—a sacrifice, no doubt,
for prineiple.

Hon, M. L. Moss: Do vou think they
will do the same for the Liberal Leaugue?

The COLONTATL SECRETARY: 1 do
not see why they should not. Tlere are

many minor paints whick were raised by
Mr. Moss, but T think he will admit they
have no hbearing on this amendment.
I do not propose to deal with them now,
in faet T have not had time to investi-
rate them. T do hope the hon. member
will see fit to withdraw his amendment.

I think it has been clearly shown that the
money has been spent with Parliament-
ary authority. I have stated the ease for
the Government and I trust that before
hon, members decide to support sueh a
drastic amendment to the Address-in-
reply, they will weigh the whole positien
very carefully. It would be a very ex-
treme course to take and I hope there-
fore the amendment will not be earried.
Hon, A, SANDERSON ({Metropolitan-
Suburban) : Custom demands that any
new eomer to this Couneil shounld erave
the indulgence of hon. members when
first he takes part in a debate. T gladly
conform now, and I hope always, not anly
to the rules but also to the cnstoms of
this House, and in addition to that I feel
that before T have finished T may require
that indulgence in order to make my posi-
tion elear to hon. members. I think it
will be admitted that in some respects at
any vate newly elected members have an
adwvantage over those already sitting here,
in that they mayv be considered to be
more closely in touneh with the existing
position of public affairs of the country,
and T hope it is not taking too much upon
myself to remind lon. members that the
Metropolitan-Subarban Provinee which I
represent with others, embraces 12.000
electors, whereas the next provinee nu-
merically speaking only take in 8,000.
I only regret that I feel myself not alto-
gether equal this aftermoon on my first
taking navt in this debate really to repre-
sent that large and important econstitu-
ency. The Speech of the Governor to
Parliament 1s generally a sort of platitud-
inous document and the remarks made ave
equally =0. T am referving of enurse to
past speeches here and elsewhere and
not to the Speech to which we listened
the other day, which I think will
be regarded as one of very considerable
importance. T wounld venture to say that
it is an honest atlempt to put into legis-
Iative enactment the amazing policy of
that amazing pelitical machine known as
the Labour party. I would like to dis-
miss with a few words the question of the
eonstitntional procedure and of the insult
to the Comneil. Speaking for myself even
if T were nnable to verify what had been
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put forward, 1 would readily accept the
position of affairs as moved by Mr. Moss.
On ihe purely constitutional aspeet of
affairs it seems to be admitted by the
Government themselves that there has
been a breach, a technical breach, at any
rate, of constitutional proeedure.

The Cotonial Seecretary: It is not ad-
mitted. :

Hon. A. SANDERSON: Very well, if
it is a question for me to decide between
the interpretation of the constitutional
procedure put forward by the Govern-
ment, personally speaking, I shounld pre-
fer to take the opinion of Mr. Moss, not
having had time or feeling ecompetent to
give an opinion. With regard to the
studied insult to this House, I feel in
public as I feel in private life, that since
the days of duelling have passed I would
treat wilh contempt privately or publicly
any insult studied or unintentional. We
have the assuranee of the Minister that
it was not a studied insult and so far as
I am concerned I will readily accept that
and it will doubtless be accepted by other
mewmbers. I do not wish to labour the
question of constitutional procedure with
regard to the insult to this House, I pre-
fer rather to come to what I consider to
be the central and important question
contained in the Governor’s Speech. If I
eould bring myself to believe that social-
ism was the best policy for the State
and was the political ideal to be sef up
and fo be atfained, I would gladly join
the Labour party because, as I say, they
are openly and honestly attempting to
earry out this policy. The ecriticism that
I often hear is that this is a fine ideal but
that it will not work. The attitude of
those I am attempting to represent here
is that while the system of State socialism
might quite possibly be brought about,
and indeed we are making rapid strides
towards it, the closer we approach to
State socialism, the worse it will be for
the country as a whole and the individuals
in it. I am aware that one is not per-
mitted even as a new-comer to read one’s
speech, but in order that there may not
be any doubt about any remarks of mine,
prehaps T may be permitted to read two
lines so that my position may be made
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quite clear. 1 say this system of State
socialism would destroy, in my op-
inion, justice and liberty, the iwo
things that I hold most dear in politieal
life. The essential doctrine of the
Labour party is the substitution of public
property for private property and the
abolition of private property. I hold
very strongly that without private pro-
perty you will destroy family life, you
will destroy the progress of the State and
you will injure everyone in it. I hope I
have made my position clear with regard,
not to what you might call one or
two items, bul with regard to the whole
trend and position of the Labhonr party.
There are people who anccept State socinl- -
ism, and I regret to think there are a
great many people in this country who
will do so, either as praetical men,
Judging each question on its meriis, or
else they believe in Socialism as the ideal
at which to aim. For my own part, I have
stood and alwavs stood against State soe-
ialism, and the longer I go on in political
affairs, the stronger I find myself in fight-
ing for the position that this ideal of
State socialism is radically bad from start
to finish, and I believe the people in this
country will have to alter their opinion
with regard to it and decide once and for
all whether they are going to advanee on
this road of Stale socialism or whether
they are going to advance on the road of
private enterprise. For my own part
I am not very closely concerned as
to whether it will pay or whether it will
not pay. In many respects the faet that it
will pay is an additional argument against
it because it seems to earry on thoge who
are in favour of State socialism as a whole
and also those who look at it from a prae-
tical point of view. It encourages them
to continue on this road whieh T believe
has already bronght a great injury to this
country and prevented its development.
and if it is continued it will lead to a
most serious disaster. I think that
seareely any apology is necessary, I
do not say for dealing with it, but for
referring to it, Federal as well as State.
I listened with the closest attention and
great approval to what Mr* Moss said
vesterday with regard to the Federal De-
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partment. The Labour party is one and
indivisible. They aim, and I for my part
cannot blame them, at eentralisation, the
greatest eentralisation they ean bring
about. They wish to see the Legislative
Couneil abolished, they wish to see, a
great many of them wish to see, local
Parliaments abolished and a highly cen-
tralised form of Government set up. The
reference to America by Mr. Moss evoked
my applause, It has been said that every-
one living under federation is either a
Hamiltonian or Jeffersonian, that is to
say, you are a follower of the principles of
Alexander Hamilton, strongly in favour of
a highly centralised form of Government,
or else you are a follower of Jeiferson,
giving to the States as much liberty as
you ean. I am in favour, not s0 much of
encouraging private enterprise, because
that to me is also objectionable. I find
people in this eountry who wish the Gov-
ermment to stimulate private enterprise.
From my point of view, in many respeets
that is just as objectionable as socialism.
T would say leave them alone and let them
work out their own salvation, and in that
way it will be best for the State and best
for the individual,

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Give a square deal
to everybody.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: Certainly, but
there is a large section of the peo-
ple: in this country who, in the
past at any rate, have had consider-
able power, who have encouvaged export
business to stimulate private enterprise.
Now, on the other hand, we have the
Tabour party in power, and they, so far
from wishing to stimnlate an export
market want to put a tax on imports in
order that the people in this eountry

may have cheap. meat, cheap sugar,
and cheap everything, And it is
certainly somewhat amusing that if

we want cheap Australian sugar, or if
we want the best and cheapest Australian
wheat or fruit, we have to go outside the
country to get it. So that I would say
it would he to the best interests of this
country if we censed these State enter-
prises and returned to private enterprise
to satisfy t®e requirement, whether it is
wheat or sngar or anvthing else, of this
country. And onc reason for saying that

is that, while it seems to me that it is
possible, and always will be possible, for
the Government of the country to conirol
private enterprise in a very large measure,
it seems quite impossible to control these
(Government enterprises. The latest illus-
tration we have had is with regard to
fixing the responsibility of the Govern-
ment in connection with this disastrous
Fremantle flasco, a Government enterprise

—justifiable, if hon. members like—but
how diffienit we find it to-day to
definitely fix the responsibility on

the persous who undertook that work.
Moreover, to my astonishment, I found,
when walking up to this House yesterday,
a notice put up that the Minister for
Works is so overwhelmed with attending
fo business that he is wnable to see his
masters, the electors and people of this
country, except on one day in lhe week.
Ministers are working themselves to death.
They are continually rushing all over
the ecountry and at the same time trying
to attend to their office routine, and—IL
say it with great seriousness—the recent
example we have had of one of our most
eminent public men being carried off, was
in a measure due to his attention, at a
most strenuous time, to his public duties.
It is deplorable to look through the ranks
of Australian Ministers and see what “a
had life” they lead, as the insurance com-
panies wounld eall it. And instead, there-
fore, of having experienced men in our
Leyislature, they work themselves so hard
that when in other countries they would
be considered, at G0 or 65 years of age,
matured and able men they have retired
or are in the grave. Now, we are asked
in this Speeeh by the Ministers themselves
to indulge in about a dozen important
business enterprises, to place it on a mode-
rate estimaie. How, in the name of for-
tune, do Lhey expect, either from what the
practieal man calls the paying point of
view, or from the point of view of making
a suecess of the thing irrespective of pay-
ment—how can they expeet that to he
done when we find the Minister for Works,
at a time which, compaved at any vate with
the times of Sir John Forrest and the late
Mr. Piesse, is not a pressing time, con-
siders it necessary to put up a notice say-
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ing that he is so busy that he cannot see
anybody except on one day in the week?
I hope it is not labouring the point too
much, and T will promise not to repeat
this in any other form later on, if I
refer 1o this municipalisation and this
nationalisation of industries. What
does it mean and where is it leading us?
What do we find at the present moment?
a fighi in progress between the Municipal
Council of Perth and the Government as
to who shall eontrol the trams. What has
been the vesult from a public poini of
view and from a eapitalist’s point of view?
They have sent up the price of the com-
wrodity they are seeking to purchase; and
do not let us imagine that it will stop
when we have nationalised trams. Sup-
posing the Federal Government take a
hand in {his affair—and it is uneommonly
likely that they will—and take over the
railway system, it must mean the taking
over of the trams as well. It is very sel-
dom that I find myself qualing Alr. de
Largie with approval, but even he was
able to see, when this question of iron-
works in New South Wales was in ques-
tion, that it would be a serious matter, so
far as Western Australia is econcerned.
TWe arve told now that agricultural imple-
ments are to be manufactured in this
country, and they are saying exaectly the
same thing in New South Wales and in
South Aunstralia; indeed, I believe at-
tempts are being made in  New South
Wales by the Labour people to do that
sawe thing. What will be the position
then in regard to our State agrienltural
factory? We need not expect much econ-
sideration in the business line from our
friends and brothers in New South Wales.
On 2 business deal they will be looking
after the interests of New South Wales,
and we will find ourselves in competition
with a country with whieh, practically
speaking, I shonld imagine we would find
it almost impossible {o compete on satis-
factory terms, and that will be another
loss to the Siate Treasury. I hope hon.
members, and not ohly hon. members but
also the people of this ecountry, will think
over and remember this Federal system
of Government that we have set np, a most
difficult and complicated ndachine to work,

