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Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at
3:30 o'clock, p.m.

PrAYERS.

QUESTION—RAILWAY ELECTRIC CUR-
RENT, COST. ,

Me. NEEDHAM asked the Minister
for Railways: 1, What is the estimated
cost per unit of electric power and light
produced at the railway works in Fre-
mantle? 2, What is the charge per unit
at which power and light are supplied to
(a) private companies, (b} the Harbour
Trust ?

Tre MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS'

replied: The figures are not yet avail-
able, but will be supplied to the hon.
member immediately the information
can be obtained.

QUESTION—RAILWAY WATER CON-
DENSER, GERALDTON.

Me. CARSON asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, What quantity of water
has been condensed by the condenser at
Geraldton for six months prior to 31st
Qctober? 2, What is theactual cost per
thousand gallons ?

Tre MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: 1, 1,453,000 gallons. 2, Cost,
based on working expenses, including
interest, depreciation, and management,
13s. 33d. per 1,000 gallons.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by M=r. Gorpox, leave of
absence for one fortnight granted to the
member for Bunbury (Mr. N. J. Moore),
on the ground of urgent private business.

LOCAL COURTS BILL.
RECOMMITTAL.

Ov motion by the MiwvisTER FOR
Justice (Hon. R. Hastie), Bill recom-
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mitted for amendment of Clauses 29, 108,
116, 127, 181, and for adding a mew
clause.

Mgz. Barm in the Chair.

Clause 29—Appearance may be in
person or by a legal practitioner:

Mz. A. J. WILSON moved an amend-

ment:

That in line 3 the words “or any person
allowed by epecial leave of the magistrate in
any case to appear instead of the party” be
struck out, and the following inserted in lien,
“duly anthorised in writing by any party to
such action.”

The object of the amendment was to
enable the party to an action to choose
the person to represent him in the Local
Court. It was a very serious departure
from the existing order of affairs, but
wasg in keeping with the democratic age
in which we wereliving. The magistrate
generally preferred to allow legal prac-
titioners to appear for parties interested
in cases; but i1t should be within the
province of the purty interested to romi-
nate his agent. The power should not
be solely vested in the magistrate. The
Local Court rules 25 and 125 referred
to “ solicitor or agent.”

Tee MINISTER FOR JUSTICE:
This was a most important amendwment,
almost revelutionary to some extent.
The present Act declared that an agent
might appear in the TLocal Court by
gpecial leave of the magistrate. Tt had
been the law for a considerable time, and
he was not aware of any greut hardship
having been inflicted. In many courts,
if not all, agents were freely allowed to
appear on behalf of persons. But the
member now proposed that agents should
appear before magistrates, whether they
were qualified solicitors or not. Having
looked into the matter he found that it
would be contrary to the Legal Prue-
titioners Act to amend the proviso in the
way proposed. It would not be wise for
agents who were not qualified and who
did not show ihat they were qualified, to
appear against the wish of the magistrate
who was trying the case. The Legal
Practitioners Act of 1903 provided that
no person other than a practitioner,
solicitor, or barrister, should appear,
except by leave of the presiding magis-
trate; and if anyone contravened that
section, such person was liable to a
penalty of £20. In every other avocation
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of life, if one wished to obtain advice of
a professional kind, one went to a man
who was qualified to give the informa-
tion ; and if any work was required to be
done, a person who had served an
apprenticeship in the class of work
required was employed. He advised the
Committee to reject the amendment.

Me. FOULEKES hoped the Committee
would consider the point apart from the
interests of the legal profession. The
member for Forrest seemed to think it
was a great privilege to allow prac-
titioners to appeatr in Local Courts; and
the reason the restriction was placed in
the Act previously was for the benefit of
magistrates and presiding officers. The
first Local Courts Act was passed many
years ago, when few practitioners were in
the State; but in those days it was found
necessary to insert a provision that
sppearance in the Local Court should be
by a legal practitioner. When laymen
conducted cases in the court, there was
tremendons waste of time owing to the
waunt of legal knowledge, and to the fact
that evidence was brought forward and
cases were mentioned not relevant to the
issve. It might be said, why should
these people not be given time to acquire
knowledge? But, on the other hand,
why should the State suffer a great loss
of time, so as to enable men to acquire
the necessarv knowledge? If persons
wished to acquire proper legal know-
ledge, they should do so outside
the court, and not at the expense of the
parties to a case or of the magistrate.
Besides the party wishing to employ this
particular agent, there were others in the
case to be considered, whose time was
valuable. In the Perth- or Fremantle
Court there might be 40 or 50 cases on
the list, and it was the duty of the magis-
trates to get through the business as
quickly as possible. Often the Tocal
Court Magistrate and Supreme Court
Judges had testified as to their indebted-
ness to the legal practitioners for assist-
ance given in the conduct of cases. Under
the Local Court rules an agent could do
everything practically except argue a
case. In many places there were no prac-
titiopers, and there the inagistrates
allowed agents to appear. But it often
happened that very unsatisfactory in-
dividuals came forward in these Local
Court cases, prepared and anxious to
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fight the case on behalf of particular
chients. Often they did not conduct their
cases creditably, simply because they had
not sufficient knowledge ; the result being
that a great deal of the time of the
court was taken up with irrelevant argu-
ment,

Me. LYNCH: The fundamental prin-
ciple aimed at was presumably to
enable parties to a suit who were not
capable of conducting their own cases to
get assistance from those who might be
willing to aid them ; and seeing that the
parties in the dispute were the best judges
of such assistance, they should be quite
untrammelled in theirchoice. The nagis-
trates as a rule had some legul training,
and manifestly in the past they had been
disinclined to allow the appesrance of
agents in any suit; sothe amendment by
the member for Forrest was quite reason-
able.

Mer. GILL: ®Since this Bill was
introduced he had heard complaints.
Three or four different personshad been to
him in reference to the matter, and they
desired some such amendment as that
proposed by the member for Forrest,
One person stated tbat be had been a
collector for business people generally,
and he found difficulty in collecting
money due, especially where the amount
was small. It was necessary sometimes
to go to a court, but owing to the expense
of engaging a solicitor business people
had to suffer in relation to accounts
not collected.

Me. FovLgEes: The magistrate in Perth
allowed an agent to appear in debt-
collecting cases.

Mg. GILL: The gentleman in question
stated that on three different ocrasions he
had asked for permission to appear as an
agent, and on each occagion had been
refused. That gentleman assured him
the general practice was to refuse, and he
could not quote one case where an agent
wag allowed to appear.

Me. Fourees: The general practice
was to give permission.

Mz. GILL believed that in regard to
the Railway Department agents were
allowed to appear, but other than that he
did not know of any case in which agents
could do so. With regard to delay, there
was not much in the argument of the
member for Claremont. He had known
several occasions on which Supreme Court
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Judges had passed very strong remarks
as to the time wasted by professional
agents in the court.

Mz. Fouirges: They passed much
more stringent remarks in relation to
others,

Mz, GILL: The amendment would, he
believed, have a good effect.

Me. RASON was beginning to have
hopes of the members of the Labour
party. He understood they were arguing
there should be absolute freedom; that
if a man wished to employ anyone to do
anything for hiin he should be at perfect
liberty to choose whom he liked. One
welcomed such an argument as that;
but he had been under the impression
that one of the tenets of the Labour
party was that before » man wasemployed
he should have served an apprenticeship.
Very serious trouble had arisen aver the
exercise of freedom of choice. Clertain
men were engaged to do certain work
which adwittedly they were capable of
doing, but it was held that the class of
work properly belouged to someone else
who had served an apprenticeship, and
therefore it was wrong, in fact positively
sinful, to employ these men to do it. It
seemed that all these doctrines were only
wise and just when they affected other
people.

Mr. A. J. WiLsor: Did not cirecum-
stances alter cases ?

Mz. RASON: Seemingly they did.
‘While certain trades and perhaps some
professions were to be protected, the legal
profession was to be open to anyone.
He had nothing to say to the contrary,
but it seemed inconsistent to argue that
in some cases we must employ only a man
who had proved his qualifications, and that
in others there should be absolute free.
dom of choice. What were the facts in
this particular- instavce? Anyone by
leave of the magistrate could appear, and
a8 o matter of fact did appear. When
bhad a magistrate refused to allow any
person to appear for another? Debt
collectors appeared without hindrance as
plaintiff's agent. Butis was found neces-
sary to protect people againat themselves.
A plausible man might add handsomely to
his income by conducting cases in the
Local Court. Some hon. members by
their eloquence might secure much
employment of this nature; and owing
to their lack of legal knowledge the
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clients would suffer. If this amendment
were passed together with that following
it on the Notice Paper, such agents
would receive the same fees as solicitors;
for the fee allowed by the magistrate
would be the fee prescribed in the Local
Court rules. If the agent won the case
he would get that fee; if he lost, he would
get what he could. The clanse as it
stood went far enough,

Me. W. NELSON: The preceding
speaker endeavoured to show that certain
Government supporters were inconsistent
because, while holding that a person
carrying on & trade onght to be protected
against one who had not served an
apprenticeship, they sought by this
amendment to pertnit a non-professional
agent to do the work of a quahfied legal
practitivner. One fundamental distine-
tion between the two cases immediately
upset the hou. member’s contention. In
the case of an ordinary trade there were
no restrictive conditions, while the legal
profession was hedged round with testric-
tions, Theaverage man, however capable,
could not enter that profession unless he
had mone¥ enough to enable him to live
for a number of years practicully without
remuneralion. If trade unions were
bedged round with similar conditions,
which would prevent the average boy from
entering them, they should be abolished.
Any boy, however poor his parents, could
enter any union. There was a profound
difference between a union which opened
its doors to ull workers and one which was
a close corporation. The amendment did
not seek to introduce any serious innova-
tion. The law now recognised the right
of an agent to be appointed, and by the
amendment the power to veto the appoint-
ment was removed from the magistrate
to the person most tutimately concerned.
True, all recognised that the agent must
be competent; but on ofcasions the: poor
litigant should have the right to select a
non-professional agent. In the long run
the amendment would not seriously affect
the practice of the legal profession. It
would provide for exceptiomal circum-
stances merely.

Tre MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: No
one had proved that the present rale did
not work well. The member for Balkatia
gave from hearsay a doubtful instande of
an agent whose appearance in court was
prevented by a magistrate. From inquiry
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he (tbe Minister) found that the usual
rule in the metropolitan area was to
allow agents to uppear regularly in debt
cases, unless the agents were ]iersona.lly
objectionable and undesirable. The
. clause was more liberal than any similar
provision elsewhere A person unable to
obtain a qualified man might employ an
amateur agent; but such appointment
must be confirmed by the magistrate.
The member for Leonora held that in
certain circumstances freedom of contract
was o glorious thing ; that a man should
have power to choose whom he Jiked to
conduct his case. But surely in the
appointment of a legal representative
there should be more safeguards than in
any other appointment; because the
ordinary litigant was seldom qualified to
appraise the abilities of persons willing
to act as his agent. Un the goldfields e
(the Minister) knew of but one agent not
allowed to appear; and tbat agent was a
man who should not have been ullowed
within- {he precincts of the court. Such
people ought not to be permitted to
1mpose themselves on ignorant litigants,
The member for Hannans gave reasons
for wanting to bring down restrictions
as regarded lawyers, saying the law
was o close corporation and that many
people did not have the opportunity of
becoming lawyers, while every person had
the opportunity of learning a trade,
There were, however, many instances of
apprentices being restricted, and instances
of boys who were not allowed to learn
trades. In fact the same restrictions
applied to all professions and trades.
Until reasons were given that the present
system did not act well, the amendment
should not be passed.

Amendment put and negatived.