even when the people understand i, and
are taking the closest interest in it. But
in this State, at any rate, one finds—and
this will be confirmed by muany of those
who have travelled in the country and on
the goldfields—the apathy .in this country
in regard to both Fedeval and State poli-
ties is very greaf indeed. We have be-
fore us this question of muniecipalisation,
then of State control, and then Federal
contrel, and doubtless, before we have
finished, we shall bave Imperial control,
as indeed is already threatened and being
carried out in some respects, I leave mem-
bers of the Labour party to try to re-
concile these State enterprises in Western
Australia with eompetitors in the Bastern
States, to say nothing of the eompetition
of the Federal Government itself. Now,
perhaps, I may be permitied to say a few
words on a subjeet which, whether we are
praectical men or members of the Labour
party, or merbers of the Liberal party,
must be recognised as most important, and
that is the financial position of Western
Australia at the present moment. I am
not an alarmist in any degree. 'When peo-
ple talk to me about the serious position
of public affairs I regret to think that it
is not to the Lower House in the present
position of aifairs that we must look for
the financial salvation of the country. I
anr not at present quite intimately ae-
quainted with how far this Couneil ean
conirol the financial position, but listening
to entinen{ authorities on the subject, I
find that the control this Counell ean ex-
ereise is comparatively small. Where then
are we to look for some control over the
finaneial position of this eountry, which,
without being an alarmist, one must
surely vecognise as being not altogether
satisfactory? We have borrowed np to
the hilt, and with regard to our revenue,
we are £180,000 to the bad, what I suppose
would be termed in business langnage, an
overdraft of £150,000. That is nat a very
serious matler, having regard to what we
may reasonably expect in the future, but
Ministers are experienced men, many of
them—-I shonld certainly wish to say
nothing that wounld refleet on their
ability or honesty—and they must be
giving serious thought to the problem
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of how they are going to square
the finances, -But, instead of taking

a reasonable line, we find thev are plung-
ing further into reckless expendilure, and
it is to the mueh matigned private institu-
tions that the business people, and the
farmers, as well as the workers, must look
to see that nothing serious occurs. I sup-
pose Lhere never was a time in the history
of Ausiralia when the private institutions,
the insuranee offices and ihe banks, were
in a strongev position than they are to-
day, and we in Western Australia have
very good reason af the present moment
to be thankful for that. As to the state-
ment on many Labour platforms, that
they, as a party, are opposed to borrowing,
why frenzied finanece is the proper term
to apply to the statements of the Pre-
mier in regard to the finanees of the eoun-
iry—openly boasting that he is going to
borrew as mmieh as he possibly can, and
at the same time another member of the
Government is attacking in the most vio-
leut manner the capital to which the Pre-
mier must look, He talks about ‘¢ the capi-
talist’’ bleeding the country, when every-
bhody knows that it is not the fat man,
and not any individual, but these great
finaneial institutions, the banks and the in-
surance companies, that are concerned in
these operations of eapital. This socialism
is not going to destroy the capitalist. In
many respects State soecialism is all in
favour of the big man. T think it is un-
questivnable that never in the history of
Australia, T say that advisedly, have the
hir men and the big institutions had so
much phenomenal smecess, and such large
profits, as they have had during the last
seven or eight years, and this socialistie
legislation is only playing into the hands
of ‘ithe big man, whether it is in the shape
of a taviff or in the shape of industrial
arbitraiion, or—

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
Or ihe land tax,

Hon. A. SANDERSON : I hope the hon.
memwber will not start me on the subjeet
of the Federal land tax, becanse I feel it
would be most unseemly in me if,
the first time I rise to address hon,
members, I should be called to order ;
and it is certainly diflicult to measure

party will go down.
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one’s words when one thinks of the in-
iquitous land tax put on the statute-
book by the Labour party—one of the
most iniquitous taxes, I suppaese, ever put
on, Does the hon. member imagine that
the Federal land tax has injured the big

.man? Who is the big man? Not the nom-

inal owner of the property, who is taxed.
Tlhe mortgagee escapes wiihout paying
a penny of taxation. If it is to be a
fight between eapitalists—not the manu-
faetwrer, who is probably trading en bor-
rowed meoney, not the land holder,
who is probably mortgaged uvp lo the
hilt; T look on the capitalist as the man
who is controlling a large amount of
liquid eapital—f it is to be a trial of
strength or of wits between the Labour
party and the capitalists, the Lahour
The capitalists of
this country huld the Labour party in the
hollow of their hand. Many of the cap-
italists wonld gladly see the Lahour
parly continue in power. You do not
liear the banks and the financial institu-
tions eriticise, to any extent, the Labour
party.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) -
What about the Federal bank?

Hon, A, SANDERSON : It is only
this afternoon 1 was reading the report
of the chairmaun of divectors of the Bank
of Australasia, welcoming the Federal
bank, and gving on to say that he hoped
they would make profits heeause he did
not want to see the hauk in competition
with themselves, undercutting theiy busi-
ness, but if the Federal bank ecame into
comipetition the Bank of Australasia was
in a fine position to hold its ewn. 1 must
apologise for being drawn off the trail
a little now. But 1 would even go so far
as to warn the hon. member not to open
up these avenues of diseussion—the Fede-
ral iand tax and the State bank.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister):
That does not justify the statement you
made.

Ion. A, SANDERSON :
statement 7

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
The statement you made was that the
legislation was all in favour of the eap-
italist.

Whal iz the
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Hun. A, SANDERSON : It is not in-
tended to be in favour of the eapitalist.
I say the Federal land tax is a most in-
iquitous tax, becanses it places the bur-
den of taxation on a section of the com-
munity instead of generally, and not on
the rich people in Australia, but on a
section of those who are eonsidered to be
—but very often are not, well-to-do. I
say the Labour legislation is not intended
certainly to be in favour of the capital-
ist, but owing to the circumstances you
will find that the eapitalist is in a poiut of
vantage, beeause the Labour legislation
prevents the small man going into com-
petition with the eapitalisi. That is the
point T wish to make.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honerary Minister):
The Federal land tax is doing the very
opposite.

Hon. A. SANDERSON : T hope it will
not be imagined that 1 am frightened to
discuss the Federal land tax at length.
Perhaps an opportuntty will be afforded
another time to deal with the subject. In
a State Legislature this is hardly the time
nor is it the place to deal with the iniqui-
ties~it is not too strong a term—of the
Federal land tax. In order to make my
position clear and so as not to retreat
from what I said, I will say that the
system of legislation sueh as we have had
in this country since the Labour people
have taken control, has benefited the big
man in this ecountry, beeause it has
ernshed out the small man and prevented
eompetition. Whether we take the Jand
tax or the industrial legislation or the
Early Closing Aect, it is hitting very hard
indeed the small man and to that extent
is benefiting the big man by preventing
competition. I do not wish to labour the
point: it is somewhat off the track, T ad-
mit, 501 will content myself by =saving
that as far as the finaneial position of the
affairs in this ecountry are coneerned, if
viewed from a publie standpoint, thev
nst be viewed with some anxiety., Tt is
to the financial institutions—thoze mnch-
malizned finaneial institutions — that
Western Australia no doubt as a whole is
able to look forward with a moderate de-
omree of confidenee in the immediate
fulure. A few moments to gef rid
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of the financial question and' social-
istie legislation. The trouble is that
to develop this ecountry the amount

of capital required is very large
indeed, amd the Government are

quite unable, at the present time, and pro-
bably will be in the future, o raise suffi-
clent capital to earry out the development
of this eountry. If private enterprise
is encouraged, and it population is en-
couraged to come here, that seems to me
the only solution of the proper develop-
ment of Western -Australia.  We all
know the potentialities, as they are called,
of this great country, and I, quite as mueh
as most people, having travelled through-
out the length and breadth of the country
—that enables men to realise what this
gonntry could be under a sound system of
Government—I say the Government ave
not able to develop the country under
a socialistic system. We have not the men
or the money to enter into these enter-
prises.

Hon. J. Cornell : What ahout the Glas-
zow trams?

Hou, A. SANDERSON: I am taken
away to Glasgow., I know something of
Glasgow. I am unwiiling to be drawn
on a by-path, but I say if we had in
Perth the population and the eapital, and
the grit, and the intelligence character-
istic of the Scotch donbtless we might
undertake enterprises which at the pre-
sent time we cannot do. The munici-
palisation in Glasgow has been a success.
How it supports the Labour view I am
unable to aseertain, because it is to be
knocked out in this eonntry. I pass from
the finanelal position and would like to
say a word or two on industrial arbitra-
tion, Iere, again, it is just as well to
make one's position elear. T am alio-
gether opposed to compulsory arbitration
from stavt te linish, and would not have
anything to do with it. T greatly regret
the principle of compulsory arbifvation
and to that extent my views differ from
many members of this House. The only
support. I find, or the principal support T
find, ngainst compulsory arbitration, euri-
ously enough, is on the Labour side. They
tell us, and this is the Sidney Worker,
which is recognised, I believe, as the lead-
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ing authority in the Labour party and the
ablest paper published in the Labour in-
terests, and we do not need to go further
than the interjection made the other day
—“Would vou compel men to work%’ I
think it ecame from the hen. member oppo-
site to me. No, T certainly would not,
but, under the present system of compul-
sory arbitration, if it was carried out, you
must and you should eompel men to work.
That is why it is so one-sided and unfair.
You compel the employer to abide by an
award, but not the men. I think, myself,
it would be, if it was possible, a monstrous
thing to compel a man to work, and send
him to gaol if he will not work. Men
are quite ready to go elsewhere and get
work for themselves. Mr. Premier Ver-
ran dealt with that guestion, and he said
he was going to introduce a Bill to deal
severely with strikers, and this brought
a protest from the Worker—

However much the barbarism of
strikes may he deplored the fact re-
mains that to pass a law to prevent men
from resorting to them as a last re-
souree is fo bring back into our indus-
trial life one of the elements of slavery.

I quite subseribe to that, and it is en-
dorsed by the interjection the other day—
“¢Would yvoun eompel men to work?’’ My
answer is, “I would not” Therefore I
am totally opposed to the system of com-
pulsory arbitration, What we shall have
brought forward in the course of the ses-
sion remains to be seen. Tt is notl neces-
sary to go at any length into the guestion
at present. We shall have an opportunity
no doubt of dealing with the matter later
on. But once vou accept the principle
of eowpnlsory industrial arbitration the
constitution of the court is, comparatively
speaking, a somewhat minor part. It was
asionishing to me to hear a critieism

of ithe Bill which was vejected last
session on the ground of a lay-
man heing  put in the chair as presi-

dent, and shortly afterwards to hear eriii-
cism—to use the mildest words—of a
judicial person in  the chair in the
Federal Arbitration Court. I do not gunite
reconcile it myself. T am totally opposed
to the thing from start to finish. If youn
have any system of the kind probably
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the wages board system is the better one.
I am not wildly enthusiastic on that, bui
it seems to be more businesslike in adjust-
ing industrial dispotes than industrial
arbitration is, which has become a farce
and it is hardly exaggeration te say,
worthless, because the men openly flouted
it, while the employers have to obey the
awards. The reference to the new Con-
stitution, to ithe proposed convention, is
of interest to me. We have not had any
explanation as yet as to exaetly what it
means, or as to how it js to be brought
about, but it will certainly be interesting
to me to have a clear and definite state-
ment put forward as to what is to be this
new Constitntion for Western Australia.
I can certainly promise the Minister that
I do not propase to commit hari kari and
abolish myself. I was not sent here for
that purpose, It is quite true that my
opponent, the Labour eandidate, came for-
ward and said that if he was returned he
would do his best to bring about the
abolition of the Upper House; but the
electors evidently did not approve of that
in the constituency I represent, or in the
neighbouring one. I shall eertainly deal
as fairly as I can with any proposition
for a new Constitution. I am always in-
terested to see what proposals can he put
forward for making things better, so far
as Western Australia is concerned, but
T think it will be a mistake if the people
of the State are induced at the present
moment to play any pranks with the Con-
stitntion of the counlry. TWe have not
vet learned, it seems to me, liow to deal
with that euriously complicated and diffi-
cult machine, the Federal Constitution;
in a big thing like that we must give a
reasonable time to see how things work,
as to whether the ultimate destination of
this country is towards eentralisation, or
towards splitting up this vast arvea into
smaller sections. I am quite prepared to
listen to any proposal with a more or
less open mind, but at present to throw
onr Constitution into the meltine pot
is a somewhal foolish procedure. As
to the duty of a member of the Upper
House, this is a ¢uestion 1 have heen
asking myself, after listening to the
speeches of hon. members here, and
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taking part in informal discussions. Ik
is somewhat diffieult for one who all
through has prided himself on being a
party man—] am for the Liberal party
—to east aside one’s, let us eall them,
prejudices, to say nothing of one’s priu-
ciples, off hand. I will endeavour to do
so. 1 reecognise that coming into this
House puts one in a somewhat different
position from that of a member of the
Lower House; just as in the same way a
member of the Senate is supposed—al-
though our representatives do not think it
incumbent on them to do so—to be there
to look after the interests of’the Stales

rather than the interests of the
Federation as a whole. I put down
and published what T considered
lo be the attitude of a member of

this honourable Council; that is “To eriti-
cise, to disenss, to suggest, to prevent
manifest injustice and absurdities, is the
business of anyone who holds a seat in
the Legislative Council, but not to offer
narrow, party opposition to the proposals
of the Legislative Assembly.” 1 ean
promise, to the best of mry ability, while
I am here, to carTy on my duties like that.
In conclusion I can only say that I have
to thank hon, members for the kind, indul-
gent hearing they have given me. It is
to be regretted that this by-path into
which I was drawn for the moment on
the Federal land tax and Federal taxation
drew me aside from what one might con-
sider the proper business of the discussion,
I can only repeat that I am certainly
quite prepared at a more suifable oppor-
tunity to maintain the attitude I then out-
lined, before 1 gladly came back to the
business before the House. It is with
special reason I have to thank members,
and thank you, Mr. President, for per-
miting that. It is, of course, rather tempt-
ing, with interjeetions and eritieisms, to
be drawn off from the track. I have al-
tempted to put before the House my
views, not s¢ much with regard to detail,
as to whether they are going to start
butchers’ shops, as the Minister informs
us—if the ships are not going to pay,
they ave going to have bulchers’ shops;
or if they do pay, they are going to have
butchers’ shops, it seems to me—not so