Me. A.J. WILSON moved an amend.-
ment :

That the words **But no person other than
& legal practitioner shall recvive, directly or
indirectly, any fee or reward for appearing or
acting on behalf of another person in the
conurt,” bestruck out and the following inserted
in lien: ““ Any party appearing in person, or
agent duly anthorised, shall receive such fee
or reward for appearing or acting in any action
as shall be determined by the magistrate.”
The Minister aud the inember for Clare.
mont had said it was exceptional for a
perfon to be refused the right to appear
as agent in a Local Court. This empha.-
sised the necessity for compensating the
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agent for any work done by him. Fees
should not be the exclusive right of the
legal fraternity, and if an agent won a
case for his client he was entitled to
recover fees from the losing party. The
member for Claremont und the Minister
for Justice should not require & man who
had to do this onerous work, requiring so
much skill and legul acumen, to go with-
out compensation.

Mr. FOULEES: The amendment
required some alteration. The words
“or agent duly authorised” should be
omitted, and the words “or any person
so allowed by special leave of the magis-
trate” should be substituted for them.
Also the reference to fees should -be
omitted. There was no objection to the
amnendment if so ultered. A certain
legal interpretation was placed on the
word ‘*fee,” and the amendment, if un-
altered, might be in contradistinction
with the Legal Practitioners Act.

Me. HENSHAW : Some provision of
this nature should be made. By the
Arbitration Act, officers of unions were
allowed to appear in the Tocal Court to
sue for moneys owing to their unions,
and they should be entitled to receive
fees or reward for their services to enable
lost time to be made up.

Tae MINISTER agreed with the re-
marks of the member for Claremont ; but
ag that gentleman was better acquainted
with legal watters than himself, he (the
Minister} would ask the hon. member
for information on one or two matters.
At present the party losing a case was
not called upen to pay fees to an agent.
That was unfair, and the magistrate
should be enabled to taxz costs. It would
be also obviously unfair if the magistrate
could award smaller fees to the unpro-
fessional man than to the professional
person. The matter should not be
left to the discretion of the magistrate,
but the agent should be allowed to collect
the fees which would be allowed to a
lawyer. The point might have to be
d?]ailt with in the Legal Practitioners
Bill.

Mgr. FOULKES: Tbe Legal Prac-
tittoners Act was very strict in saying
that fees should not be allowed to any
person appearing on behalf of the
litigant; but there were places where no
legal practitioner was available, and no
hardship would be done by allowing
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litigants some reward. For this reason !
he had suggested an alteration to the
amendment. There was no hard and
fast rule in regard to allowing fees to ‘
legal practitioners. True, a certain scale
was prescribed ; but a certain amount of
discretion was given to the magistrate.
For instance, £2 2s. wight be allowed in
one case, whilst in another case, if the
magistrate thought it was unduly strung
out, perhaps only 5s. or 10s. 6d. might
be allowed.

Tee MINISTER: Presumably the
hon. member wished that if this pro-
vision were amended, those fees could be
charged to the other side.

Mer. A. J. WILSON accepted the
amwendment.

Paragraph struck out, and the follow-
ing ingerted in lieu ;—

Any person appearing in person, or any per-
son appearing by leave of the magistrate, shall
receive such reward for appearing or acting in
the action as shall be determined by the
magistrate.

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clanse 108—Appeal to the Supreme
Court :

Me A J WILSON: Would the
clause entitle an agent, by leave of the
magistrate, to appeal ?

Tree MINISTER: Not necessarily so
in the Supreme Court. Parties would
have the right of appeal from the Local
Court to the Supreme Court; but the
moment the appeal was before the
judicial bench, the parties were entirely
under the Supreme Court rules, and counld
not by any amendment in the TLocal
Courts Act alter the law of the Supreme
Court. -

Mz. A. J. WILSON had intended to
move an amendment, that after * appeal,”
in Yipe 80, the words *“in person” be
inserted. We conferred the right on a
party to appear in person before the
Local Court, and it would be a hardship
if a person could not defend his own
case in the Supreme Court. He ought
at least to be entitled to do so.

Tue MINISTER wished the question
to be discussed whetber in all cases a
person might appear without any legal
practitioner in the Supreme Court. |
Obviously any amendment of this Act
would not affect the practice in the
Supreme Court; but this clause enabled l
either the plaintiff or the defendant to
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appeal. . Of course one could appear in
person and give the necessary notice. If
the words suggested were added, the
amendment would prevent any agent or
practitioner from appearing for a party.
Me. A. J. Wicson: That could be
overcome by inserting additional words.
Mr. J. C. G. FOULKES: Thissimply
set out the cases in which a litigant could
appeal to the Supreme Court. A litigant
could only appeal to the Supreme Courtin
a certain class of cases; and in any other
instance he had to apply to the court for
leave. This clause £15 not deal with the
question of who had the right of appeal
Our Judges now had a tremendous lot of
work to do, and if we were going to
create fresh work by allowing inex-
perienced people to appeal in the
Supreme Court, we should have to
double the number of Judges. The
country could not afford to do it. He
admitted that the fees in this country"
and in all English-speaking dominions
were much higher than those in foreign
lands. In Italy, France, and Germany
one could get legal practitioners to work
for very small sums. People there
could get a lawyer to do work for a
guivea or two guineas which in Enpgligh-
apeaking countries would cost perhaps
twenty guineas or thirty guineas. All
English.speaking people tried togeta good
romuneration fortheir work. That applied
not only to legal practitioners but to all
ranks of life. He had heard Tabour
members speak with great unction and
sutisfaction as to how far superior they
were in that respect to foreigners, and
tbey bewailed the fact that foreigners
would for 10d. or 11d. a day do work for
which the Britisher wanted 8s. As to
poor men appearing in the Supreme
Court, there were not very many cases of
that kind. Unless they had a curious
disposition they were not in a hurry to
gn to the courts of law. The more a man
could keep out of litigation the betier it
was for um. Asa rule it was not the
client who got the benefit. [MemBER:
Lawyers.] Yes. That was why he was
anxions we should nol encourage people
‘We had already some very
experienced lay practitioners in this State
whose names were household words, and
who were well known to the Minister for
Justice. The Judges had suffered a
great deal, and had lost much time in
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baving to listen to various applications
made by those people. None of us should
wish to add to tbat. We had better
leave the clause as it stood.

Mz. A. J. WILSON: The question
was more serious than he first thought.
One of the tenets of a British court of
justice was that a litigant should be able
to appear in court and conduct his own
case, 1f not in a position to pay the very
high fees which were necessary in the
conduct of a case by solicitors and
barristers before the Supreme Court.
This point might be discussed in dealing
with the Legal Practitioners Bill; for we
ought to give parties the right to appear
m person if they so desired in defence of
any privilege or right claimed.

Clause passed as printed.

Clause 116—Rule or order substituted
for a writ of mandamus:

Me. A J. WILSON: A party to a

" Local Court suit might desire a writ of
mandamus, aud if he could not personally
or by his agent apply for this to the
SBupreme Court or to & Judge, hardship
would be inflicted.

Me. Fourkes: The law was that no
agent other than a legal practitioner could
appear in the Supreme Court.

Tre MINISTER: We could pot in
this Bill amend the Supreme Court Act.

Clause put and passed,

Clause 127— Bailiff may seize goods:

Teg MINISTER: 'The clause as
drafted protected from seizure goods not
exceeding £5 in value. The Committee
were previously unanimous that the sum
should exceed £10; and the clause was
postponed with a view to extending the
protection without increasing it under
any particular head. The goods men-
tioned were wearing apparel, bedding,
and tools or implements of trade. He
moved an amendment that the proviso be
struck out and the following inserted in
lien : —

Provided that the following goods shaill be
protected from seizure:—(a.) Wearing apparel
of such peraon to the value of five pounds, and
of his wife to the value of five pounds, and of
his family to the value of two pounds for each
member thereof dependent on him. Bedding
to the value of five pounds, and an additional
enm of one pound for each member of his
family dependent on him. Implements of
trade to the value of five pounds.

The priecipal object in specifying the

goods was to discourage anyone from
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spending his credifors’ money on too
many articles of the same kind. If he
did this, the amendment would not
exempt all such articles. A single man
might have an exemption for wearing
apparel up to £5, bedding £5, tools of
trade £5, or £15 in all—a liberal allow-
ance. A man with a wife and family of
four would be exempted up to £35 in all.
This exemption was probably more liberal
than that obtaining 1n any other country ;
certainly far more liberal than in England
or Scotland.

Mzr. RASON: The mazimum exemp-
tion for a man with a wife and family of
four would be £32 not £35. Unques-
tionably the amendment was sufficiently
liberal ; so liberal as to defeat its object.
If it passed, a workman would find it
difticult to obtain any credit, and certainly
very difficult to rent a house unless the
rent was puid beforehand.

Mz, A. J. Witson: Did the clause
apply to distraint for rent?

M=z. RASON: It applied to any Local
Court action. What credit could a man
obtain if £33 worth of wearing apparel
and implements of trade were exempted
from seizure? A man could reserve from
seizure clothing to the value of £5. His
clothing being second.hand, the whole of
it would be exempted. All hon. members,
with the exception of the Colonial Secre-
tary (Hon, G. Taylor), would by this pro-
vision have their wardrobes entirely
protected from seizure. It was desirable
that a man, however poor, should retain
the absolutely necessary tools by which
he earned his living, and a reasonable
quantity of bedding and clothing. But
if we attempted to reserve more, we
ghould injure instead of benefiting the
debtor ; for we should make it impossible
for a man out of work to obtain for
necessaries the little credit which was
essential unless he was to sacrifice the
very fools we wished to protect. The
amendment. should be approached with
caution, for in the desire to be kind we
should take care we were not doing an
injustice.

Me. NEEDHAM: The Minister had
erred on the side of liberality. It might
be wise to reduce the aggregate amount
for wearing apparel, and bedding and
exempt altogether tools of trade. To
take away the tools of trade of an

| jn@ividua,l would prevent him from esrn-
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ing an honest livelihood or from extri-
cating himself from any difficulty he
might be in. We should not take away
from any person his tools of trade, or
from any woman a sewing machine.
Anything by which a man or a woman
earned a livelthood and supported those
dependent upon them should be called
“ implements of trade.”

Mr. FRANK WILSON: The amend.
ment appeared to be unworkable, and not
exactly clear in its meaning. It said
“bedding to the value of £5, and an
additional £1 for every wiember of his
family.” Did that mean that a man
could keep a sovereign in his pocket for
each member of his family ?

Ter Mivisrer: To the value of £1.

Mzr. FRANK WILSON: The clause
should be made to read that wearing
apparel, bedding, and implements of
trade to the valee of so much should be
exempt. Every one desired that a man
should bave hedding and clothing and
tools of trade; but why not put the whole
lot together and say wearing apparel,
bedding, and tools of trade to the value
of £20,

Tae MINISTER FOR JUSTICE:
The clause would be more simple if the
whole lot were put together, but in
practice it would be much better to
specify the value of the various things.
Everyone wished to do what was fair;
but we must ascertain what was fair. If
£20 was a fair thing for a single man,
then it was not fair for a man with a
wife and perhaps two or three children.
In some cases an exemption of £20 was
too much for a single man.

Me. GrEGorY: How were the goods
to be valued ?

Tre MINISTER: The bailiff wust
make a valvation.

Mgz. Rason: Keep tools of trade dis-
tinet from bedding and wearing apparel.

Tae MINISTER: That would simplify
mutters but there was always a danger
that we might be going too far. It was
with a desire to prevent people from de-
feating their creditors that he had speci-
fied the various articles.

Mg, F. F. WILSON : Implements of
trade should Le exempt altogether from
seizure. A tradesman’s kit might be
worth £20 or £30, and the kit would be
no good if ‘broken. If implements of
trade were exempt only to the value of

[17 Novesser, 1904.]

Recommittal. 1308
£5, then one-half or three-quarters of the
kit might be seized, and the rest would
be no good to the owner. He moved—

That the words “to the value of £5” bhe
struck out.

Mr. SCADDAN: When this matter
was before the Committes previously he
thought that wearing apparel and tools
of trade should be exempt; but some
persons might have a considerable amount
of weaniug apparel, therefore we should
gtate the amount. Also as to jnple-
ments of trade and bedding we should be
careful. Some contractors had imple-
ments of trade to the value of £400 or
£500. In wany cases it was a con.
tractor’s only estate, and it would be
absurd to exempt these implements ; but
tools of trade would be a very different
matter. * Implements” should be struck
out and “* tools of trade” inserted iu lieu.
Wearing apparel and bedding might be
axempt to the value of £20, and tools of
trade to the value of £5, making a fotal
of £25.

Me. GREGORY supported the new
subclause as printed. The Minister had
tried to meet the wishes of members, but
one would like the clause to state clearly
who was to value the goods. The valua-
tion must be carried out by the official
bailif of the court. He objected to
allowing wearing apparel to be free from
seizure. A man mght go to a tailor and
purchase £50 worth of clothing and
refuse to pay : in such a case it would be
only just that this clothing should be
seized. Tt would not be right for the
bedding of poor people to be seized for
debt, but when one came to the question
of implements of trade he could not
agree with the member for North Perth,
for a contractor might get into debt
having scaffolding worth perhaps £1,000,
and to say such implements were exempt
from seizure would be wrong. The
implements of a farmer might also be
very valuable; a farmer might have a
reaper and binder. We were justified in
placing a value on the tools of trade to-
be exempt. The implements of a cabinet-
maker were expensive, and a printer
might have a linotype machine, which
would be a tool of trade. 'We should be
doing wrong if we departed from the
wording of the clause.

Mg. BOLTON hoped the amendment
would not be accepted, as there was
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danger in it. For iostance, a railway
contractor might use one locomotive or
half-a.dozen as *implements of trade”
in the construction of a railway, and the
value of these assets might run up to
£18,000. Indeed a debtor of this kind
might go ou piling up locomotives in a
long string, and all mlght be protected
as implements of trade,” being “ imple-
ments” of his particular trade as o builder
of railways. The words  tools of trade”
would be safer than ‘“implements of
trade.”

Mr. NEEDHAM : The words " imple-
ments of trade” wmight rewain in the
clause, and *“ tools of trade” be exempted
for the purpose of exempting tradesmen’s
Ints, dressmakess’ sewing machines, and
such articles.

Mz, A. J. WILSON: A tradesman
might bave a certain class of tools, and
these could be exempted; but to lhmit
the value to £5 would be useless to him
when his necessary tools were of much
greater value. The amount of exemption
might be limited, and the owner could
have the choice of saying whether the
exemption should apply to £20 worth of
bedding or £20 worth of tools.

Mge. LYNCH preferred the motion as
printed. A limit of £5 for tools of trade
wag ingufficient for some classes of tools,
To meet the case of a cabinetmaker,
whose tools were valuable, it might be
well to insert the words *“or such other
sum as Will represent the value of such
implements continually employed in the
manunal labour of the judgment debtor.”

Tae MINISTER was sceptical as to
the definition of tools and implements of
trade. The definition given in the
Century Dictionary did not agree with
views stated by several hon. members.
We could not allow an exemption for
“toolg of trade” to an unlimited value,
without allowing an sxemption for
* implements of trade.”

Me. WATTS supported the clause as
.printed. As to exempting implements of
trade, such as typewriters and other
expensive articlos, a debtor might be
using & motor wagon as a carrier on
roads, and this might be his only means
of livelihood and be worth hundreds of
pounds. Thesame might be said of many
other valuable “implements™ used for
earning & livelihood.
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Tre MINISTER asked members to
agsent to the amendment he had moved,
as some amendment of the clause was
necessary ; and he would farther consider
the subject in the light of the remarks
made by membera.

Amendment passed, and the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clause 131-—Power to commit:

Mg. A. J. WILSON moved an amend-
ment, that the following be added as a
subelanse :—

Provided that the provisions in this section

may be exempted by the magistrate in the
case of any person upon whose means there is
dependent a son or daughter below the age of
ten years, or a father or mother over the age
of 656 years, or any person permanently in-
capacited by physical infirmity from earning a
livelihood.
If the circumstances were such that the
debtor was reasonably unable to pay the
amount of debt, he should not be com-
witted to prison; the persons dependent
ou him bemng thereby placed in an unfor-
tunate position,

M=r. FOULKES appreciated the good
intention of the subclause; but the Local
Court practice in judgment summons
cases was for the magistrate to examine
the defendant as to his means, and as to
his family and the ages of his children,
to ascertain if the defendant conld pay
the debt. The magistrate always took
into consideration the facts, and calcu-
Jated the wmount of money that would
sustain the debtor and all dependent on
him, before making any order for pay-
ment. The amendment would limit the
already liberal provisions in the clause,
and would prevent the magistrate having
liberal powers in this respect. Charles
Dickens was responsible for the abolition
of imprisonment for nonpayment of debts;
and since that novelist's time, British
laws had become more liberal, it being
now clearly laid down throughout legal
procedure that a person was not impri-
soned for nonpayment of debt, but for
refusing to pay when possessing means to
pay. The amendment sbould be dropped,
because it limited the wise provmons
contained in the clause.

Meu. A.J. WILSON, afier the expres-
sion of opinion from the one learned
member of the House, would not press
the amendment.

Amendment w:thd_mwn_.
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New Clause—Deputy Magistrate :
Tee MINISTER moved that the fol-
lowing be ivserted as Clause 12:—

In the case of the illness or absence of &
magistrate, or if & magistrate is interested in
an action or matter pending ina court as-
signed to him, another magistrate, or any
police or resident magistrate, or any justice of
the peace may, at the request of the first-
mentioned magistrate or of the Minister, sit
for the first-mentioned magiztrate, and may
exercise sll the powers and perform all the
duties which that magistrate might have
exercised or performed. Whenever such re-
quest sball be made by s magistrate he shall
immediately report the matter to the Minister,
and shall state the reason of the rquest, the
name of the magistrate sitting for him, and
such other particulars as may be prescribed.

The Bill originally gave the magistrate
power to appoint a deputy magistrate,
but the select committee advised an
amendment giving the Minister the
power. Members, however, thought it
best to give the power to the magistrate,
according to the clavse as printed; but
after discussion, the clause was put and
accidentally struck out. It was neces-
sary to replace it in the Bill.

Mz. Burees: The wording was not
exactly the same.

Tre MINISTER: The only altera-
tions from the obvious intention of the
House were to give power to the Minister
to make an appointment in the event of
the magistrate being incapacitated, and
to provide that should a wagistrate
appoint a deputy to do his work he
ghould immediately report the circum-
stances to the Minister.

Mz KEYSER.: As one who opposed
the recommendation of the select com-
mittee previously, he accepted the word-
ing of the clause as now brought down
by the Minister.

Question passed and the clause added
to the Bill.

Bill reported with farther amend-
ments.

MUNIUIPAL INSTITUTIONS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

RECOMMITTAL.

Tae PREMIER: When the Bill was
in Commitiee, some slight amendments
to the Schedule had not been moved at
the proper time. He now moved that
the Bill be recommitted for amendment
to the Schedule.
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Bill recommitted ; Mr. Bata in the
Chbair, the Hox. W.C. Anowin (honorary
Minister) in charge of the Bill

Schedule (paragraphs to amend sec-
tiony in the Act) :

Mk. F. F. WILSON moved an amend-

ment:

In amendment of Section 26 insert at begin-
ning the following words:—*In Subsection
(z) the words ‘including a majority of the
persons on any municipal roll in respect of
land in any portion of sny municipality, roads
board, or other corporation proposed to be in-
cluded in such municipality,” are struck out.”

The reason for the amendment was that
the Bayswater Roads Moard was apply-
ing for permission to have the roads
district declared a municipality; but
under the Act it was necessary for a
majority of ratepayers on the roll to sign
a petition. In the particular district
there were only 330 resident ratepayers,
about 1,000 others being non-resident.
As the 1,000 non-resident ratepayers
were living in all parts of the world, it
would be impossible to get their signa.
tures for the purpose of having the
prayer of the petition granted. There-
fore he proposed to strike out the words
referred to; so that if 50 bona fide resi-
dents signed a petition, this would be
sufficient to have a roads district pro-
claimed a municipality. People who
would bhe against this proposal were
amply protected by Section 28 of the
exigting Act, which set out that if within
one month after the publication of any
petition a counter petition signed by an
equal or larger number of persons quali-
fied to sign was presented, ne proclama-
tion should be made on the original
petition.  So that if 50 persons signed a
petition asking for a certain district to be
proclaimed a municipality and 51 other
petitioners were dissatistied, the latter
would counteract the original petition.
Tre PREMIER di@ not see any ob-
jection to the proposal, because in pany
districts in the State the subsection pro-
posed to be amended was practically un-
workable, owing to the very large number
of absentee ratepayers whose names were
on the roll. Some of these absentee
ratepayers were, as stated, on the
other side of the globe, and some were
in the Eastern States. Therefore if their
signatures were obtainable one way or
the other, those people were mot very
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competent to express an opinion on the
subject. The following sections of the
Act provided every protection. It was
necessary that a petition received should
be published four times in the Govern.
ment Gazelle, and the date of the last
publicalion was held to be the date of
publication; so that a term of two
months was given. We had provided by
an amendment in the Bill that a copy of
every petition should within 14 days be
presented to the council or board of
every wmunicipality or district to be
affected by the exercise of the power. So
there was thorough protectivn against
any hasty action on the part of the Gov-
ernor regarding any !i»etition that might
be objected to. Full opportunity for
objection was given. Uuder these cir-
cumstances he thought the Committee
nead not be afraid to accept the suggested
amendment.

Mr. FOULKES: We had a Roads
Act passed two years ago, under which
u certain number of ratepayers—he for-
got how many, but a large nuinber—
could petition the Governor for a part
or the whole of a roads board district to
become a wmunicipality, or for part of a
distriet to be tacked oun to an adjoining
munieipality. The Act provided that an
officer should be sent down to inguire
fully into the merits of tbe application
to see whether such roads board district
should be converted into a municipality
or not. He suggested that the Premier
should defer this matter until he had
considered the Roads Act.

Mer. RASON: It did not follow that
a petition presented would necessarily be
granted. He did not think there was
any great objection to the amendment.

Tae PREMIER: If there was any
conflict as to legislation, it was between
the Boads Actand the Municipalities Act
as they existed at the present time. The
provisions of the Roads Act gave power to
the Governor-in-Council to act indepen-
dently of a petition in the first instance.
Where the ratepayers required on their
own initiative to induce the Governor-in-
Council to act, they bad to prepare a
petition, That could nut be submitted
unless signed by a majority of persons
whose names were on the roll. This
amendment was merely to give power to
less than a majority of the ratepayers to

petition. The Governor might be con- .
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vinced by representations other than those
of the petitioners. A roads board might
convince him that there was need for a
change in its constitution, for the sever-
ance of a portion of its district, or for
making it a muniecipality. This could
be done under the Roads Act. The
amendment was unobjectionable.

Mr. FOULEKES: We ghould be
careful not to pass any provision in con-
flict with the Roads Act. After inquiry,
ke would take farther action if necessary.

Amendment passed.