103

much with regard to detail as with regard.
to the whole system of (his State social-
ism that [ helieve ! was sent hece to op-
pose. Let e repeat, I owe my thanks
to you, Mr. President, and hon, members,
for the kindly indulgent manner in which
I have been listened to on my first at-
tempt to address hon. members.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH (East): I
am delighted to have the privilege of fol-
lewing my old friend, Mr. Sanderson. I
ask you, Mr. President, to take as said
in regard to myself the remarks he made
at the oulset, eraving the indulgence of
hon. members in the interests of a new
member.  And from another point of
view it may perhaps be fitting that T
should follow Mr. Sanderson, because he
found it necessary in the course of his
remarks to disagree from some of the
essential fealures of the address delivered
by Mr. Moss, as in the course of my re-
marks I shall find it necessary to disagree
from some of the essential features in the
address delivered by Mr. Sanderson.
Those who are pleased to place upon the
three of us the same party brand may
wonder at this. They may find the solu-
tion in the faet that each of us is speak-
ing his own individual feelings; and in
that fact they will probably find one of the
chief differences between the politieal
party to which we belong and the politi-
cal party to which we are opposed. I
trust that I shall not over-strain the cour-
tesy extended to new members, but there
are a number of matters to which I de-
sire to draw the attention of the House.
At the outset it appeared to me that if
I were expected to confine myself to the
amendment now before us I should have
to speak on but few of the matters I in-
tended to refer to; but on considering the
question further, it seems io me that the
amendment is a very eomprehensive one,
beeanse it undoubtedly tonehes upon the
Constitution of this House, its constitn-
tional privileges, and also upon the finan-
cial question. Notwithstanding what Mr.
Sanderson has said, I take it that the
House eannot consider the propesals now
under diseussion withont paving some re-
gnvd to them from the taxpayver’s point
of view. as to whether they will pay or
not. I hope, so long as I am a member
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of this House, that I shall be anxious to
nphold its proper privileges and its con-
stitutional rights. It ocenrs to me at the
outset that if the econstitutional rights
of this Chamber are imporiant, the consti-
tutional rights of the people who elect
this Chamber are of equal, if not of
greater, importance; and this way be a
fitting time for me to redeem a promse [
made to my constituents during the
recent eleetion in regard to this matter of
the Constitution and the privileges of the
electors of the Legislative Couneil. Tam
not a lawyer, and I merely desire to raise
the question, and state it as it appears to
me, leaving it to those who are betier
qualified to express a final and definite
opinion. Section 15 of the Constitution
Aet enumerates the qualifications of elee-
tors of the Legislative Couneil, ond the
qualifications of those people who are en-
titled to be on the Legislative Council
rolls. One portion reads—

Or if the name of such person is on
the electoral list of any municipality
in respect of property within the pro-
vince of the rateable value of not less
than £17, or the electoral list of any
road board distriet in respect of pro-
perty within the province of the an-
nual rateable value of not less than
£17, provided that the names of all
persons who have heen struck off any
municipal or read board electoral list
on the ground merely of non-payment
of rates shall be deemed for the pur-
roses of this Aet to be on such lists
respectively.

Now, nnder the Munieipal Corporations
Act and under the Roads Act the obli-
eation is east on the muniaipal town clerk
or roads hoard secretary to forward to
the Electoral Department complete lisls
setting forth Lhe persons qualified in ae-
eordance with this seetion of the Con-
stitution Act. Tntil recently it was the
enstom to eompile the Legislative Couneil
rolls partly from the lists so sent in; but
now the HEleetoral Act passed in 1907,
vider Division 3, appavently eontemplates
that names shall be ndded to the Legisla-
tive Couneil rolls in response to elaims,
and in response to claims only. The muni-

cipal and reads board lists ave still sent
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in, but are disregarded by the Electoral
authorities, unless merely for the purpose
of checking the claims that are sent for-
ward, This is the point I wish to raise.
Can the Electoral Act take away the Con-
stitutional rights of the people? Can it
even east upon them obligations that the
Constitution itself does not contemplate?
I know of instances in which people have
applied to be placed upon the elecioral
roll for the Legislaiive Counecil, staling
as their rualificalion {he fact that they
were enrolled on ihe roads hoard list in
respect to property within the province
of the annual rateable value of not less
than £17; but their claims were rejected
beeause they did not diselose these peo-
ple’s qualifications, the fact of being on
the roads hoard list no longer beine re-
garded as a qualification, and beeause they
were not in conformity with the claim
cards provided under the Electoral Act.
There have been instances where leasehold-
ers from (he Crown have had applications
rejected on the ground that they did not
pay so much as £10 per annum in rent to
the Crown, the other qualifieations being
entirely ignored, the fact that they had
spenf so much on the property, though
small in area, as to give it an annual
rateable value of morve than £17 as pro-
vided in the Act, and the faet that they
were paying their rates to a reads board
or munieipality, as the ¢ase may he, on
property rated at over £17. T do not
expect that the appeal I am making now
will he regarded as of any importance
to those who consider that our Coenstitn-
tion is rmerely a piece of parchment which
we can ignore or regard as we see ft; -
it T hope it will be regarded as worthy
of consideration by the mover of the
amendment. T do not expect him to
agree with me; I expeet him to brine his
better-trained mind to the consideration
of this question.

Hon, 3. T.. Moss: I do agree with vou.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: Have the
constitutional rights of electors of this
Chamber been taken away, and if so,
what is lhe proper procedure to take in
order to restore them? T am aware ob-
jeetion has heen raised on the ground that



[4 JuLy, 1912.]

these mnnicipal and roads board lists
often contain the names of those who un-
happily have passed away. I am told
that on one oceasion the department had
the painful necessity of removing one
man’s name for three years running, not
because he had died thrice, but because,
having died onee, after being removed
once, his name was vestored, then removed
again, and then restored again. 1 admit
that it is important that our rolls should
be kept clean, but I think it better that
one guilty man shounld escape than fthat
one hundred innocent should be punished.
Now, I am aware that this is not the old
phrasing of the maxim, but [ hesitate to
use the old familiav phrase lest I be wmis-
taken to advocate the wholesale gaol-
clearing that we have experienced in the
last few months. T think it is better that
one dead man, who, during his lifetime,
was qualified to be an elector of the Leg-
islative Couneil, should remain on the
rolls, than that one hundred duly quali-
fied living men should be deprived of the
franchise. The effect of the altered
method is more severely felt in the eoun-
try than in the town. Mr. Sanderson
told us he represented a constituency of
12,000 people. Because most of those
people live near the town and they have
the matter brought constantly under their
notice, it is an easy matter for them to
get on the roll. The eonstitueney I re-
present is chiefly a country constitueney,
and [ venture to think it is of equal im-
portance and of equal population to the
one Mr. Sanderson veferred to; but large-
ly because of the diffienlty I have out-
lined, lareely becanse of the great num-
ber of people who are disfranchised, there
are only about 4,000 names on the roll. T
may be told that it i1s a simple matter
for people to send in their names, and
that people who do not send in their
names should not be considered as en-
titled to vote. 1 had rather a curious
experience on this matter; becanse when
at the last moment T decided to nominate,
I looked through the rofl for the names of
personal friends and politieal supporters,
and was somewhat surprised to find how
many were missing. I have no enemies,
but I looked for my pelitieal opponents,
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amnd was rejoiced to find that many whom
I knew were qualified had veglecied to
send in elaims, Among these were such
prominent men as the Minister for Lands
and the Minister for Works, both of
whom T knew (o be qualified as electors
in the East Provinee, but ueither of
whom had earvied out the requirements of
the Llectoral Act.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pan.

Hon. H, P. COLEBATCH: Before
tea T was speaking in regard to the
constifutional privileges that aifeci the
Legislative Council, and T took it for
granted that the Electoral Aect passed in
1907 did not possibly override or amend
the provisions of the Constitution. To
my mind, apart from this consiitutional
aspect, it would seem to be highly desir-
able that we should preserve the old
method of securing envolment for the
Legislative Council, becanse it seems to
me that the munieipal volls and the roads
board rolls would cover praetically the
whole of the country, and give in them-
selves a reasonably complete enrolment,
apart from the claims that might be sent
in fo suppiement it. It is hardly neces-
sary for me to say in this conneetion that
I do not blame the present Administra-
tion. 1 do not wish to blame anybody,
but in any ecase the Fleetoral Act fo
which I refer was passed under -another
Administration. T intended to make some
reference to the remarks of the leader of
the House in regard to members who, be-
ing of the opposite political party to him-
self, had foreed him to fake up the de-
bate at an nnusnally early stage. So far
as I am concerned, it seems to me that by
replying to the amendment moved by Mr.
Moss the leader of the Fouse did not for-
feit his right to speak to the general ques-
tion at the end of the debhate. Moreover,
it would be rather absurd for member
after wember to zct up and discuss this
constitutional question without first hav-
ing something from the Government as a
lead to go npon. Sitting here we should
know both the charge put up and ihe de-
fence made against it. T hope that in
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following another member who may be
said to be on the opposite side, so far as
party politics are concerned, I shall be
considered io be doing a fair thing in
view of the faet that there are in this
Chamber a comparatively limited number
of members representing one political
party. 1 have ne doubt that if in an-
other place ihere was a similar set of
circnmstanees, but with the balance of
power reversed, the same conrtesy would
be extended by the stronger to the weaker
party. I should like to refer io the re-
mark made by the Hon. Mr. Davis in
seeonding the motion for the Address-in-
reply. To my mind it has a dirvect bear-
ing on the amendment before the House.
The hon. gentleman was advoeating an ex-
tension of that popular, and, te some, ad-
mirable instrument of Government, the
referendum. He told us the referendum
was necessary in order to give people an
opportunity of definitely expressing their
will. He told us, too, that a Parliamen-
tary election, and even a general election,
did not have this effect, becanse so many
conflicting issues were involved, and he-
cause personal and local considerations
entered into the confliet. I do not pro-
pose either fo endorse or dispute what he
said; all T ask is that he shall be con-
sistent, and that if, in advocating a re-
ferendum. he tells us the people cannot
without it express their will. he will not
afterwards come here and sav that at the
last election his party received a mandate
from the people, partieularly that he will
not tell us his party received from the
people a mandate to ignore or override
the Constitntion where it seemed fo con-
fliet with their own desires. One reason
why I intend to support the amendment
ir because, rightly or wrongly—1 am open
to convietion—I regard it as a eardinal
fault in the present Administration that
they do not observe the Constitution, that
their desire is to set the Executive ahove
both Parlinment and the people. As an
insiance T wish to make veference to one
of the earliest actions of the present Ad-
ministration, namely, the minnte issued hy
the Minister for Lands in regard to trans-
fers. Most of yon probably will remem-
ber the leading features of that minute.
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It provided that no holder of conditional
purehase land should transfer thaf land
unless he had held it for five years, or
unless he had effected five years’ improve-
ment upon it; and if he happened to be
a non-residential holder he should not
irunsfer the land, or sub-let it, unless he
had effected 10 years’ improvements in
respeet of it. There was a proviso that
the Minister might allow special latitnde
in special eircumstances. He had at that
time the law of the country, the Land Aet,
by which T mainfain the Minister was
bound. The object of this amendment, I
take if, is to set up the position that the
Executive is bound by the law of the land.
Section 142a of the l.and Act reads as
follows :—

Except in speeial enses to he ap-
proved by the Minister no holding. . . .
shall be transferred or sublet until after
the expiration of two years from the
commencement of the lease or ocenpa-
tion certificate, unless the holder has
expended on the land in preseribed im-
provements the full amount requived to
be expended during such period.