Paragraph — Amendment of Section
167 (hawking) :

Mgz, H BROWN moved an amend-
went :

That the following be added to Subsection

28: “and prohibiting such hawking in pro-
scribed streets and public places within a
municipality.”
The amendment would protect from the
unfair competition of hawkers the large
ratepayer and the shopkeeper who paid
heavy rents. Neither in Perth nor in
Kalgoorlie was it considered fair that
shopkeepers should have to compete with
hawkers who stood outside shops and
sold the sort of goods sold within. No
municipality wished to drive hawkers out
of the town, but merely to prescribe a
centre—say in Perth from Wellington
Street to the Terrace and from Barrack
Btreet to William Street —in which
bawking should be prohibited. None
wished to interfere with the legitimate
hawker who went from door to door, but
solely with him who blocked the thorough-
fare. As Perthgrew, this knd of hawk.
ing, if not checked, would greatly in-
crease,

Tee PREMIER accepted the amend-
ment. Though he was fully desirous of
giving opportunities of earning a liveli-
hood to hawkers, the term * hawker”
wag not correct whep applied to a man
who simply stationed his cart in a par-
ticular thoroughfare and allowed the
public to seek him there, Unquestion-
ably this practice often interfered with
traffic in busy streets, and likewise in a
degree with the ordinary shopkeeper.
The amendment, if wisely administered
by the municipality, would encourage the
hawker to render the public a service by
hawking his goods, instead of forcing the
publie to seek him whenever they wish
to buy. :
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Me. F. F. WILSON opposed the
amendment. The hawkers supplied the
public with wholesome and cheap fruit
almost direct from the grower. The
by-lawe compelled them to keep moving;
they paid 10s. a wonth for the right to
hawk fruit. If hawkers were driven out
of the centres of large towns, the price of
fruit would increase in these centres, and
the hawkers would compete with subuor-
ban shopkeepers. Persons desiring the
finest fruit could get it from shopkeepeis
who paid high rents. T'o prohibit bawkers
was merely catering for landlords, in
whose interest the amwendment was
drafted. An increase in business dune
by shapkeepers would mean increased
rents.  Some time ago u similar agitation
started in Melbourne, and the Chief
Secretary, Mr. Trenwith, after inquiry
refused to allow the city council to
prohibit fruit bawking. Vendors com-
pelled to keep moving were legitimate
hawkers.

Me. DIAMOND supported the amend-
ment. A legitimate hawker was in many
ways a public benefactor; but a hawker
was uot legitimate who stood in a public
street and, while obstructing the traffic,
became virtually a shopkeeper. There
was no intention to prevent a hawker
from canvassing from door to door in
residential portions of a town. A
“hawker” meant a pedlar; a man who
went from house to house trying to sell
his goods. Him we should encourage;
but the vendor who had to be sought in
the streets was not a legitimate hawker.

At 6:30, the CHATRMAN left the Chair.
At 7-30, Chair resumed.

Me. RASON : Under the existing Act,
municipalities had power to regulate the
hawking of fruit, fish, poultry, vegetables,
and articles of merchandise; so that
councils could enforce such regulations
as to make bawking prohibitive if they
chose to do so. We were told by the
wmember for North Perth that the hawk-
ing of fruit was the only means of securing
tothe purchaser an opportunity of getting
good, wholesome fruit direct from the
grower. He accepted that statement, but
should never have guessed it if he had
not been told so. In crowded thorough-
fares it was absolutely necessary that
there should be some check on hawkers
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who allowed their barrows to remain in
one place.

Mr. HARDWICK (East Perth): At
the last Municipal Conference this pro-
posal was carried by an overwhelming
majority, when it was pointed out that it
was ooly a permissive clause giving the
municipalities the necessary powers. We
were told it was within the power
of municipalities at present to regulate
hawking, but he was doubtful on that
point except it were by putting on a pro-
hibitive license fee. If there was any-
thing very wrong about hawking it would
soon rectify itself, for the wajority of
ratepayers would put the matter right
through the ballot-box. We knew that
hawking did impede the traffic in busy
thoroughfares, and we knew that many
men following this cecupation were not
ratepayers; ina great number of instances
they were foreighers. No harm would
be doue by giving the local authorities
power to regulate this evil.

Dze. ELLIS: The amendment wight
be accepted. If we were throwing the
responsibility on municipalities, they
should have the fullest opportunity to
regulate hawking in nccordance with
the wishes of ratepayers. Councillors
were elected annually, and if any improper
use was made of the provision the coun-
cillors would noi be re-elected. Coun-
cillors should have the right to regulate
traffic and prevent hawking so that it
would not impede traffic. As to hawkers,
taking goods to the dvors of rosidents,
that should be allowed to go on. He
objected to in any way interfering with
municipalities so that they could mnot
attend to their own affairs.

Me. A J. WILSON opposed the
amendment, as he did not think the
Committee were justified in taking away
from hawkers the right that existed at

regent, for them to make an honest
iving. It would be damgerous to place
in the hands of municipalities a permis-
sive clause such as this. The under-
lying principle of the provision was not
to prevent any impediment of the traffic
by hawking, so much as to protect the
interest of people who carried on business
in certain portions of a municipality.
‘While business people were entitled to
some consideration, we should not forget
that a particular stand for which business
people paid high rents was not of their
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own wmaking; it was the creation of the
public accentuated by the heavy traffic
that took place in any particular locality.
He had watched the hawking in Perth,
and be had not yet seen hawking going
on in Hay Street; but in Barrack Street,
Wellington Street, and William Street
where hawking went on it did not inter-
fere with the traffic, although it might
interfere with the trade of the shop-
keepers, who should be open to the
ordinary competition.

Mz. Gorpon: People would not be
allowed to sell drapery in the streets,

Mz. A. J. WILSON: There was not a
great deal of competition in that par-
ticalar business. Hawkers did their best
to eke out an honest existence; they did
not make fortunes, and in those circums.
stances he did not think they should be
bampered. There might be some restrie-
tions placed on hawking in narrow
thoroughfares like Hay Street; but an
vudue advantage might be taken of a
provision like this to drive hawkers with
barrows entirely out of the city, aund he
protested against the proposal to rob these
men of the means of earning a living.

Mx. TROY: It would be very inad-
visable to grant any council power soch
ag the amendment proposed. The
people who hawked were generally poor
people who were trying to earn a living,
and they were generally to be found m
Barrack Street, Wiliam Street, and
Wellington Street. Moreover, these per-
sons were of gome advantage to the poor
people, for they regulated prices and sold
fruit at a moch cheaper rate than people
could buy it in the shops. A ring existed,
and it was impossible to buy fruit cheaper
at one shop than another. A vast
majority of people who owned fruit-shops
in Perth were foreigners, whereas the vast
majority of those hawking fruit in the
street were people of our own nationality.
The leader of the Opposition would
always be found supporting people whose
interests were identical with his own, at
the expense of weaker persons. That
hadialways been the hon. member's policy.

MEe. Rasox: The hon. member knew
nothing about it.

Mz. TROY: That was o side-issue,
and he did not intend to follow it. There
was no mnecessity to give this power.
People hawking fruit or any other article
in Perth had not proved a nuisance, and
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when they had it would be time for the
council to take action in the matter.

Me. Harpwick : They had proved a
nujsance.

Me. TROY : These people would never
be found in Hay Street, because the traffic
was too great for them.

Mz. Gorpon: Because people would
not buy fruit from them.

Mz. TROY: If that were so, he could
hardly follow the arguwent that these
people were taking a certuin amount of
trade away from shopkeepers. The
poorer clasg of people generally bought
fruit from hawkers. If we guve this
power, we should be doing an injustice
to them, and to the hawkers also. He
hoped members of the Labour party would
vote solidly against the proposal.

Mr. GORDON : The member for For-
rest said that if the amendment were
carried, it would to a great extent hamper
a man in ekeing out an existence. These
hawkers were in Barrack Street and
Wellington Street. Four days out of
the week these men did nothing, and
then they bought fruit aud stood in
front of fruit shops for which bigh rents
had to be paid. We had never seen a
fruit hawker with a band-barrow outside
Wellington Street or Barrack Street,

Mz. A. J. Wizaon: Yes; he had, four
days a week.

BMr, GORDON pever had. If these
hawkers took the fruit out into the
suburbs as well as into the ecity in the
tnain streets, there would be some reason
to object to the amendment, but they
remained idle, as he had said, for four
days a week, and generally on the Friday
they bought- a cheap line, which they
brought in on Saturday, and they stood
outside the wain shops and sold thisg
fruit, making enough money to last them
for the rest of the week. They might be
gathering bottles or something in the
same cart the first four days. He did
not think they did much.

Me. NELSON: We should bear in
mind that a very large number of people
had uo means of earning a livelibood
besides hawking.

M=e. Goepox: There were not four
hawkers in Perth.

Me. NELSON: Yes. ' Only the other
day be saw a woman hawking. He had
a sympathy with the poor hawker. Con-
sidering the cowparatively smell amount
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of salary this country could afford to pay
members of Parliament, it was quite
possible that he might have to try to eke
out a livelihood by going a little hawking
himself. He hoped the proposal would be
negatived. He believed the shopkeeper
had already a great many advantages. A
person carrying on business in s shop had
a perfect right to every consideration, and
we should protect him from any unfair
competition if it were possible without
oterfering with the justrights of others;
but we should remember that even the
shoplkeeper was at the mercy of the land-
lord. If through the introduction of
hawkers the businesses in which certain
men were en d became less remunera-
tive, the result in the long run would be
that rents would fall, and it would be
the landlord and not the shopkeepers
who would ultimately lose. Sometimes
a hawker was also a shopkeeper, who
could afford a little shop it might be in
a back street, and who tried to supple-
ment his efforts in that direction by
supplying the wants of the poorer class
of people who could not afford to buy in
the ordinary way. He (Mr. Nelson) had
no sympathy with any attempt to place
undue restrictions in the direction of
})reventing honest men from earning a
ivelihood. Some of the great American
millionaires began originally by hauwking.
When he was in England a large number
of people used to cry out against hawkers,
and the cry generally came from the
wealthier shopkeepers. The law in Eng-
land protected hawkers, and recognised
their busimess as an honest one for the
benefit of the poorer people.
Mgz. Rasow: The law in England waa
exactly as that proposed under this Bill,
Hon. W.C. ANGWIN hoped the Com-
mittee would pass the amendwent, which
would not interfere with anyone doing the
legitimate trade of bawking. It would
not interfere with a budy of bawkers
currying on their trade in proper streets.
The member for Hannans spoke about
hawking being an honest occupation.
There was not much honesty in hawking iv
the centre of a principal street where shop-
Leepers were paying to a very large extent
the revenue which maintained the streets,
and also paid high rents. The proposal
would not drive hawkers into the suburbs
to the detriment of the shopkeepers there.

The Bill was drafted for the whole State; | was to be made.

[17 NovexsEs, 1904.]

Recommittal. 1309

therefore any power given by it which
could be used in the city of Perth could
be used in any other town throughout the
State. ‘I'nis power was not given to
munieipal councils, but to the people who
elected them, and who clected the mem-
bers of this House. If anything was
done detrimental to the interests of the
municipality, the people would put that
system right through the usual annual
elections. He was only sorry that more
of our members had not had a little
municipal experience, for then they would
have dealt with this question in a far
different manner. At Bunbury the last
municipal conference carried by a large
majority a similar provision, inadvertently
omitted from the minutes, The thanks
of all municipalities were due to the
mover of the amendment (Mr. H. Brown).
None objected to hawking, but to men
who, in erowded thoroughfares, sold fruit
much of which ought to be condemned.
Me. KEYSER opposed the amend.-
ment. The existing law gave ample
power to regulate and control hawking.
Where was the unfair competition¥ If
certain persons were entitled to hawk
fruit and certain shopkeepers thoughbt
themselves aggrieved, let the shopkeepers
employ men to hawk in competition with
the existing hawkers, Hawkers' fruit
was not cheaper than the shopkeepers'.
Becanse a man rented o shop, was he
entitled to a monopoly, and to prohibit
the hawking of the class of goods he
sold 7 Such a contention by an hon-
orary Minister was surprising. By the
existing Act hawking could be greatly
restricted. Pass the amendment, and it
would be prohibited. Municipal coun-
cillors were almost invariably propertied
men, who would serve their own interests
by prescribing every street and every
public plice, so that hawking might be
abolished. To insinuate, as did the mem-
ber for Canning (Mr. Gordon), that the
hawker frequented the principal streets
only for two days in the week and stayed
at home for four days, was ridiculous.
The hon. member said the men usually
engaged in fruit-bawking were Germans
and Italiavs, who worked for low wages
and sold poor fruit. On the contrary,
the bawkers hawked because it paid
them ; they worked six days a week, and
passed through every street where money
They were unobjection.
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able, provided they complied with the
municipal regulations.

Tee PREMIER: Members must un-
derstand the effect of the proposal. The
original awendment as tabled might
have had the effect of prohibiting hawk-
ing; but as altered, it would give the
councils power merely to regulate hawk-
ing. Some time ago many councils
thought they had that power ; but when
they attempted to use it they found it
was merely nominal. Of what use was a
municipal authority without control of
our public streets ? Again, if we were to
have hawking—and we ought to have
it—Ilet us have gennine hawkers going to
the people, instead of forcing the people
to go to them. Of what use were
bawkers in the very locality where shops
existed for the sale of the goods the
hawker sold? The barrow of such a
hawker became an outdoor shop; and
the public convenience was ignored. If
the hawkers were to serve a useful pur-
pose, let them take their wares to the
bhouses of the people, as was always
intended. Though that would entail
more labour than would standing still in
a busy thoroughfare, the men wonld
be amply remunerated. Members said
suburban strects might be proscribed.
True, there was no limit to the powers of
a council; but a council, like Parliament,
was amenable to public opinion. A
council was surrounded by the people
whom it served. 1f a section of the people
thought the council bad taken a false step,
that opinion was forced on the attention
of councillors; in fact, these were some-
times too ready to bow to public opinion
rather than to flout it. Neither in Perth
nor in any other municipality did the
ghop-owning classes control the council.
The householders enormously out-
numbered the shopkeepers; the house-
holders, notthe property owners, exercised
control; therctore the opinion which
would sway the council would be that of
the great body of householders, whose
convenience was either served by the
manner in which hawking was conducted,
or injuriously affected by its prohibition,
Not without full consideration had he
agreed to support the amendment; and
he supported it because it would conduce
to the convenience of householders.

Mer. LYNCH : The power sought by
the amendment was for prohibition pure

[ASSEMBLY.]

Recommitial.

and simple in the centres of towns. He
opposed the amendment as much in the
interests of suburban shopkeepers and
landowners as in the intereats of hawkers.
One of the aucient conditions of hawking
in the old country as well as in this was
that a crowd should be in evidence.
Hawkers plied their calling where crowds
were to be found; and this essential
condition of hawking should not be
abolished. The logical consequence of
the amendment would be not only to
prohibit these hawkers, but to increase
the value of property in the busy
thoroughfares of cities, leading to an
increase in rents. Therefore the advant-
age of the amendment would ultimately
go to the landowner. Hawkers were a
deserving body of people who had no say
in municipal government. They reduced
the price of fruit to a reasonable standard,
and hawking provided a means of employ-
ment for a number of people who counld
not take other emnployment needing robust
men,

Me. SCADDAN supported the amend-
ment. Its object was to prevent hand-
barrows being put in front of big shops
in main streets on Satorday nights, but
the amendment did not go far enough,
On the goldfields especially there were
numerous complaints against hawkers,
who were wostly foreigners and a menace
to the State, and who should not be
encouraged; and by the amendment a
blow vould be dealt them on this cceasion.
It was ridiculous to talk of the amend-
ment taking away the livelihood from
legitimate hawkers. There was no vbjec-
tion to legitimate hawkers hawking wares
through municipalities ; but the majority
of them were Greeks and Italians.

Me. F. F. Winson: What about the
nationality of the shopkeepers ?

Mz. SCADDAN : That did oot eater
into the question. He always ascertained
the nationality of the shopkeeper Lefore
making purchases, and other persons
should follow his example. Hawkers
were o menace to the tailoring trade,
because people hawked piece goods about
at ridiculous rates; and persons bought
the goods, got them made up elsewhere,
and called themselves protectionists.
Until a municipality went beyond pre-
venting hand-batrrows being put in front
of shops in main streets, members had no
reason to sing out.
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Me. F. F. WILSON: The Perth City |
Council wight pass a resolution to pro-
scribe . hawkers from certain limits.
Naturally the hawkers. would move
beyond the boundary so defined, Then
there would be another objection raised,
and the bhawkers would have to move
into a neighbouring municipality, and
thus would probably be driven on from
one municipality to another. It meant
the ultimate extinction of the hawler.
If the member for Canning was right in
saying that hawkers went once a week
and bought up a lot of cheap fruit, there
wag no harm done. The fruit wounld
otherwise go rotten. A wmunicipality had
health officers, and if hawkers sold fruit
unfit for human consumption they had
to take the risk of it. He had never
seen hawkers selling fruit unfit for human
consumption. Hawkers were a benefit
to the community because they bought
direct from the growers and sold direct
to the people, thus bringing down
prices. Europeans, men of our own
flesh and blood, with wives and families
to support and aged mothers to keep,
were earning a living by hawking. On
the other hand our shops in Perth were
filled with Chinese, Grreeks, and people of
every pationality; so tbe argument of
the member for Ivanhoe was worth
nothing. The Committes shonld agree to
the amendment.

Amendwent pat, and a division taken
with the followmg result:—

Ayes 28
Noes 11
17

Nogs,
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Henshaw
Mr. Hicks
Mr, Isdell
Mr. Keyser
Mr. Lynch
‘Mr. Nelson
Mr. Tro:
Mr. A.J. Wilson
Mr. F. F. Wilson
Mr. Gill (Peller).

Majority for ...
M A AYES.
T. ANgwWin
'ﬁ!. Rolton
r. Burges
Mr. Cmor
Mr. Cowcher

Mr. Wi
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Amendment, thus passed, and the
paragraph as amended agreed to.

Paragraph — amendmeot of Section
261 (compulsory fencing, etc.):

Tag PREMIER: The member for
Perth had given notice of an amendment
to this paragraph, with which he (the
Premier) agreed. In the absence of the
hon. member be moved that the para-
graph be struck out and the following
inserted in lieu :—

Section 261—Tn line one, after the words
“mneglect to,” insert “clear or”; in line six,
after the word “incurred,” insert “ to be ren-
dered to" ; and strike out all the words after
“gwner,” in line seven, to the end of the
gection, and insert “and the amount so ex-
pended shall be recoverable by the councit
from the owner in the like manner na rates are
recoverable, and shall be a charge upon the
land, and the council may lodge a caveat with
the Registrar of Titles under the provisions of
Part V. of the Transfer of Land Act, 15893.””
The object of the amendment was to
make the clause clearer than at prosent,
and likewise to provide that the counecil
might have an opportunity of recovering
by ordinary process any amount expended
for fencing und clearing from the owner.
The present clause provided that the
council might fence at the expense of the
owner and lodge u caveat against the
land fenced ; but there was no power to
proceed for the recovery of the monecy,
and no opportunity of collecting it might
arise until the land changed hands and
the caveat bad to be lifted. The new
proposal gave the councils power to fence
and clear where npecessary, and the
council had first to render an account of
the cost of such work. At present a con-
siderable period might elapse before the
recovery of the money.

Amendment passed, and the schedule
ag amended agreed to.

Bill reported with farther amendments.

PRIVATE BILL—EKALGOORLIE RACE-
COURSE TRAMWAYS.

IN COMMITTEE.

Resumed from the 3rd November ; Mr.
Batha in the Chair, Mr. W. NELsORN in
charge of the Bill.

Clause 7—Tolls and charges :

[An amendment had been moved to
strike out all the words after “to” in
line 3, and that the following be inserted
in lieu:—* The said agreement of the
9th day of September, 1904.”]
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Amendment passed.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS
moved that the following be added to the
clause

But the company shall not be entitled to

charge the fare mentioned in Clause 4 of the
said agreement in addition to the fare payable
by persons travelling on the company’s line
between Kalgoorlis and the Kalgoorlie race-
Conrse.
When discussing the clause on the last
occasion, he took exceplion to it beecause
it gave the company power to charge an
extra, threepenny fare for travelling 200
yards on to the racecourse. On approach.
ing the solicitors to the company, he
found there was no desire to do that:
they agreed to the amendment. Should
any person ride from the racecourse, the
terminus of the line, to the boundaries
of the municipality, the company could
charge threepence; but should a person
pay a threepenny fare inside the race-
course and travel into Kalgoorlie, no
extra fare would be charged.

Awmendment passed, and the clanse as
amended agreed to..

Clauses 8, 9, 10—agreed to.

Schedule—agreed to.

New Claunse—Return or forfeiture of
deposit; :

On motion by Mr. Nzrrsow, the fol-
lowing added as Clause 10 :—

If the works authorised by this Act be com-
pleted vto the satisfaction of the Minister for
Works within 12 months from the passing of
this Act, the deposit money paid by the com-
pany to the public Treasory shall be returned,
otherwise such deposit money shall be for-
feited.

Preamble, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments.

BUSH FIRES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
COUNCIL'S AMENDMENT.
The Legislative Counncil having amended
one clause, the same was now considered.
Standing Orders suspended, to enable
the amendment to be considered without
formal notice.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 2 (amendment to limit the sus.
pension to aix weeks in any year):

Tae MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
did not see any necessity to oppose the
amendment, which made no difference.
He believed it was the intention not to

suspend the operation of any declaration
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under the Act, unless it was absolutely
necessary to doso; and be did not think
it would be necessary to suspend its
operation for more than six weeke in any
one” year. He hoped it would not be
necessary to suspend it for any longer
period than a fortnight. It was desired
to suspend the operation of the Act only
for sach length of time as would allow
the work mnecessary to be done. He
moved that the Council's amendment be
agreed to.

Me. BURGES would not oppose the
Council’s amendment, as we wanted to
goet the Bill through. He was not a
lawyer, but he was of opinion that
another place had made a mistake in

assing this amendment. What was the

ofinitien of a “ year” ? If the Council's
amendment were passed, the Bill would
become unworkable in certain districts.

Hon. F. H. PIESSE: The member
for York and others who were anxious to
gee the Bill passed would be much dis-
appointed at the delay. Although this
endeavour was being made to pass the
Bill through to-night, he underatood the
other place had adjourned for a week,
with the result that we should not be
able to get the Bill through Parliament
for about ten days. It seemed to him
if those who had charge of the Bill were
anxious to assist in bringing about the
alteration so necessary, the measure
should have been dealt with in another
place earlier in the day, and returned to
thie House with the proposed amend-
ment; and the Council should have been
asked to wait until the measure was
returned to it with a view of its being
passed into law. The Bill must receive
the assent of the other place.

Tae PREMIER : If we adopted the
amendment, the Bill would have been
passed and it could come into operation
forthwith. Tt wasg really the Bill of the
Council now, and we were agreeing to
it; therefore as the measure would be
through both Chambers, it could bave
the force of law and be putinto immediate
operation.

Hon. F. H. Piesse: That was satis-
factory.

Motion passed, and the
amendment agreed to.

Resolntion reported, and fthe report
adopted.

Council's
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MOTION--INCREASE OF PAYMENT TO
MEMBERS.

Debate resumed from the 5th Qctober,
on the motion by Mr. Henshaw to in.
crease payment of members to at least
£300 per annum, and on the amendment
by Mr. Hopkins to defer the question
for the present session.