The minate issued by the Minister fol-
lowed the wording of the Land Aect it-
self, except in regard to the period, and
then the Minister altered it from two
years to five vears. I say it was an un-
constitutional aet, a repudiation of the
eontract entered inlo between the Crown
and the individual. Tt was another in-
stance of the Exeeutive overriding Par-
linment and making (hemselves suprewe
as against the people of the State. Equ-
allv unjust and unconstitutional was the
action of the Minister in diseriminating
hetween the vresident holder and the
nouo-resident holder. The Act itself makes
a diserimination; it rvequires of the one
a larger amount of improvements than it
demands of the other, and T am prepaved
to say that any action the Minister might
have taken to enforee the earrying out of
the improvement eonditions would have
been endorsed by fthe great bulk of the
settlers themselves. Why was the non-
resident holder discriminated aeainst?
Ts he a worse seftler than the resident
holder? Surely. provided he earries out
his ohlications in respeet to his centract,
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he is a citizen in all respects worthy of
encouragement, As a matter of faet
we know thal eertain members of
ihis  Administration ihemselves  held
land and did not live on if. It
is true fhat some of them held it under
residential conditions, but that waus
rather an aggravation of their offence;
and we are aware that the Minister for
Lands told one of his colleagues that he
must bring his land under the non-resi-
dential claunses. That was a proper thing
to do; but in this same minuie the Minis-
ter also gave instructions that in future
all rural lands should be thrown open for
selection under residence conditions only.
Therefore, whilst this Administration
were preparved to set themselves up as
being above Parliament, they were pre-
pared also to extend all the latitude the
law allowed to their own members and
politiecal supporters. There are one or
two matters to which I intended to refer.
but which have no particular bearing
upon the amendment, and these T will
pass over, at least for the present. T
come now to another socialistic proposal
more or less intimately connected with the
principle we are discussing, namely, the
Workers’ Homes Act. and although T am
afraid I shall not in this matter receive
the endorsement of Mr. Sanderson, yet
I wish to say T regard this as a most ex-
celleni departnre. Tt is to my mind a
splendid tling to encourage working men
to own their homes, And, since the eol-
lective ecredit, the eredit of the State,
shonld be preater than the individual
eredit, it seems to me a sound proposition
that a State, able to borrow money on
something less than four per cent., should
lend it to the people at five per cent, to
the end that they may aecquire their own
homes, instead of forcing them to borrow
from the private money lender at seven
per cent, or eight per cent. By doing this
we shall be doing a good thing indeed.
We are told that this workers’ homes
scheme will hecome more popular when
it is better understood. The misunder-
standing that prevents people taking
more liberal advantage of it is that they
have looked upon it as being a purely
leasehold system. And, by the way, this
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is one instance in respeet of which the
Labour party did not receive any mandate
at the last election, Tt is, in faet, a ques-
tion upon which they took fright. The
newspaper they were publishing at that
time in support of their policy stated over
and over again that this pringiple of non-
alienation of Crown lands was noi the
final word, that it might be amended.
That was proclaimed to allay the fears of
the people, anfl therefore it cannot now
be suaid that tiie party received a mandate
from the people in regord to this par-
tienlar matter. T know full well that the
working men do not want leasehold
homes. They want freelhiold homes, and
I coutd quote hundred of cases in my
own distriet of working men who in the
past have been loyal supporters Bf the
Labour party, but whe will tell you that
the leazehold is of no use to them when
it copes to the matter of their own homes,
Another curious feature in connection
with this workers’ homes scheme has fo
do with the announcement, a week or so
ago, of the Prime Minister of the Com-
monwealth ibat he was going to give a
sum of £35 to every mother in the Com-
momnwenslth at the birth of her child. I
am uot going to say whether that is a
good or a bad proposal. But T have heve
a pamphlet issued by the workers’ homes
board, which comprises a plan and a dia-
gram- of the workers’ homes which they
intend to build and sell to the worker,
and of the land they propose to lease to
him. According fo the plan it is a very
beantiful home indeed; but there is no
place in it for a ehild. It is not contem-
plated that the people who take advant-
age of this workers’ home scheme should
have children. It seems to me to be 2
sort of pleasant Saturday to Monday ar-
rangement which, no doubt. will fit in
nieely with some of the socialistic ideas
of the Lahour party. There is no child’s
bedroom whatever provided for in the
plan. TIn order to get the house as com-
fortable ns nossible with a minimum of
expenditure, we have presented for our
consideration a dweiling whieh is onfy big
enough for two people. It is not in-
tended that the people whe inhabit these

homes should have children. I suppose
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the intention is that the State should look
atter the children for them, There is
another striking difference in regard to
te people who are going to inhabit these
Saturday to Monday homes on leasehold
tenure, and those who want homes for
themselves. Although the land the Gov-
ernment is going to buy will he paid for
by money borrowed at four per cent: it is
only proposed to charge leaseholders three
per cent, on the value of that iand, while
the money which it costs to build the
houses will be lent to them at five per
cent. But when a bona-fide landholder
comes along to the Government and says
“I have a litile bit of freehold land on
which I have partly erected a houvse. I
want assistance with which {0 complete
it, in %etorn for which T eam give vou
ample security.” they demand of that
man six per cent., with a rebate of one
halt per cent. provided he pavs promptly.
In the one ease no security at all is given,
not even that of people with children in
the home, yet here the money is lent at
three per cent., and five per cent.. while in
the other case, notwithstanding the exist-
ence of all the securily that a private

money lender wonld desire, the hor-
rower is o  be eharged six per
cent, with one bhalf per eent. rebale.

I know a specific instance in which a
working man, qualified in every respect
under this Aet, earning, I healicve €3 15=,
per week—at any rate less than £200 a
year—who had acquired a home. and who
very pradently and properly had nlaced
it in his wife’s name., was ravine 8 per
cent. on the remainder of the purchase
money. This home wae warth af least
£550. He applied io the Workers’ Homes
board for a loan of €HM {o enable him to
purchase this home from his wife. because
she was not a worker within the meaning
of the Aect, whereas he was. This amonnt
was conhsiderably less than the value of
the property. 1t was required (o pay off
a first mortgage of £300 still remaining
on the hore. and a second morigage of
£70 or £80 that had been since incarred.
Ha received a reply asking for 2s. for a
search fee, and he forwarded the amount,
but it was refunded and a eurt note sent,

stating that the board could not recom-
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mend his applieation. They gave no rea-
son for this attitude. We can only assume
that he wished to borrow money for a
home for himself and his children, and
probably for his children after he was
wone. Now, I come to the purchase of
the sieamers—ihe matter on which the
amendment is based. T have no choice but
to support the amendment. 1 remember
not long ago I had the privilege of pre-
siding at a lecture delivered by Professor
Mills, a nrost interesting, insiructive, and
enfertaining lecture on “Socialism,” and
he congratulated (he people on the pro-
gress they had made. He made use of
words like these:—“Yon have already
zone a considerable distance in the matter
of public ownership and public monopo-
lies. Teep on as yon are going, but for
your own szke and for the sake of a
watehing world, make o success of every-
thing you take in hand; and then, so fast
and no faster than you can convince the
people of the wisdom of what vou are
doing, extend the scope of your activities.”
TUnder Professor Mills' system the first
thing wonld be inquiry and invesiigation
for the preparation of a eomplete scheme;
the second thing would be the submission
to the people or to the people’s Parliament
for the ratification of this scheme, and
the third step would he the definite action.
Now the Government have reversed tha$
order. They have bought the boats first.
There may have been preliminary inquiry,

-but from what I have been able to ascer-

tain, it appears to me that there has not
been. If there had been, surely we should
have known something about it. Now we
know uothing ot the details in this matter,
and we can only assume that the Geov-
ernment acted in exactly the opposite
direcfion io that whieh would be adopted
by a trained socialist. They are going to
get Parliamentary sanction as a second
step. and after that T suppose they will
consider whether it will pay and nchieve
the objeet at which they are aiming. This
is not a matter of constitutional teehui--
cality, but a disorderly, unbusinesslike, and
unconstitutional thing which might or

might not be wrong, but whieh, if right,
must be done in an orderly, business-itke
and constitutional manner. T believe that
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in the publie Press and from publie plat-
forms referenece has been made to the ac-
tion of the late Government in regard to
the RBulifinek railway, and it has been
quoted as furnishing a satisfactory pre-
cedent for what the Government is deing
in this instance. 1 do not wish Lo say any-
thing in regard to that rallway exeept that
those same critics declare that the work
was undertaken in undue bhaste, and is
likely to become a burden on the country.
If that is so. that it was unconstitutional
and done in undue haste, how can they
plead that as a precedent? Should not
they record it as an example of a line of
action which they ought to avoid. And
so far as all these demonstrations on ihe
Esplanade are concerned, it is a facet that
only when the Government do something
wrong we have these demonstrations. I was
reading ihe other day a great writer on
Lhe refationship of England and her Colo-
nies, and he laid it down as a principle
that England must support the Colonies
whether right or wrong, “more,”” he said,
“when wreng than right” The Govern-
ment have to be congratulated on having
followers who are prepared to go to any
exireme to show the extent of their sup-
port when the Government are wrong. I
am one of those who believe that the publie
ownership of public monopolies in a com-
munity of this kind is necessavy to allow
free scope fo private enterprise generally.
T am not going to say that the privately-
owned railways of England arve not better
than the publicly-owned railways of
France; but in a young country like this
if we have privately-owned railways. great
disabilities would be thrown in the way
of those people who desire to develop the
industry of the couniry by private enter-
prise. There is a great difference not in
name, but in principle, and in applieadion,
between a publie monopoly and a com-
pelilive enterprise. Under a public mono-
poly like railwags, the Government can
fix the frewhls and conditions aud malke
the thing pay; the taxpayer need nover
tose. (Tnder a competilive enterprize like
the oo in connection with the puarchiase
of these steamers, the freights and condi-
{ions will be larzely dictated by the rom-
petitors, and T for one, in the interests of
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the taxpayers, would like to know, apart
from every consideration of the general
wisdom of the Government entering into
concerns of this kind, whether he steam-
ers are such as are able to compete with
those they have to compete with on de-
cently favourable lines. My own opinion,
from what I have heard, is lhat wlhen it
comes to competition, the privately-owned
steamers will he able to do the work at a
cheaper rate and still male money, where
the Government steamers will lose it, [
must be excused if I am wrong, but T am
forced to that conclusion from a lael of
information. T ecannol lhelp drawing at-
tention to the delicale humour of one
clanuse of the Speech delivered by the
GO\'EI‘HOI‘—' -

With a view to eonducting the busi-
ness of the Sfate in a econstitniional
manner, you will be asked, withont de-
lay, to grant temporary snpplies to
meet the requirements of the Publie
Service.