Tuee PREMIER (Hon. H. Daglish):
In dealing with this question, it was
with considerable regret I found that the
matter had cowe up for discussion during
my temporary absence from this House
on public buginess. At the time I went
away I was not at all aware that the
notice bad been given for the day of my
absence. I have, as members are aware,
frequently expressed my opinion in no
uncertain way, in regard to remuneration
paid to members. Iast session I spoke
and voted, end in previous sessions I
epoke and voted, in favour of increased
payment, because T recognised that wem-
bers of Parliament not only were sup-
posed to attend in their places regularly
and do the business of the House while
the House was sitting, but they had a
much larger duty, and that was to
make themselves thoroughly acquainted
with the wants of the country as a whole.
It seems to me that members can faith-
fully discharge all their duties to the
people only by acquiring a personal know-
ledge of all the distriets in this State;
and they can acquire that knowledge only
by information derived, not from hearsay
statements or from casual letters, bat
from personal observasion, Ihave inyself,
during the term of my parliamentary
experience, found it impossible to travel
throughout the State to secure that
personal Lkoowledge which a member
requires. This was impossible because it
was necessary for me likewise to earn a
living; and I koow that many other
members are in precisely similar posi-
tions. 1 therefore think there is great
justification for the advocacy of an
increase in payment. But we must con-
sider not only the direct methods of this
proposul, but likewise the financial
conditions that prevail at the present
moment; and considering these condi-
tions, it hus been my unfortunate duty as
Treasurer to limit as far as possible and
in most cases to prevent increases of
salary being given to a large number of
public servants.  These increases I have
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prevented even in cuses where I felt that
mueh might be said in their favour;
where perhaps had I been dealing with
each proposal solely on its merits, I
might bave thought it my duty to recom-
mend to the House that the iucreases
should be made. Iam in precisely the
sarae position regarding an  increase
in members’ salaries. I believe, on the
direct merits of the case, the stand I
have always taken up is right and proper,
and one I should be very giad to take up
to day. But recognising that the present
is o time when the greatest economy must,
be observed, I feel it wy duty as Trea-
surer tooppose themotion submitted by the
member for Collie (Mr. Henshaw). I do
not feel myself justified in recomwmending
that the salary of a member of this House
be raised from £200 to £300a year ; and
at the same time I intend to oppose the
amendwent moved to this proposition.
If the motion be defeated, I fail to see
the necegsity for the amendment. I may
add that I see on the Notice Paper a
farther amendment. If that is moved I
shall oppose it likewise. I say without
hesitation that if the financial circum-
stanees warranted it, the motion of the
member for Collie would have my snp-
purt,as a similar motion had my support
in years past. There never has been any
doubt as to wy opinion on the subject.
Nevertheless 1 recognise that present
financial conditions justify me as Trea-
surer in slating that I am vot warranted
in supporting the motion. I hope that
members will be able to Jook at the ques-
tion from the Treasurer's standpoint;
that they will recognise it would at
present be inexpedient to pass the motion,
I do not think it necessary for me to go
farther into this matter. I have en-
deavoured to put my views in a nutshell;
and I hope they will appeal to the minds
and receive the support of members
generally.

Me. FRANK WILSBON (Sussex): 1
am glad the Premier finds that the fi san-
cial circumstances of the Stale will not
permit this motion to be passed by the
House. Tam glad also to hear that if
he thought financial circuinstances would
justify it be would vote for an increase
of wmembers’ salaries; because I draw
from that the deductivn that as financial
circumstances will not, according to his
own statement at any vate, permit of an
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increase of the present salaries, he will
support the amendment which I intend
to move to abolish the payment of mem-
bers. I do not know the miotive of the
member for Collie in moving that our
salaries be incrensed ; but I presume he
wishes to abstract from the already
depleted Treasury a farther £5000 per
annum in order to give himself and
others a 50 per cent. increase in salaries.
He says he wants to have returned
some more representatives of the same
class as were returned in such.large
numbers to support the Goveroment
at the last election. My opinion is
that if labour unious wish to return
mere members to this House, and if the
salaries already paid are ipsufficient for
such members when returned, then the
unions, associations, or societies who want
that special representation ought to find
the money to pay their representatives.
The question should be considered how
we can best serve our country. Can we
do that by voting ourselves increases of
salary at this juncture, after we have been

elected to receive salaries at £200 per

annum ; or can we achieve our object by
attending to the business of the country,
by endeavouring to attract population to
our shores, and by oxpanding our in-
dustries in order to increase the material
wealth of the State? I consider the
motion comes with very bad grace indeed
from the member for Collie. We were
returned on the understanding that
we should receive £200 per annum.
[Severar. MewmBers: No.] We were
certainly returned on that understanding.
The member for Collie says that on the
hustings he advocated an increase; but I
venture to say his election did not turn
on that point. That was not a plank of
the platformn on which he went to the
country—an increase of salary to £300
per annum. Why does not the hon.
member move to increase the salary af
once to £600? I wonder what hon,
members were earning before they were
elected to this House? [LaBoor
MemBER: Some of them were earning
more.] How wuch more? Very little
indeed, a good many of us. Personally,
for some time past I have been able to
earn very little indeed in this country;
and I consider it is good enough for me
to serve my country here for the honour

and glory, however much or little,attached .
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to the position. And when I find the
Premier and Treasurer stating that the
finances of thecountryareinsucha position
that wemust observe the strictest economy,
when I find that we have to adopt
what is termed a mark.time policy in our
works department, when I find that the
Minister for Works cannot provide on
his Estimates for the ordinary require-
ments which should be provided in the
sbape of roads and bridges, then I think
it is a piece of audacity to propose that
we should take £5,000 per abnum out of
the Treasury to increase our own salaries.
The member for Collie said in moving
the motion that at one time only wealthy
men could be returned to this House. I
emphatically deny that. Ever since we
have had Responsible Government in this
country the House has been open to all
classes; and it was only necessary that
those who wished special representation
should provide payment for their repre-
sentatives. The hon. member has also
stated tbat hitherto only class legislation
of a very extreme character has lLeen
passed in the Parliament of Western
Australia. That is absurd. Anyone
who will take the trouble to read the
record of the measures passed since the
initiation of Responsible Government
will see that the very men whom the hon,
member reviles, those who have been
utter conservatives, have passed the
liberalising measures which have enabled
him and others to enter this House and
take their part in the legislation of the
country. Who gave the extension of the
franchise in Western Australia? Who
passed thizs very measure for the pay-
ment of members? Who enabled the
Government supporters to enter this
House? 1 venture to say that those
hon. members who wuow want their
salaries increased did not pass that legis-
lation. The Right Hon. Sir John Forrest
was the Premier who passed these
liberalising measures and gave these hon.
wembers an opportunity of eniering
Parliament. 'What about the late
Premier, Mr. James? He in this
House passed measures which enable
those hon. members to take their places
here. He passed what I term to some
extent socialistic legislutivn; and he
found later on that he bhad gone
rather too far, and that he must
oppose the very party he hud brought,
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into power. The muext proposal we
ghall hear will be that municipal
councillors shall be paid. We have
nlready an attempt to take away the voting
power of property in municipalities; and
I suppose we ghall have a proposal to pay
municipal councillors for attending to
their duties. We shall bave roads board
membera requiring payment; and every
man who takes on his shouldersany dut

for the well-being of his fellow man w1

want to be paid for the time he spends in
its fulfilment. T strongly object to this
attempt to utilise the country’s funds in
paying extra remuneration for the work
we do here. Members must recollect that
Parliament does not sit all the twelve
months round. Parliament is in session
perhaps only three or four months at the
outside. Members have the privilege of
travelling free over the country’s rail.
ways; and this applies to the Premier's
remark that he wishes members to travel.
Surely they can and do travel. It does
not cost them anything to travel om
the railways. Of course they eat when
they are travelling, and I presume they
eat when they are in Perth also. They
can do all the travelling that is necessary ;
and there are seven or eight months out
of the twelve in which they are not called
on to aitend to their legislative duties. If
members want any increase of salary,
let. them work for it during the recess.
Let them take up their ordinary avoca-
tions as some of them do. They do not
all believe in one man one job. Some
members who wigh this advance have
businesses of their own, and attend to
their calling in addition to attending to
the daties of this House. 1 think they
would be perfectly justified in continuing
to work and earry on the labour they arve
accustomed to follow during the time
the House did not want their services,
and by that means would assist the
Treasurer in relieving the sirained con-
dition of our finances. I should like to
say that, when I was talking on the
subject of loeal politics during the recent
elections, I for one at any rate promised
my constituents that I would not support
any increase in the payment of members;
and I went farther and pledged myself
oo that occasion that, if the matter did
crop up in this House, as was threatened
by some candidates, [ should oppose the
increased payment and move for itfs
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abolition altogether. Of course T admit
that, in theory, the principle of payment
of members hag perhaps some argument
in its favour; but we often find that what
is good in theory does not pan out in
practice; and I must say that, in my
humble opinion, payment of members of
Parliameut throughout Australia has not
panned out satisfactorily in praectice.
[Several interjections from Labour mem-
bers.] That is8 my opinion, and T am
prepared to advance it in this Chamber
or in any chamber or on any plaiform.
When we find that the Premier gets up
and states, as he has done to-night, that
the finances of the country will net
permit increased expenditure of this
description, and farther that owing
to the finances of the country he has had
to refuse advances in the civil service
which were well earned and justifiable, we
would be deing absolute wrong and would
be guilty of a wrong act, and would be
going almost as far as robbing poblic
funds, if we passed such a motion as this
and took £5,000 to increase our own
salaries. The time is one when; accord-
ing to the Premier, we must observe due
economy, and must not undertake any
public works of any magnitude, and
when, as the Minister for Mines in a
public speech made the other day said,
we cannot borrow sixpence. [Interjec-
tion: No; ashilling.] Oh, one shilling! I
beg the Minister’s pardon.  If thatis so,
where is the justification for attempting
to abstract this £5,000 from the Treasury
chest to pay ourselves an increased
remuneration? I hope members will
think this over for themselves. We had
the Colonial Secretary standing up the
ather night and saying that the country
could not afford to let the poor nurses in
the Government hospitals work eight
hours a day, for it would cost £5,000 per
annum. When we hear the Minister say
that, we must of necessity emphatically
reject a motion of this description that
cannot be justified in any shape or form.
1 want to see this country developed as
fast and as far as we possibly can. I
want to see the railways which have
already been passed by this House com-

-menced as early as possible und carried

to a due completion—the Collie-Narrogin
railway line, for instance. Wehave heard
that this line is to be commenced from
the Narrogin end, some 20 miles It
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should be carried right through. People
have come here and settled on the land,
and I know of many who are bitterly dis.
appointed becanse no attempt has been
made as yet to commence that work upon
which they are relying for their future
prosperity and suceess. 'We want settlers
ot the land to have the facilities promised
them. We want the North-West conntry,
that vast territory rich in all mineral
and pastoral wealth, opened up. We
want rallway communication there,
the railway communication which has
been spoken of in this House year after
year without any effect, I am sorry to
say. We want to attract population to
our shores in numbers, in thousands and
in tens of thousands, men who will prove
good settlers and who will assist us to
develop the vast resources and hidden
wealth of our country.  If it will assist
the Treasurer in his financial operations,
as he says it will, not only by rejecting a
motion of this deseription, but by also
abolishing payment of members alto-
gether, let us be patriotic, true to our
country, and true to the country’s needs
first of all, and adopt the amendment
which I have tabled to have payment of
members abolished altogether.  Surely
the choice of candidates for Parliament
was wide enough under the old system.
Was there any lack of suitable patriotic
candidates for Western Australia? Not
to my koowledge. Now we have the
vacanvies rushed by a crowd of eager,
hungry applicants for £200 per annum.
I should like to point out to hon. mem-
bers that the Parliament of the old
country is an unpaid Parliament, and
that it is one of the cleanest, one of the
best, and one of the most honest Parlia-
ments the world has ever known or is
likely to know. [Mg. Bara: Question ?]
In the Parliament of the old country
there are men who have devoted their
lives and money in a manner which is an
example we might well follow in this
rising Cowmmonwealth of Australia.
(Me. Bara: Question?] The hon.
member questions my statement. There
again we have all classes represented,
and why is this? Because those who
want special representation,
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might safely adopt here.  Ministers are
drawing salaries from this State which
aggregate £5,000 or £6,000 per aunum.
If they wish to be patriotic under the
circumstances we have bheard of--I
am not advancing the theory that our
finances are in a hopeless condition;
I think they stand very well to.day,
and think there should be no hesitation
in pushing on the necessary works of the
couutry at the present juuncture—-then if
they wish to show in a true spirit that
the needs of the country are the first in
their minds and hearts, let the Ministers
abolish payment of members, and divide
theiv Ministerial salaries among those
who cannot afford to be in Parliament
unless they have some remuneration.
Let us speak of the unemployed in our
country—[8everal LaBocr MEMBERS:
Oh!]—because we have unemployed on
the goldfields and in the coastal districts;
and before we hegin to vote ourselves a
50 per cent. rise in our wages, let us
endeavour to make some provision for
those who capnot earn anything at all-at
the present time. Let us turn our
attention to the extension of our
industries and inducements for capital
to come and be invested in our industries,
in order that employment may be given
to those who want it. Let us do all in
our power in that direction; and at the
same time let us refrain from atterpting
to increase our own sularies, for the time
is not favourable for it. I beg to move
an amendment on the amendment :

That the words after “economies” in the
smendment be struck out, and the following
inserfed in lieu: “itis of opinion that payment
of members should be abolished.”

Tee SPEAKER: That amendment is
not in order at present, because an
amendment has already been moved on

. the motion to postpone the question of

increasing the payment. Until the House
decides whether it will take the matter
into consideration at present or postpone
it, no other amendment can be made.
Until after the amendment of the member
for Boulder is dealt with, T cannot accept
the amendment just moved.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: If the
amendment of the member for Boulder

seamen, miners, and others of {hat | be carried, can I move my amendment?

description, pay the members they want
to represent them in the Parliament of

Tez SPEAEKER: No; because the

[ House will have then decided to post-

the old country. That is a principle we ; pone consideration of the matter. The
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only opportunity for the hon. member to
move hig amendment will be in the event
of the amendment of the member for
Boulder being defeated.

Mr. T. A. BATH (Brown Hill): I
could not help being struck by some
remarks of members on the Opposition
side when this matter was firat before the
House. I think those who have made
any study of mythological history will
remember the occasion on which a con-
gress of gods practically raised a strike
against Zeus because they considered
they were not obtaining sufficisnt recog-
nition for the services they rendered to
that deity; and certain gods included in
that congress detached themselves from
the main party, and baving first decided
that the petition of these pevple would
not be successful, they practically made
a virtue of necessity and protested against
the proposal. Apparently members on
the Bpposition side of the House have
adopted the same course, and have made
a virtue of a necessity and opposed the
present proposal. While we have the
statement of the Treasurer that the
financial policy will not admit of this
increase in payment being granted, we
must not lose sight of the fact that the
financial administration of the past has
been responsible for the present position.

Mr. Rason: Oh! )

M. Fourkes: Then why did your
party support the past Administration ?

Mer. BATH: There has been a con-
siderable change from the time when we
supported that financial administration,
which I may say was of a character
that could well be supported by the
Labour party, and the time when it was
completely changed at a later date.
However, I have no desire to be put
away from the question I am discussing.
I wish to state, and state emphatically—.
there is no difficulty whatever in
proving it—that we are bearing the heat
and burden of the day for the financial
administration of the past; and while we
have to consider this question in relation
te a motion of this kind, at the same
time we have to take the responsibility
and our share of the trouble placed
upon our shonlders by those who pre-
ceded us. It reminds me very much of
the confidence man who gets hold of the
maun from the country when he goes to
the city, under the pretence of taking care
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of bim and protecting him from the raids
of other supposed confidence men who
would rob hie of a penny, and proceeds
on his own account to rob him of a pound.
As far as the history of Australian legis-
latures is concerned, the introduction of
payment of members has undoubtedly
made for purity of legislation. Before
the advent of payment of members, re-
presentation in Parliament was confined
to three classes. There way the wealthy
class who, having secured something,
were under the impression that any
change effected by the advent of the
representatives of the great bulk of the
people  would affect their interests
disastrously ; and probably with methods
which were reasonable enough from their
point of view they went into Parliament
in order, as they thought, to protect them-
selves from revolutionary changes that
would seriously affect their interests,
There was another class who found
representation in Parliament was an
effective means of farthering their own
private interests. They found thataseatin
Parliament assisted them in their private
enterprises, and by having that seat 1o
Parliament and that influence they so
farthered their enterprises that they
greatly increased their incomes. Then
we had an exceptional class in Australian
politics of the best men of wealth, of rank,
and of great ability, who were really seised
with democratic principles, and who went
into Parliament 1 regret to say but rarelr,
to farther those democratic principles n
which. they believed. We find ~before
payment of wmembers was introduced in
Australia the records of Awustralian
Tegislatures are alive with instances of
the most gross corruption. I have only
to recall to the minds of members who
bave followed the history of politics in
Australia the instance of the frauds in
connection with the Hornsby Estate in
New South Wales, where a Minister of
the Crown was mixed upin a fraud of the
grossest character. I have only fo puint
to the instance of the Wooloomooloo Bay
resumptions, where by the influence mem-
bers were enabled to exert in Purlia-
ment and on the Ministry of the day
they were able to buy land from the
State at from £1 to £10 per acre, and
sell it again abt £100 to £1,000 per acre.
I have only to point to recent instances
which have occurred in Vicloria where
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one honorary Minister was convicted of
defruuding the customs; where we find
another Minister, whilst the State was in
the throes of the greatest depression
resulting from the drought, vsing his
influence to reserve a tract of land and
so compel people to send their stock to
that land in order to prevent them from
being starved. We have only to go to
the instance of private railways in
Queensland, and to the very latest and
most startling instance of all, to refer to
the revelations brought out by the Com-
mission on the butter trade in Victoria.
While ihese insiances have come out
and some of them have occurred since
payment of members has been introduced
in Australia, we must remember that not
one member ot the party which has been
largely responsible for puyment of mem-
bers has been mixed up in these frauds;
but we must remember that the very inen
who were mixed up in these dastardly
frauds were men who were relics of the
days before payment was introduced.
They are relics of the old days, and they
lag on the stage of politics at the present
time. The system of payment of mem-
bers cannot be held to be responsible for
them. It is only because the electors
in these places have not sufficiently
awakened to the fact that the presence of
these men in Parliament has been a
menace to the purity of Parlinment, and
have allowed them to existin Parliament.
With payment of members, the time will
come when these men who have been
convicted of defrauding the State will
unhesitatingly be relegated to obscurity
to insure purity in politics, During the
general elections, I know as far as the
goldfields electorutes are concerned there
18 not one electorate throughout the
length and breadth of the goldfields in
which the electors did not proclaim their
belief in favour of increased paywent of
members. Without mentioning the ques-
tion on my election platform, spontaneous
resolations were carried in favour of not
only an increase to £300 but an inerease
to £400. Every other member from the
goldtields electorates can also point to the
fact that the electors spontaneously de-
clared in favour of increased paymeat of
members. They know from their ex-
perience of politics in the past in Auns-
tralia that payment of members is an
instrance aguinst fraud in politics. The
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member for Boulder in his speech against
payment of members did not argue
against it on the principle that mewbers
did not deserve payment, but he brought
forward the question of the poor civil
gervant who had to support a family on
£100 a year. If we are going to allot
sulartes to the civil servants of the State
on the number of children a man happens
to have in his family, we shall be intro-
ducing a bad state of affairs altogether.
If we wish to encourage the birthrate, we
should do it in a more sensible manner.
If payment for services rendered to the
State was to be gauged by the number of
children any civil servant had, we should
have every office boy in the country who
was receiving £50 a year rushing to get
married, s0 that he could get increased
paywment for his services. I have never
in my experience of politics in the past
heard of anvone who has been in Parlia-
ment to forward bis own Dbusiness in-
teresta who has not boldly and plainly
declared on the platform that he has done
it out of patriotism and from a desire to
serve the country, and for the love of the
country. That is always the cry. If we
were to do away with payment of mem-
bers, our last state would be worse than
the first. I hope there will be no return
to those methods which have been adopted
in politics in the past; I hope they have
been left behind for ever. The public
opinion of this State is assuredly in
favour of increused pavment, because
people believe that by paying a de-
cent salary to members it will enable
them to return that class of members
who will be pledged to the kiod of
administration which will result not in
the condition of affairs such as has
existed in the other States, that of
extravagant administration which inevit-
ably resulted in deep depression, but
in returning members pledged to their
principles who can effect that economical
adjustment of the finances to enable us
to proceed steadily, even slowly but
surely forward without periods of boom
and burst which have characterised the
history of Australia in the past. As far
as I am concerned I am in favour of in-
creased payment in the House because T
believe the country demands it. I believe
it will result in the return of members to
Parliament who will see that those things
which disgraced Australian polities in the
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past will not be repeated in the future.
I believe we would bave economy in
government, and that the fact of another
£100 a year paid to members would
result in a great gain to the financial
administration of the State. I say un-
hesitatingly this House cannot afford to
entertain the proposal of the member for
Suszex to abolish payment of members.
I regret exceedingly that any inheritance
from the financial extravagance of the
past should compel us to oppose an in-
crease of payment to members demanded
by the great proportion of people of the
State.

Mr. H. GREGORY (Menzies): I
regret the delay on the part of the Gov-
ernment in announcing the attitude they
intend to take up on this question; but it
must be very satisfactory to a large
number of members to know that the
Government are not going to support the
motion brought forward by the member
for Collie. T regret at the sawe time
that the only excuse the Premier could
bring forward was that at present the
country could not afford it. He gave no
reason that he objected to this motion
because he thought it wrong and im-
proper for members to come here and
vote themselves an increase of salary.
The only excuse that he could give the
Honse on this occasion for opposing
the motion wag that at the present time
the finances of the country would not
permit him to agree to such a proposal.
I regret thal is the only reason the Pre-
mier could give, because I take it that for
members to come here and vote them-
sclves an increase of salary, more espe-
cially those members who are following
the present QGovernment, the Government
who have lost. no opportunity of telling
the public of the wretched state of the
finnnces of Western Australia

Mz. Nerson: Which they are going
to amend.

M. GREGORY: If they are only
allowed to stay in power long enough,
they will make the country regret that
there was ever a Labour Government in
power in Western Australia.

Mr. Rason: They do already.

Mz, GREGORY: I regret the Pre-
mier did not give some other reason than
he did for his opposition to the motion.
The member for Brown Hill complains
that the reasom the House could not
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afford to give the money was on account
of the bungling administration of the
late Governmnent, the bungling adminis-
tration of the Government behind which
the hon. member sat and supported; the
Administration that carried out legislation
the present Government promise, but take
care they never intend to introduce,
the Government who did give the people
some liberel legislation, and not a
(lovernment who only muake promises.
But in regard to the administration of
the late Government we find the member
for Brown Hill saying that it was on
account of the bungling of the late Gov-
ernment which he and hiz fellow-members
supported

Me. Troy: What has your bungling
cost the country ?

Mr. GREGORY : My bungling ad-
ministration saved the country £20,000a
year. I doubt whether the hon. member
would ever be able to find that out,
because I presume he never looks back to
that period. I do not suppose he knows
about politics except those reluting to the
last. two or three years. I want to deal
firat with the speech by the member for
Brown Hill (Mr. Bath), and I say that
the basest and grossest ingratitude is
shown when such remarks are made as
have been made to-night, when we hear
an argument of this sort that our policy
was like that of a confidence man. What
is the policy of those members who go
upon a public platform and ask to be
elected to Parhament, and whose first
procedure when they get to this House is
to ask that legislation shall be passed to
enable them to get an extra £100 a yeur,
to date from the day of their election ¥

M=z. Borrow: Supposing they are
pledged to it ?

Mz. GREGORY : I have nothing to
do with the Labour party's pledge.

MeueeER: You never will have.

Mz. GREGORY: T am proud 16 say
I shall not. Whose conduct, I ask, i1s
most like that of a confidence man? I
have read a lot of speeches of members,
but I never read a speech of any member
who said that when he was returned to
Parliament he would support legislation
which would give members an exira £100
a year. And what have the Lubour
members done in the Federal Parlia-
ment? Under the constitution they are
allowed £400 a year, and now we have
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them agitating to get an increase of that
salary; in fact we find some of them
asking for permission to erect a tent
becauge they cannot afford to live on £8
n week—[Interjection by Mr. Scappan]
-—chea) meals and cheap billiards, paid
for Ly the State. “ What does it matter ?
If possible let us get another £100 a
year."”

Mr. Nenson: Why do you take yours
atall?