In order to ohserve the letter of this con-
stitution, this House without diseassion
and withoul consideration passed appro-
priations to the extent of over one million
of money. “With a view to conducting
the business of the State in a constitutional
manner,” it reads, and the party that
lay such stress on this are asking us to
go to this extreme without any considera-
tion beyond this that the wording of the
constitution should be observed one mo-
ment apparently only to break ihe whole
spivit of the constitution when it scits’
them to do so. The leader of the House,
in the course of the few remarks he made.
said it was signifieant that nothing had
heen said by Mr, Moss with regard to the
purchase of the Perth trams. T intend to
suv a word or two in regard to the matter
from the three or four points of view
from which it may be considered. ~There
is munieipalisation as against nationalisa-
tion. T feel it my duly to express regret
that leaders of public opinion in wany in-
stances should have chosen to diseuss this
phase of the question in the manner they
have. T have vead all that has been writ-
ten about it, and although now and again
the merits of the question have been
touched, there has been held up before
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the public eye what, in the minds of those
writers and speakers seeins to have been
the one salient faet that the Mayor of the
city, charged with the administration of
this under municipalisation is blundering
and incompetent. 1 do not know whether
he is or is not, and it is as ridieulous to
eondemn the system of municipalisation on
the assumption that the ratepayers of the
city of Perth will always return a blunder-
ing and inecompetent person as Mayor, as
it is to fool with the system of nationalisa-
tion on the assumption that the people of
Western  Australia generally would al-
ways send in to the highest exeeutive
offices heaven-born geninses like those who
fill them at present. I hope the lime will
come before this matter is finally settled
when 1{lhe merits of municipalisation
against naiionalisation will be fully dis-
enssed, If we are going in for puablic
conirol we should make it as direct and
close as possible. That is why we have
so many diffienlties in connection with
departments conirolled from Melbourne,
departments which we would like to see
controlled more dirvectly in our own State,
Tt seems that a tramway ran by the muni-
eipality would have advantages over a
national tramway, and there might be com-
petition, but a munieipal tramway owned
by a Greater Perth and a national rail-
way owned by the State would stimulate
both of them to give the best service to
the publie, who, after all, are the people
entitled to considerafion. In this matter
we shall have to consider the rights of
the ratepayers of Perth. I fail to see
how the Government ean take away those
rights. We have been told that the
greater includes the less, and because the
Government are greater than the muni-
cipality, they ean take over ihese rights
whether the munieipality wish it or net.
That is » principle T refuse to subseribe
to. The lenst among us has his righis
and they are entitled to respect, even as
against those of the greatest, whether
that prineiple is applied to loeal govern-
ing bodies or to individuals. Then we
have to consider the rights of the share.
holders. We have heard these people
abused vear in and year out as long as I
ean remember—ihis howelless company
that did not care at all far the people of
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Perth so long as they got their dividends.
We have heard it said that they must
he dealt with severely, and so this Govern-
ment has seen fit to deal with them sev-
erely. In what way? Simply by giving
them about 100 per cent. more than their
asset wns worth. Abont nine or ten
monfhs ago the shares of the Perth Tram-
way Company, Ltd.—there are 200,000
of them. 100,000 preference and 100,000
vrdinary—were worth about 13s. or 14s,

Hon. M. 1.. Moss:. There are debentures
also.

Hou, H, P. COLERATCH: [ am aware
there are other obligations. This is not
a matter in which 1 am blaming the pres-
ent Administration. The question of the
purchase of the tramways by the State
or municipalily arose, T think, while the
present Mayor and leader of the Opposi-
tion were in Eugland, While there was a
prospeet of the company selling, the prices
of the shares went steadily upwards to
about 17s., and the other day when the
amount which the Government were pre-
pared to mive was announced, and in
antieipation that it wonld be endorsed by
Parhament, the shares took another
bound, and you could not buy them for
23s. each. When the purchase is finally
approved and there is no longer any risk.
I do not know to what extent the shares
will go, but it is evident this proposnl
contemplates making a handsome present
to the shareholders, who have heen freat-
ing the eitizens of Perth so scurvily. How
ig the Government able to do this? Be-
couse they are going to buy from the
company the righls which the eompany
have, and steal from the ratepavers the
rights they have.

Hon. W. Patrick: They eannot do that.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: Then they
are geing Lo make a bad bargain from the
point of view of the State. Shareholders
are pretty shrewd judges of the value of
this concession. If the shares are worth
only 13s. or 14s., and this contemplated
purchase induees buyers to pav 23s. each
for them, and if hesides the company is dis-
charged of its obligations. the only way
the Government can get round is to steal
the rights of the ratepayers. If the Gov-
ernment are merely sitting in the position
of the Company, and still hand the system
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over to the people at the expiration of the
company’s eoncession in the terms set out
in the original agreement, Lhen they are
making a bad bargain from the point of
view of the people. I am aware that in con-
nection with such things as the purchase
of the Midland Railway, whenever that
purchase is made, the people will say that
the Government have given too much for
it, and whenever the proposal for that
purchase is rejected we shall find ont that
the enterprise has, year after year, ap-
preciated in value. Exactly ihe opposite
applies to the trams. The company is
operating an enterprise that must of ne-
cessity depreciate in value, lecause the
period of the concession which was
granied to them is drawing to a close,
and at the end of that coneession they will
be obliged to hand over the system to the
municipal eouneil, eomplete and in work-
ing order. The mere fact that the enter-
prise of the trams is depreciating steadily
in value seems fo me to be an argnment
against any hurry in this matter. [
have every sympathy with the eitizens
of Perth, who may be obliged to wait at
street eorners longer than they think is
necessary, but, in view of the enormous
armount of money required for the open-
ing up of the country, and in view of the
limited financial resources, nat only of
this Government but any Government of
this State, for some time to come, it
seems to me it would be far hetter for
the cilizens of Perth, to say nothing of
the people in the country, if the £450,000,
which it is proposed to pay for the trams,
were spent in adding another 100 or 150
miles per anpwm to the railway construe-
tion poliey of the Government, in the
agriealtural distriets. Now I come to a
queslion on which I may commend the
Government. It is, I know, to some ex-
tent. a socialistie enterprise. There are
people who think that the principle of
secondary education shonld he left to)
private enterprise. I believe, in this mat-
ter, as in other maftters, State interference
is necessary. It is necessary to protect
the child against parental neglect; it is
necessary to give the child that equal op-
portunity that alt adults clamour for. Mr.
Moss, in moving his amendment, made
some veference to a vace that wounld be
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conducted by the political Labour party,
in which everyone would start off scrateh,
and in regard to which it would be the
aspiration of the promoters -that they
should all finish in line. I remember that
there was another method of running a
race; o method in which the people did
not even get a fair start, and in which
some were supposed to wear hobunailed
boots, and, if a man were so bhadly
equipped he was liable to be josiled. I
have no more sympathy with that kind of
race than I have with any olher. In this
matter of education we should aspire to
give everyone a fair start; we must pre-
vent jostling, and we must not try to deter
the speedy. For that reason, I applaud
the intention of the Government to es-
tablish secondary schools in the Kalgoor-
lie and Boulder distriets, also thé prope-
sal to establish agrienltural schools, as
the Speech goes on to say, on one or more
of the State farms, I hope also that
closer consideration will he given to the
proposat in regard to the State farms,
whieh were started merely ns experimental
farms. We have these State farms at Nar-
rogin, at Nangeenan, and at Chapwan,
and, if we are to regard the agrienltural
industry as a wheat industry, we must
recognise that these three farms were es-
tablished in extreme parts of the State;
Narrogin from the point of view of wet
distriets as almost the limit; Nangeenan
from the point of view of n dry area as
almost the limit. and Chapman as in the
middle, and .while these places were suited
for experimental farms, they did not offer
the best opportunities to make a real sue-
cess of agricultural schools. They are not
sufficiently centrally situated. I ander-
stand it is proposed to establish the first
of these schools at Narrogin, and I think
it is an excellent idea, although T do not
think it is the place which would give the
hest results. T hope there will be no delay
in getting it going. T understand that
the reason for esiablishing the first theve
is that there are certain buildings whieh
may be adapted. but that should not be
a dominating circumstance. These schonls
should be central as from the metropolis,
and ecentral as from agrieultnral districts,
and as near even to the goldfields eom-
munity as possible, to enconrage the
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people there to send their children
to them and, if it is intended to work
these schools with the University, again,
they should be within easy reach. So
keen am [ a supporter of this matter of
secondary education, that I would be
sorry to say anything that would be ve-
garded as eritical to the proposal of the
Government. T said just now that the
finaneial resources of this Government, as
indeed the financial resourees of future
Governments mnst necessarily be limited

for some time to come. It will be
remembered that, some time ago.
the Premier of this State made

applieation to the Federal Treasurer for
a loan, but, unfortunately, there was no
money available at the time. A month
ago. the Treasurer of Queensland was
twitted with having aceepted a loan from
the Federal Treasurer that he had some
little time previously refused. The Pre-
mier of Queensland defended himself, and
said. “Quite true; some time ago the Fed-
eral Treasurer offered me a loan at 334
per cent.; T made inguiries and I found
that I could do befter elsewhere, and so
I refused it, but, quite recently, the Ted-
eral Treasurer came again, and made a
great point of the fact that he had a
million of money, and said T eould have
it at 3% per eent.; it suited me, and I
took it.” A few months hefove this, the
Federal Treasurer had loaned a million
at 33 per cent. to the Treasurer of Vie-
toria, Both the Treasurers of Vietoria
and Queensland, at this time, were mem-
bers of Liberal administvations, and it has
struck me as eurious that a previous re-
quest for a loan, frown the Labour Trea-
surer of Western Australin, was refused
by the Commonwealth Treasurer, on Lhe
ground that he had not the money, hul
it was strange aflerwards, when he did
have the money, that he should offer it to
the Liberal Treasurers of Queensland and
Vietoria, instead of offering it to his com-
rade here. Surely the security of West-
ern Australin is as good as the security
of any of the other States. But it looks
as if the Federal Treasurer went on the
principle of the people who button up
their pockets when they see their poor
relations coming along. With regard to
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all these enterprises which are referred to
in the Governor's Speech, T take it that
they are intended to be reproduective, and,
therefore. the tendency will be to reduce
taxation, and, on that ground, 1 shall
weleeme the proposed amendment to
the Land and Income Tax Aect, which
will be in the direelion of lightening a
burden on the people. Tt eannot possibly
be in an opposite direetion, because if
the Government were to go to the eouniry
and sav we want more money, the effect
wonld be fo condemn their enterprises,
whieh they claim are to pay their way.
It is claimed that only small profits will
result from these enterprises, but the
accumulation of small profits will surely
amount to something; at all events it will
he sufficient to give relief from taxatiow.
Now I come to the last matter. It has
been suggested, in the amendment, that
the Government has treated the Legisla-
tive Couneil discourteonsiy. [ remember
during the last general elections that the
first plank of the fighting pilatform of
the politieal Labour party was the redue-
tion of the franchise of the Legislative
Council with the view of its ultimate
abolition, but, as in regard to the matler
of the non-nlienation of Crown lands,
members of the Labour party took fright
and said, “Na, no, we do not intend that;
we intend to hold a eonveniion to frame
a new Constitution, in which the bi-
cameral system may or may not be pre-
served.” Now, instead of being the first
plank of their platform, we find, in the
very last line of the Governo’s Speech,
that a Bill will also be submitted to en-
able a convention of representatives to be
cliosen by the eleetors to frame proposals
for the amendment of the Constilutiou
Act, for snbmission to Parliament. This
idea of ealling il a eowention is a con-
fession of their inability to uterpret the
wishes of the people. Surely a eonstitu-
tional amendment will resolve itself into
merely a matter of eleclion, merely a mat-
ter of how is the Parlinment of YWestern
Ausiralin to be clected. and, if the
framers of this Bill can give us a pex-
feclly safisfactory method of electing the
convention, a method whieh will give bet-

ter representation to all sections, then the
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work of the convention will be completed
before it is elected. If the framers of the
Bill are not able to provide a satisfactory
method of eleeling the eonvention itself
then its work must necessarily be simi-
larly deficient.  Personally, I have not
muech faith in convention-made Constitu-
tions. I rather believe in the Parliament
of the country amending the Constitntion
from time to time as may be necessary.
We have had some experience of conven-
tion-made Constitutions. T believe the
French people called their convention a
namber of undesivable things. We do not
want to cut off the people’s heads; we
feel that we ean do what we want in an
orderly manner; we have no need to resort
to vevolntionary methods. There was a
convention held to frame the Constitution
of Australia, and now every writer on
the matter of parliamentary elections
holds up the (onstitution of the Common-
wealth of Australia as a horrvible example
of what is absolutely the worst in the
matter of electoral principles; every
writer on this subject has done this, and
when Mr. Gawler, who bas given notice
of his motion regarding proportional re-
presentation enters upon his diseussion he
will, T have no doubt, tell us that the
different nations who have experienced
the bad systems all come to the conclusion
that the worst of all the bad systems 1s
the system framed by the convention that
sat to draft our Federal Constitution, T
am not one of those who believe in re-
stricted majority rule, but what do we
find in Tasmania? We find there that
30,000 Labour electors have vreturned
three members to the Senate, and, if they
are suecessfol in this coming election, they
will have six representatives in the Senate
of Australia, and 250,000 Liberal electors
in New South Wales will have none, Now,
as I have said, I am not wedded to the
principle of majority rule, but I would
like those who are wedded to that prin-
ciple to try tv reconcile it with these two
facts. I would like them to go a step
farther. At the last senatorial elections
the Labour party in Vietoria polled

648,000 votes, and all other parties re-
eeived 692,000 votes; that is to say, 50,000
votes more than was cast for the Labour
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party, but with the resnlt that the Labour
pariy obtained three seats and every other
section in the eommunity was disfran-
chised. In Australia as a whole, 4,018,000
votes were cast, ench electorate receiving
three votes, and of these 2,021,000—just
over iwo million—were recorded for the
Labour party, and 1,997,000, or just un-
der fwo millien, for the Liberal party, a
difference so slight as not fo justify one
party having a single member more than
the other party, but in the result the
Labonr party gained 18 members, and all
other sections of the Commonwealth were
entively omitted,

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister):
Why not quote the last South Australian
elections?

?

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: I am not
aware that the late South Australian elee-
tions were held under a eonvention-made
Constitution. I am eonfining my remarks
entively to the matters raised in that con-
nection. There are many matters that T
would like to refer to but they have.no
reference to the amendment, and there-
fore I shall not touch on them. T shall
support the amendment because I do noi
support any breach of the Constitution.
We may be rvight, or we may be wrong, in
our approval or disapproval of the Con-
stitntion, but we must be wrong if we
disregard it. We may not believe in the
terms of the Constitution, but we must
abide by it, because it is the only means
we have of insuring that the Executive
and Parliament shall be the servants and
not the masters of the people.

Hon. J. CORNELL (South): I will not
preface my remarks like the two previous
speakers, this being my first speech in
the Chamber, by eraving the indulgence
of hon. members. A few hon. members
are aware that I was not too generous
in my indulgence when other members
were speaking, but T feel quite confident
that hon. members will be just if they
are not generous. Now, I would like to
say that My, Moss in. his able, lengthy,
and clever address—it obscured many
points—charged the Labour party with
making this a party chamber. I hold
that in the evolution of Governments as
we know them to-day and as we follow
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them down through their varions stages,
any hon. member of this Chamber who
thonght that the time would never arrive
when parties would not exist in the Legis-
lative Couneil, has been mistaken. Re-
sponsible Government, as we know it to-
day, and I do not hold with it in all its
ramifieations, or its wode of eleclion In
many instances. is Government by party
vight throughout the world.

Hon. F. Connor : Government by eau-
cus. .

Hon. J. CORNELL : T wili come to
that later. It is only logieal to assume
that with the introduetion of one party
into a popular Chamber, when certain
measures are brought forward and dealt
with on party lines, that I, who have been
all my life a member of that party, and
am their representative in this Chamber,
must of necessity view legislation through
the same glasses as my colleagues in the
Lower llouse, and I think it would be just
as feasible, and jusi as logiecal to try to
draw two kinds of ale out of one bottle,
as to sit here and view legislation not
fromn a party point of view. A lot has
been said regarding misrepresentation at
the last elections. T think hon. members
will bear with me when 1 say that an
eleclion contest is really not an indieator
of the people’s true opinion at all times,
and invariably ihe good goes to the bot-
tom and the froth vises to the top. T will
admit that there are things said not only
by our parfty, but by other parties who
are politically opposed to us, which would
be hetter left unsaid. Unfortunately,
tao, the organs which convey the untter-
ances of men on the hustings at election
time do nef alwavs convey them in the
manner in whieh they were givem, and the
Press of our country is, to a large ex-
tent, the school master and the lead which
the people generally follow, T have just
emerged from a politienl ecampaign and I
put my position fairly and squarely to the
eleetors, vet I will say that in that eam-
paign the gentleman whom I defeated is
just as good a friend of mine to-day as
he was before we entered upon thai cam-
paign. He fought from the non-party
standpoint, and I fought from the stand-
point of the Labour party, with which I
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lrave been connected all my life, and it
would be just as well for hon. members
to erase out of their minds the wrong im-
pressions created by their opponents as
{o hear them in mind after the elections.
One question bon. members have touched
upun whiels, T take it. is one of paramount
importance, We are twitted with desir-
ing the reform of this Legislative Coun-
cil with a view {p iig abolition. On the
Lhustings' I did not hide my light behind
a bushel, and I would vote to-morrow for
the abolition of the Legislative Council.
I said that on the hustings and I intend
when the opportumity offers to keep my
ward.

Hon. F. Connor: Do not worry.

Hon. J. CORNELL : I will not, Tiis
not out of any animosity to hon. members
of the Chamber, or to the framers of the
Constitution, that T adopt that aititude.
I say that there can be no democratic form
of Government trnly representntive of the
people unless legisintors are returned by
the votes of the whole people. That is
the reason why I helieve in the abolition
of the Legislative Council. Were L Lo be
of the opinion of some who sayv that the
franchise of the lLegislative Couneil
should be the same as the franchise of the
Legislative Assembly, T would be taking
up a ridiculous attitude, for this reason,
that immediately we have two Chambers
elected on the one basis, it is just like
putting a thief to ecatch a thief, if T may
use the expression,

Hon. W. Patrick : Then you must be
in favour of abolishing the Common-
wealth Senate?

Hen. J. CORNELL: T agree with the
hon. member for the Central Provinee that
the present Constitution of the Common-
wealth is undemaeratic in all its ramifiea-
tions, for the reason that the majority
daes not rule. Take the matler of a re-
ferendum of the people. It is quite pos-
sible for a majority of the people to bhe
of opinin say, for instance, that the
Federal Constitution should be amended,
and for a minority to prevent them from
doing it, because the referendum has to
be agreed to by a majority of the people
and a majority of the States. But
thongh I agree that the Federa! Con-
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stitution is not demoeratic, it has some-
thing in it which our present Sf{ate Con-
stitution has not. It provides for an
amendment of the Constitution per
medium of the people, and though it is
necessary to get a majority of the States
and a majority of the electors, yet every
adult over the age of 21 has the right to
vote. Immediately youn try to reform our
State Constitution, however, you are in
difficulties. To amend the Constitution
of Western Aunstralia we have to pass a
Bill through both Honses, and that Bili
has to have an absolute majority of both
Houses. It goes through one House
elected on the popular franchise, and it
goes to the other elected on a property
qualification, and whatever shortcomings
may he contained in the Federal Con-
stitution, it has that to recommend it over
our State Constitution, that the vofing
qualification for every man and woman
over the age of 21 is alike. That is some-
thing we do not possess here. The time is
tast eoming when this Constitution of
ours must of necessity be mounlded in the
direetion of making it workahle to the
wishes of the people. Before touching
on other matters of more general interest,
T wish to say that I intend to vote against
the amendment. I am perfectly prepaved
to aceept the statement of the honour-
able the Minister. Mr. Moss, in moving
this amendment, said that certain privil-
eges of this Chamber had been flouted,
and he desired to move the amendment
as a protest against a recurrenece of
such a procedure. It has been asserted
that the Legislative Council ought to
preserve its dignity, Mr. Moss having
said thaf it had been assailed; then, to be
logieal the House ought to vote not only
_for the amendment, but against ihe Ap-
propriation Bill when it comes forward,
or else all the amendment will amount to
will be a pions resclntion and nothing
else. I have never been a partisan through
my walk in life, T have always attempted
to be a pious man at any price. If a
thing is good enonugh to bring forward
in a pious manner, T consider il is good
enough to bring it to a conclusion. A
good deal has been said in this Chamber
against coneiliation and arbitration, and
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against trades unionists generally. Mr.
Sanderson does not believe in arbitra-
tion; Mr. Moss believes in a certain form
of it. T have seen a good deal of indus-
trial warfare and kave taken part in it.
I do not believe that eompulsory ¢oneilia-
tion and arbitration is going to be the
panacea for all economie evils, but I he-
lieve it is a great advantage over the
old and barbaric method of the strike.
I regret that Mr. Moss replied, when I
interjected in reference to the appoint-
ment of a layman as judge of the Arbi-
tration Conrt, that we wanted a man free
from party bias and party restrictions.
He thought a judge of the Supreme Court
was the only man fitted for that position.
but 1 agree with Mr. Sanderson, who toolk
Mr. Moss to task; because in the same
speech Mr, Moss saw fit to stigmatise Mr.
Justice Higgins,

Hon. M. L. Moss (on a point of order) :
I made no observation with regard to Mr.
Justice Higgins. In response to an inter-
jeetion, I said that Mr, W. H, Irvine, a
member of the Federal Parliament, had
made a certain statement, and that an-
other gentleman high in polities in New

South Wales had deseribed him as a
‘“sentimental humbug.’” T expressed no
opinion.

Hon. J, CORNELL: I am prepared to
take the hon. member’s assurance. But I
thought that when the hon. member spoke
of sueh a high and eminen{ authority as
Mr. W. H. Irvine he meant it as part of
his owu speech. However, I recognise
that a layman is egnally qunalified with a
judge in regard to ability and, probably,
equity. In regard to the Federal Arbi-
tration Court Mr. Dodd pointed out that
there has never been a strike against any
Federal award. Mr. Justice Higgins has
recognised what I have recognised long
ago, that any tribunal sitting in the Arbi-
tration Court cannot for a moment say
unto itself—“We are going to extend
equity and good conscience to whole par-
ties.” It is an economic impossibility.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Then the court is to
be one-sided? .

Hon. J. CORNELL: It has to recog-
nise which side demands the most equity.
That is my candid opinion. There are
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many men in Western Austraiia lo-day,
unfortunately, who think that the interest
of the working man and that of the em-
ployer are identical, that there is com-
munity of interest between (hem; but it
will not bear searching inquiry.  There
can be no community of interest between
empleyer and employee.

Hon. J. ¥. Cullen: Not with the agita-
tor between them.

Hon. J. CORNELL: For insiance if
My, Cullen employs me, he has to take
a portion of what I earn. It is my doty
to endeavour to get as maeh as possible
of what I earn, and it is Mr. Cullen’s
duty to get as much as he possibly can
off me. Mr. Moss said that he did not
object to unions heeause they had been
the means of making the lot of the work-
ing man easy. I would like to ask Mr.
Moss. wns it the union that did it or
was it the comyponent parts of the vnion?
It is vidienlous for any man to think that
unionism, as we know it fo-day, is going
to be stationary, and that members of
unions are going to sav. “We have oot
a fair thing,” It is rvidienlous.

Hon. M, L. Moss: We are gefting some
inside knowledge mnow.

Hon, J. CORNELL: Unionism is jest
an organism the same as any other busi-
ness venture. It is only wnatural—I do
not know whether it is natural; it may be
aequired—that if a band of men ard
women unife for their mutual proteetion
and self-advancement, if thev get sore-
thing by doing that they are going to
keen on doing it. .

Hon. W. Patrick: What will becom» of
the industry?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Some members
have taken exeention to the working men
takine over the industry. That is what
trades unionists desire. not only hetter re-
cognifion of hours of labour and rates of
pay. but eventnallv they are after—

Hon. J. F. Collen 1 The lot.

Hon. J. CORNELL: They are after the
national ownership of the means of pro-
duetion,

Hon. M. L. Moss: You will have a lot
of eapital coming in for yonr industries.

Hon. .J. CORNELL: What is capital?

Hon. M. L. Moss: Sovereigns.
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Hon. J. CORNELL: I would like the
on. mewber to give a definition of capi-
tal. T have heard that sovereigns are
capital, but I do not think any politieal
economist says so.

Hon. M. L. Moss:
without {hem.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Tlow did the frst
man get on without them?

Hon. W. Kingsmill: Do you advocate
a return to that stage?

Hon. J. CORNELL: I have heen ad-
voeating it all my life.

Hou. W. Kingsmill: The simple life?

Hon. J. CORNELL: No; not the sim-
ple life. T know hon. members on the
other side of the Chamber resent this.

Hou. M, T. Moss: No. The whole thing
is amusing.

Hon. J. CORNELL: You have been
making a big fuss about the purchase of
steamers, T ean assure hon, members, as a
man who has worked all his life and come
inlo contaet with the working man, that
working men and women are not endeiv-
ouring to bring abont this state of aflnirs
for their own self-nunrandisement or for
2ain. They are of opinion that they are
on the track of usherine in a befter soeinl
syvstem than we have to-day. Tt is an
honest ideal. There is less setfishness and
more sacrifice on the part of the rank
and file of the followers with whom I am
proud to associate, than there is with
the rank and fle of the fallowers of mem-
bers on the other side. Mr. Moss has
snid there are too many agitators. 1t is
an old platitude. The only practieal
Hllnstration I ean give of an agitator is
the meehanieal process that I can show
hon. members if (hey come to the Golden
Mile. They use agitators on the mines.

Hon. M. I.. Moss: They have two kinds
nr there,

The PRESIDENT: If the hon. mem-
ber will allow the spenker to go on.

Hon, J. CORNELL: We can search the
pages of history. There has never heen
one man who has come down threugh all
its pages who has not beerr termed by the
ruling elass of the day as an agitator.

Hon, A. Sandevson: You are the ruling
class.

You cannot gei on
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Hon, J. CORNELL: I wish we were.
1 believe in individuality of thought.
There is more individuality of thoughi
and more enconragement tor individuality
of thought in our movement than in any
other movement which exists in the world
to-day. 1 say that in respect to men or
women who through honest rescarch ave
of opinion that the conditions of their
fellow men ecan be improved, and who
have the courage to express these opin-
ions—and many men have suffered for
it— we ought to find a little better name
for them than the term “agtators.”” Pos-
terity will recognise their merit, as it has
recognised to-day the merit of many men
previously denounced as agitators. I
know men on the Golden Mile who have
suffered, who have gained no kudos, wlo
are not members of the Legislative Coun-
cil as I am, but who nevertheless have
done more to better the material lot and
welfare of the working man than I have.
These men have done it in their honest
epnvictions, and not in any hepe of mater-
ial gain or advancement, and I will at
all times raise my voice in protest against
any rveflection wupon anv individnal who
has endeavoured fo do good for the com-
munity. During the cowrse of his remarks
yesterday Mr. Moss declared that trades
unionists shonld be reasonable, that there
should be no attempt on their part to
coeree men’s political opinion, that there
should be no tvranny. T think more ty-
ranny is exercised in one week by the em-
ployver class of the world towards the
workina man than the working man exer-
cigses over his fellow men in a lifetime.
T am prond to say that T have never bheen
identified with any other party than the
one lo which T am attached to-day. I
have been more or less closely connected
with many cleetions. and I ean conseienti-
ously say that never during the whole of
my political experience have T asked a
man to record his vote in favour of our
party. As a narty. we recognise that
compulsion is no good. that immediately
vou eompel a man or a woman to think
your way, by that very act of compulsion
you sink their individuality. We rvecog-
nise that there is only one factor in soeial
evolufion, and that that factor is reason,
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Hon. M. L. Moss: Did you ever hear a
maxn ealled a blackleg during a strike?

Hon. J. CORNELL: 1Well, is he not
one? I will get away from the tyranny
of trades unions, and get down to the
tyranny exercised in other unions. Take
the medieal profession: is fhere no ty-
ranny exercised in the medical profession?
Take the legal profession. At a trades
union funetion in Kalgoorlie I myself
heard an honourable gentleman who once
oeeapied the position of Attorney General
in this State say that he was a mem-
berr of the eclosest corporation -in the
world, and that he was proud o be a
memhber of it.

Hou. K. Conuor: Two wrongs do not
make 2. rvight.

Hou, J. CORNELYL: I say that if hon.
members who subseribe to unions on the
other side of the House excreise certain
funetions in denling with fellow members
who have broken the articles of assoeia-
tion, that we as workers have a perfect
right 1o do Ihe same. T pity the man
or woman wlo is branded by the working
man as a hblacklex, for T vecognise that
very often they are the vietims of eircum-
stances; and a good deal of my sympathy
zoes out towards them. because that
stigma zoes with them all their lives. But
T say that when in a trades union or any
other oreanisation a decision is come to
by the majovity vule, and every compon-
ent part has had an opportunity of ex-
pressine his oninion. then. as hon. mem-
bers have said here to-day, we should
ahide hy the majority role and constitu-
tHon. '

Hon. F. Connor: Is no member of the
Labour party made to vote against his
opinions ?

Hon. J. CORNELL: He has a right to
make up his mind before he gets into the
Labour cause. We are aceused of many
things. We are acensed of cauecus. What
is eancus®

Hon. F. Connor: Minority rule.

Hon. J. CORNELL: What is the de-
rivation of the name?

Hon, ¥. Connor: I do not know, but 1
know what the thing itself is.

Hon. J. CORNELL: At one period in
the history of the United States of
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America, as in Great Britain, it was al-
most a eriminal offence to be a member
of a union; becanse of this a certain
nawber of caucus met and deliberated,
and that is where the word “caucus” is
derived from. You will find it in the
book written by Professor Mills. T ask
hon, members has this amendment before
the Chamber to-night emanated from the
brain of one hon. member? Was it not
deliberated prior to eoming here, and a
decision arrived at, and is that not caueus
equally with the caucus of our own parfy?
To my mind eaucus is a chimera; it has
been a fetish and a hogey whereby those
at one time opposed to caucus used to
hush their babies to sleep. It was so
good a husher with them that eventually
they applied it to themselves, and the
Liberal party to-day meet in eancus just
as do the Labour party. If you recognise
political pariies is it right that you should
give your tacties to the other side? I say
no. The question of caucus has been ex-
ploited long ago. Tt has heen good
enough for others to adopt, and they have
followed in the footsteps of the initiators.
There is one other matter T wish to refer
to. Mr. Moss spoke yesterday of the
large number of strikes all over Australia,
He said it was a serious blot on achitra-
tion, and asked what could be expected
when the Prime Minister of the Common-
wealth subseribed to strike funds, and the
strikers themselves were given all kinds
of privileges. T ask hon. members, do I
by entering this Chamber sink those feel-
ings and those principles for which I
have worked for years past?

Hon. W, Kingemill: No, you do not.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yet you ask the
Prime Minister to do it. T say more power
to our Prime Mimster,

Hon. W. Patrick: T thought vou said
the sirike was a barbarous method.

Hon. J. CORNELL: What strike fands
did the Prime Minister subscribe to?

Hon. F. Connor: Brisbane,

Hou. J. CORNELL: Thai was not a
strike at all; it was a rebellion. The Bris-
bane fiasco was no strike. A cerfain in-
dividual said to the workmen that they
would not be allowed to wear the trades
union badge. They said they would wear
it, and he locked them ont.
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Hon. D. G. Gawler: He would not go to
arbifration. '

Hon. J. CORNELL: Under the Federal
Arbitration Aect it is not possible fo go
to arbitration in one Stale until the dis-
pute bas extended over the boundaries to
another State. They got there after all,
it is true, but therein comes the tyranny
that they exercised. It is deplorable, of
course. But the employer ean exercise
tyranny and can say, “you will wear what
I tell you to”” It might be a goatee, or it
might he that their hair should be parted
in the centre, but the employees cannot
say “no.” The men in Brisbane had a
perfeet right as citizens of the Common-
wealth fo wear their badge of office, just
as the hon. the President has to wear his.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: It was the Bris-
bane generaj strike that Mr. Fisher sub-
seribed to, not the tramway strike.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I am leading up-
to that. It was not a matter of wages or
of hours, not a maiter of abstract prin-
ciple. The manager of the company said,
“You cannot do a certain thing.”

Hen. R. J. Lynn: The ease was stated
in Victoria.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Could not Mr.
Badger have allowed the men lo wear the
badge and awaited the decision of the
court? TWhether or not the Brisbane men
acted rightly in a general strike was for
them to say.

Hon. H. P. Colebatch: You admif now
that it was a sirike,

Hon. J. CORNELL: Not on the part of
the tramway men,

Hon., H. P. Colebateh: It was a strike
that Mr. Fisher subseribed to. You said
there was o strike,

Hon. J. CORNBELL: I am coming to
that. The men were asked to cease work
by way of protest, and they did so. Now
the first thing we have to consider is the
object they were endeavouring fo achieve.
Was it worth fighting for? I am glad
to say that the Prime Minister agreed
that the principle the men were fighting
for was a good one, and he not only had
the courage to think so, but he had the
courage to say so, and the manliness,
when he had the money, to help them.
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Hon. M, L. Moss: And he refused to
gend a foree to preserve law and order.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes, and the Gov-
ernment authorities of Queensland re-
fused to give the strikers police profection
to save them from assaunlts. There ure
always two sides to a story. Ti is the
first time in the history of Australian
politics or Governments, in which we have
bad a Prime Minister or a Minister of
the Crown who had the eourage of his
eonvietions fo say there was no necessity
for sending ont a military force. Now
I ask members in their sane and ealmer
moments whether there was any necessity
for calling out the military.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Why, they pre-
vented the necessities of life being taken
to the publie hospitals.

Hon. M. 1. Moss: Unless they had a
pass.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Were the military
needed for that? The Constitution of
Queensland gives them power to make
encugh special constables to enforee their
laws. Why did not they do that?

Hon. M. 1. Moss: They did.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Why did they ask
for the troops?

Hon. M. L. Moss: Remember it was the
Premier who asked for the troops, to keep
his country in law and order.

The PRESIDENT: I must have order.
This is not in Committee and it is not fair
to a new member,

Hon. J. CORNELL: I wish to defend
the Prime Minister in the attitude he took
up. I agree with Mr. Colebatch on the
question of edueation. The Government
are to be highly commended for the atti-
tude they have adopted in regard fo sec-
ondary educatien. The greatness of any
nation caw only he mensured by the in-
telligence of the units that go to compose
it. With regard to taxation, the people
of the State should not gnibble where
public education is concerned. There is
another matter T wounld have liked to ve-
fer to, and T am sorty the Hon. Mr.
‘Sanderson has gowe. It is the question
of immigration. There is a mournfu]
wail throughont the Liberal party of Aus-
tralia that the Lahour party will not carry
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out the Liberal party’s ideas of immigra-
tion. In the course of his remarks yester-
day Mr. Moss referred to the prosperity
of Ameriea as a resutt of immigration. I
hope the same thing will never oecur with
regard to sunny Australia, and that we
shall never reach the stage that Amertea
has reached. Siatistics show that over
15 millions of people, out of a population
of 90 millions, are practically starving,
and yet immigrants are flowing into the
country every year. Then on the other
hand, we turn to Great Britain, wilth her
population of 46 millions, and what do
we find? That 20 odd millions of her
people are on the verge of starvation.

Hon. W. Patrick: Rubbish!

Hon, J. CORNELL: It is not rabbish.
I refer you to Mulhall,

Hon. W. Patrick: That is out of date.

Hon, J. CORNELL: Yon will find it
in any eminent authority.

Hon. W, Patrick: That
rubbish.

Hon. J. CORNELL: It is not. Yon
have one lot of people leaving one coun-
try on aceount of starvation and going
to another conutry to starvation. I ven-
tore to say that any Parliament which
assists persons to come from abroad with
the finances of the State while there are
athers starving in the eountry——

Hon., ¥. Counor: How are we going
to fight the Japanese?

Hon, J. CORNELL: I have yet to
learn that the Japanese have any intent
with regard to Australia.

Hon, F. Conner: You say that people
are starving in  Ameriea and Great
Britain,

Hon. J. CORNELL: There is not one
country in the world where people are not
starving, and before any Government in-
duces needy people to come to a country
like this, they should ensure that they will
be able to earn a decent livelihood and
get enough to eat. Fven where I come
from—one of the great mining centres—
you can find men who are willing to work
and who ecannol obtain employment.
These men have stomachs and they have
wives, and they need food, and, while I
am in this House, T hope that no vofe will
be recorded by me which will have the

is absolute
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etfect of bringing out needy people at the
expense of the State. 1 favour making
this a white man’s country, and a country
which will be attractive to citizens from
other paris of the world to come to. If
we make it attractive people will come
and settle here without State assistance.

Hon. F. Connor: Are not English
people our kith and kin?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes. I have no
objection to them coming herve if they
pay their way, but, as 2 tax-payer, T am
not going to bring them here while men
in our own State are hungry aed on the
labour market.

The PRESIDENT: Tf the hon. mem-
ber addresses the Chair he will not be
drawn inte conversation with other mem-
bers,

Hon. J. CORNELL: Very well. There
is a matter of railway construction. v,
Moss, in speaking lo the amendment yves-
terday. said he agreed with ihe necessity
for the construction of railwavs for the
opening up of the country, and under-
stuod that thev could be built in Western
Australia cheayer than a main road conld
be huilt in other parts of Australia, On
an interjection he admitted that he was
not a convert to the Esperance line, 1
would like to sav, with regard to the pro-
posals  eontained in the Governor’s
Speech, T do not know whether a line is
necessary or whether the resources of
that distriet justify a raillway, but I
would be willing to be guided by the
opinions of the responsible Minister who
introduces the Bill, and I will endeavour
to facilitate legislation in the matter of
railways. By the time the Esperance Bill
comes before the Honse, I hope the hon.
member will have ehanged his opinion,
and will exereise towards that line some
of the consideration that is being shown
towards other lines in other parts of the
State. In concluding, I would like to
refer to one or two remarks made by Mr.
Colebateh on the subject of workers’
homes. When the hon. member started
out I admit T misjudeed him. He led
me to understand that he believed in
them, but half-way throngh his remarks
I conelnded that he did not, He drew a
elorious picture regarding a plan issued
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with a pamphlet, and said there was no
room for the baby. There are always two
sides to a question. If the hon, member
likes to go to IKalgoorlie, he will see in
some instances that theve is no roeom for
the hushand let alone the baby. 1 say the
Workers Homes Act is a just one. Tt
is an endeavour to provide men with that
which all men and women are entitled to,
namely, a home. T believe in the lease-
liold system. To a greal extent it does
not concern me mueh. What concerns
me is that once a man gets a home, no
fault of his own and no stress of civeum-
stances should eompel him to part with
it. That is one of the reagons why I
believe in leasehold. 1 believe it is the
intention of the Government to make the
leasehold sueh that no creditor ean dis-
train upon it, I think il is ridieulous to
a degree to talk abouf there being no
room for the baby. I have been informed
that so far no special plan has been
agreed upon.

Hon. H, P, Colehateh:
Pamihlet.

Tlon. J. CORNELL: Yes, bat the hon.
member might have seen that on a patent
medicine hottle,

Hon., 1. . Colehateh: Teople who
hove children will not apply under lease-
hold.

Hon. J. CORNELL: T have one child,
and I am going te apply. I venture to
say that a three or four-ranmed house
is ample for a man and his wife and two
children,

Tt is on this

Hon, F. Connor: What! Will you
limit them to two ehildren?
Hon. J. CORNELL: Oh, no.

Hon. H. P. Colebatech: This is only n
three-roomed house.

Hon, J. CORNELL: The hon. mem-
ber's assumption seems to be that the
workers’ homes are to remain like the
constitution, and never to he improved or
added to. I venture to say that if a man
wants a house of ten rooms and is willing
{o pay for it and ean pnt up the neces-
sary security, he will be able to get it.
I will now refer to another remark made
by Mr. Colebatch—the Prime Minister’s
proposal to give bonuses to mothers, I
think that proposal is to be commended.
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T regret to a great extent that Ausiralia
is in need of Stale assislance in  Lhe
maiter of motherbood. It does not say
much for our condilions, but there is one
pleasing feature of the Federal liovern-
ment’s proposal, and it is thai there is
nothing in the nature of a siigma at-
tached to it, that the highest lady in the
land can apply for the €3, and wet it. It
is an endowment given as a right, and 1
hope also.that our own G(l\'ernmen‘t will
take into consideration this question. In
conclusion, [ wounld like to refer briefly
to ihe conveution., M. Colebatch has
made a lengthy reference to conventions
and eonstitutions by econventions. T say
that if the eonvention rireets and frames
a eonstitution, and does anything that is
not vight, will the blame be due to the
principle of the convention or the com-
ponent parls of the convention?

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: How wonld
vou elect the convention?
Hon. J. CORNELL: Tf I had wmy

way, I would elect it on the proportional
arepresentalion of the State voting as a
whole at an election. .

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: T1s fhat the Gov-
ernment proposal ¥

Hon., J. CORNELL: I ecannot say;
they have not let me into the seeret. By
«deing what T have suggested yom would
wet what proportional representation aims
at; you gel one vote, one value, and you
provide the machivery for the r&presenta-
tion of minorities. When this Bill comes
hefore the House, I hope that it will meet
with the eonsideration which it deserves.
T think the time has arrived when the
Constitution of Western Australia must of
necessity be remodelled. and to remodel
it, I take it every privilege should be given
to every individnal unit in the State. That
is the only way you can have a say in it.
Tu that Convention Bill will be contained
two planks in the fighting platform of the
Labour party. FEffective reform of the
Legislative Couneil, with a view to its ul-
timate abolition. and initiative. referen-
dum and recall. T think any hon. mem-
her who has given consideratlion to the
evolution of CGovernments in the various
countries of the world must, of necessity,
arvive at the conelusion ihat the only
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logival stage in the evolntion .of self-
government i1s the initiative, referendum,
and recall.

Hon. R. D. Mclenzie:
ready drafted?

Hon. J. CORNELL: 1 am pre-sup-
posing that it will be; I de not knaw
whether members arve awave of it, but I
am aware of this, that the people of this
State are fully alive fo the need for the
reform and remodelling of the Constitu-
tion, and the last elections in couneclion
with the Legislative Council cannot be
taken as an indieation of the true feeling
of the people.

Hon. F. Conuor; That is a poor com-
pliment to yourself.

Hon. J, CORNELL: I say 1 am not
a representative of the people of the
South Provinee; I only vepresent a eer-
tain section of them. My aim and objeet
when this Convention Bill eomes along
will be to remove that anomaly, and if I
am again returned T hope it will be as
their representative with a direet man-
date from the whole of the people in the
province. As it is, the South Provinee
contains five Labour constituencies return-
ing Labowr men, and the South Province
returned me as a Labonr man, but only a
section of the Sonth Provinee. I think
the electors of that province run into the
vieinity of 16,000 or 17,000 people, and
the roll which returned me conlains some
3,200 odd names. I may be here by neci-
dent, but whether I am here by aceident
or by design, or by the choice .of the
majority of the electors, that does not
alter my opinion, that T must represent
the whole of the people. My aim in this
House will be to review legislation in the
interests of the whole of the people, and
not from the point of view of a few. Tn
conelusion, I thank yon, Mr. President,
and the members for the hearing which
hag heen given to me. I max be a little -
raw, but I suppose as time goes on T mmy
beeome more polished, but I do say that
if T become more polished in my ntter-
ances, T hope I will never be against the
principles I have fought for. T say that
members may disagree with re, but T will

Is the BRIl al-
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at all ¢imes hit hard and ask for uo

quarter, and it will stop in this Chamber

and not go outside.

On motion by Hon. F. Connor, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned ai 3.23 p.m.

Legisiative Hssembly,
Thursday, 4th July, 1912,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m.. and vead prayers.

QUESTION—FRTIT INDUSTRY.

Mr. TURVEY asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernmenl to provide open markets in the
mefropolitan area for coping with next
season's froit supply? 2, Will ample
eolil storage aceommodafion he provided
in ecomnection with the open markets?
3. What aetion, if any, does the Govern-
went intend to take to exercise a grealer
control over the export of fruit during
next season? 1, Tn view of the Agent
General’s fuvourable rveport upon our
local timber for fruit eases. will the Min-
ister equip v small plant i eonnection
with the State sawmill, for the manu-
facture of fruair cases loeally?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1 and 2, The Government intends
to eskablish markete. and in connecetion
with these, refrizersting works will be
ererlod o replace tle present works
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-witich are included in the railway resump-

tion, 3, This matter is receiving con-
sideration., 4, The Minister concerned
will, no doubt, keep in view this outlet
for the use of timber,

MOTION — FREMANTLE COUNCIL
" ACCOUNTS.
On moiion by JMr. CARPENTER,

ordered: “That all papers in connection
with" the recent special andit of the ac-
counts of the Fremantle Municipal Coun-
¢il be laid upon the Table.”

PAPERS—PETITION OF JOHON
MAHER.

On motion by Mr. DWYER ordered:
“That all papers in connection with the
application and petition of John Maher,
contractor, for compensation in reference
to the ereetion by him of public buildings
in  Cathedral-avenue, be laid upon the
Table.”

QUESTION--FORMAL MOTIONS,

Alv. MONGER: If I am not tres-
passing, may I ask whether the motions,
notices of which I have just given, will
be treated hy the Government as formal,
and placed in sueh a position on the
Notice P'aper that they will be dealt with
speedily?

My, SPEAKER: Has the hon. member
obtnined the consenl of the Ministers
concerned to that eourse?

Mr. MONGER: T submitted these mo-
tions the other afternoon in the form of
questions and T was asked to present
them in lhe shape of motions. I now
desire to know whether they will be
treated by the Government as formal.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
mav have them treated as formal if he
obtaius the vonsent of the Ministers con-
eerned.

Mr. MONGER:
Mr. Speaker

Mr. SPEAKER: T cannot allow a dis-
cussion on the matter at this staze: T
have given the hon. member my ruling
in respect to the matter and I hope le
will he satisfied.

With all due vespeet,