Ms. GREGORY : I have done more
in this cause than the hon. member will
ever do, if he is here for the next 20
years. Then there is this perpetual cry
about honesty. Methinks some protest
a little too much about this sort of
thing. We have heard that all along.
The Premier wants honest and clean
politics. The member for Brown Hill
told us of ull the things which occurred
before the introdunetion of payment of
members. Are we to imagine that men
who have been members of this House
before have been dishonest --members
who opposed payment of members out of
principle? I have always been a sup-
porter of payment of members, and if
any wember had got up in the House
and brought forward a motion teo the
effect that the present salary was not
sufficient, and that legislation should be
introduced to provide for in:rease of pay-
tnent for fulure Parlinments, it would, 1
think, have been a motion which could
well be argued in this House. But
when the hon. member proposed a motion
that it should be retrospective from the
date of the elections

Me. Hewsraw: The present Act was
made retrospective,

Mr. GREGORY : I am going to deal
with that, and I want to show the dif-
ference between the present proposal and
the Act which was passed. It has been
asserted that this measure is gimilar in
effect to what was done in the past. I
want to let members know exactly what
was done in the past. In the first place,
in 1897 I think there was a motion passed
througl Parliament which was brought
forward by me, because I believe in pay-
ment of members. I think that every
class within the State should have the
right to send into Parliament the men of
their choice, that it should be free to all
classes, and unless we have some method
of payment thatis impossible, The mem-
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ber for Sussex (Mr. Frank Wilson) has
urged the purity of the British House of
Commons, an unpaid House, the hon.
memberbas pointed out that we should fol-
lowon similar lives. We are not however,
in the same position. We have not the
large laisured class they havein England.
We want representation here.  The
people have the right to send into Par-
liament the men of their choice. If they
want to send Laboar members here, and
all Labour members, let them do so. They
will soon suffer forit, There is not the
slightest doubt in my mind about that,
and the feeling in becoming very general
throughout the-country just now, with
the blundering we have had during the
last three months, I can assure the hon.
member the country is getting very sick
of them. As I have said, Parliament
passed a motion approving of the prin-
ciple of payment of members; that is,
Parliament approved ofthe theory. Then
in 1889 I brought forward this motion in
the House :—

That, in the opinion of this House, it is

desirable that its previous decision in favour
of the principle of payment of membera should
be given effect to by legialation, prior to the
dissolution of the present Parliament,
We asked, in another motion, that legis-
lation should be brought forward to
provide for payment of members of future
Parliaments. There was a good deal of
argument with regard to this. My
motion was :—

That, in the opinion of this Hougse, it is
desirable that legislation should be introduced
immediately t¢ provide for the payment of
members of future Parliamenta.

We fought this motion for some time in
the House. I want members to under-
stand thizs matter clearly, because when
dealing with this motion and the neces-
sity of legislation being brought forward
Sir John Forrest dechined to introduce
that legislation. He refused to agree to
the motion; but finding we were likely
to obtain a majority, he said he would

-only bring forward this legislation con-

ditionally upon its being made applicable
to members for that session. I bave a
speech here which was made by Mr.
Alexander Forrest, in which he says :—
Members in this House have worked 14 or
15 years, and in a great many cases 10 years,
and have not received a sixpence for the whole
of their services excepting & free pass on the
railwaya. If the amendment is not carried——
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It was an amendment moved by Mr.
Mitchell for payment to members that
session.

I certainly will vote againat the Bill which
will come before the House, becanse the least
we can do is to let those who intend to enjoy
the privilege of payment of members pass their
own Bill.

It was the only way we had of getting
the principle adopted. We objected to
it, and fought against it; but finding
it was the only way we could get this,
we had to agree to accept the amendment
introduced by Mr. Mitchell. Theamend-
ment merely provided that in the last
session of Parliament, which I think was
for a period of about four or five months,
we should have payment of members,
That was the only way to get it, and we
agreed to the amendment simply with the
object of carrying out the principles for
which I, during the whole time I was in
Parliament, fought very strongly. I
thought and have always thought that
members should be paid for their services
to some extent, and there is no doubt
that the principle is a good ome. The
people should, I repeat, have the right to
iaie;:d to Parliament any person they

e

Me. Herrmanw : Why not pay them a
fair thing ?

Me. Fourees: What do you call a fair
thing ; £400 a year?

Mz. GREGORY: T really do not
know what the Labour party would ask
for, if they happened to be in a majority.

Mz. Herrmawy: They will be by and

by.

yMn. GREGORY: I am not atall afraid
of it. I can assure the hon. gentleman
he would not be happy if there were an
election at present.

Mz, Herrmany : I wounld go and oppose
you.

Mz. GREGORY: I would be very
pleased if you did, because I would have
a very weak opponent. It has been said
this is not a party question. Itisstrange
how these things get into the newspapers.
I understand there has been a meeting of
caucus, and that caucus has decided to
support this. [MEMBER: You read it in
the Morning Herald, T think.] No; I
read it in the Labour Notes in the West
Australian. [MeEmBER: Who wrote
them?] I have not the slightest idea,
but no doubt the hon. member opposite is
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interested in ome of those papers and
gives us this information. I think mem-
bers may be writing those Labour Notes.
Apparently now this is not going to be a
party question; but the member for
Hannans {Mr. Nelson) had a lot to say
about the matter, The hon. member
said, *I would remind the member for
Guildford that the party at present de-
mand for the members of this House a
rise in their salary.” The member for
Boulder said, “Oh! is it a2 party ques-
tion ¥ and the member for Hannans
replied, “I am willing to admit that at
any rate a large proportion of members
of this House, though we are not all at
one, believe that a rise in salary is
justified.” Then he went on a little bit
farther and said, ‘* Members on this side
of the House are in honour bound, in
point of honesty and fidelity to their
pledges, to support ihis motion.” Does
not that apply to the Government? Are
they supposed to huve né honour?  Are
they not to honour their pledge ?

Mz. Borrox: They have got their rise.

Mz. GREGORY: There is no money
in the Treasury for the rank and file.

M=z. Borron: The late Government
did not leave any.

Mr. GREGORY : We are not dealing
with the financial condition of the coun-
try just now, but only with the Premier’s
view of the condition of it. Here is the
hon. member who says they must show
their fidelity to their pledges. Surely
there is a little bit of the Pharisee about
that. We have heard a good deal about
the pharisaical utterances of my friends
here; but I think there must be a little
bit of the Pharisee opposite. Are the
members of the Government not sup-
posed to be bound by their pledge? I
do not think there was anything in
the pledge of Labour members to make
gyment. of members £300 a year. I

ow in my electorate there was nothing
about it.
my salary.

MemBER: You were receiving a thou-
sand a year then.

Me. Saappan: They thought you were
overpaid as it was.

Me. GREGORY : The hon. member
had the satisfaction of going up for the
first time. I am afraid that a good many
members when they go buck will have a
very different reception from what they

I was not pledged to increase
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bad on the first occasion. There is no
consideration for the country. The Gov-
ernment say that the finances of the
country are io a bad State, but T do not
admit that. The Premier says that, and
those who =it behind bim believe his
utterances. The member for Hannans
says they have to be loyal to their pledge :
“Never mind the country; give ns an
extra hundred.” That is, if the mem-
ber for Collie is going to limit it to
an extra bhundred. I do wuot know
whether he will be satisfied if he
gets that hundred. From wmy ideas
of the Tabour party I think there
in too much of this cry of honesty,
if this is the way they intend to practise
it. [Mr. Nengon: Too much honesty ?]
Another argument was that members are
required to contribute to every little
organisation within their consuituencies,
cricket elubs, foothall clubs, shows, etc. ;
and they want this bleeding country that
has been robbed by members who did not
believe in payment of members, to give
them an extra £100 or £200 a year, so
that they may deal out sops among their
constituents to try to make their seats
more secure.,

Lasour MEMBER:
argument ?

Mr. GREGORY : It was used on the
other side of the House. If the hon.
member did not hear it, I have no desire
to specially point out the member who
used it, perhaps without thinking of the
objections which might be urged against
it. Surely it is not a falr argument. I
know many applications are made to
me to contribute to various organisations
and projects; and I find that my purseis
not long enough, and I cannot do so.
My constituents do not press me to give
to every little project in hand. Naturally
the same should apply to Labour mem-
bers. We bad another arguwment, that if
we increase the salary we shall get a
better class of representative. That is a
very bad argument for members on the
opposite side to use; because they say
also that the reason for paying members
is to enable Labour members to enter
Parliament. Then some Labour members
argue that if we doincrease the salary, we
shall get a better class of representative.
On which side of the House shall
we obiain improved representation ?
Naturally, among the Labour members.

Who used that
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Lapour MEmBer: No; on your side.

Mz. GREGORY: I am sorry that
Labour wmembers have such a poor
opinion of themselves. I should be
awfully sorry to use such an argument as
that, becanse I think the Labour party
aré vow representing, or [ may say
misrepresenting, the country very well.
Government supporters should be quite
content with the choice wmade by
the people at the last general election.
I was under the impression that at the
next election there is likely to be a change.
There is uo member of the House who
is more strongly in favour of the principle
of payment than I have been. In my
firat session in Parliament I secured the
passage of a motion affirming its
desirableness. At the end of that session
T urged legislation to permit of payment,
and 1t was brought in. I asked that the
measure should not ba made retrospective,
bat that it should apply to the mext
Parliament. It was made retrospective
as to the last session of the Parliament
which passed it; but that was agreed to
by my side of the House simply hecause .
it was the only way in which we could
get the princijiale adopted. I advecated
that principle because I believed that the
people should be allowed to return to
Parliament men of their choice; and
without payment of members that was
impossible. Whether the principle is
good in practice must of course be decided
by experience. During the past few
years the Labour party have grown con-
siderably in this country; and whether
payment of members will he successful
depends on their actions here and in
other Australusian Parliaments. For
many years in Victoria wmembers have
been paid ; and since the payments com-
menced there have been frauds in the
Victorian Parliament. The member for
Brown Hill (Mr. Bath) was unfair in his
contention; because frands have been
discovered in the Victorian Parliament
singe payment of members was instituted.

Mz. Barm: By those only who ex-
isted before; not by those who came in
as a result of payment,

Me. GREGORY : The hon. member
does not know what he is talking about.
If he will read the newspaper reports of
the butter scandals, he will be of a
different opinion. I could instance many

| such cases in Victoria. Only -a short
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time apgo a Minister was deposed on
account of his land transactions. There
wad also the case of the member for
Rodney, in connection with those butter
transactions.

M=z Bara: These members were relics
of the old days.

Mg. GREGORY : They were not relics
of the old days.

Me. CloxsNor: What about Labour
treasurers and secretaries ? -

Mr. GREGORY: T do not want to
refer to them. If I read some of their
balance-sheets and showed how a congress
of Labour people hushed up such matters
just before a general election, [ could
prove that it was peculiar that the same
men came here and talked about the
dishonesty of other people. The argu-
mentis unfair. AnyhowI yield to nooue
in my advocacy of payment of members ;
and I have done more on behalf of the
principle than any other member of the
House. [Memper: Why not be con-
sistent ?]  Because if a motion were
moved asking for legislation to provide
for increase of salary for the members of
the next Parliament, I should seriously
cousider whether I should or should not
support that motion.

Mr. Borron : What was your action
in the last Parliament, when an increase
was suggested by Mr. James ?

Mr. GREGORY : There was no talk
of bringing in legislation. When the
Constitution Bill was before the House,
there was some talk of providing for an
increase, but no talk of bringing in &
Bill. My memory does not serve me well
if there was; but had a Bill been intro-
duced in the last Parliament, it would
have been to provide for an increase to
mewmbers of this Parlinment. But no
such Bill was introduced; and I am not
going back 10 wy constiluents to tell
them that one of my first actions in this
Parliament was to pass legislation to give
myself an extra £100 a year. I do not
think the hon. member himself (Mr.
Bolton) would like that position to be
forced upon him. He would much pre-
fer if in the last Parliament legislation
had been introduced to provide for an
increase to members of future Parlia-
ments.

Mre. Bara: That was proposed; and
its opponents said, *Go to the country
and get your constituents to approve of
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an increase, and give it in the next Par-
liament.”

Mz. GREGORY: I think that state-
ment is just as idle as the hon. member's
other statemeots to-night. I wish he
would quote the speeches to which he
refers. 1 do not think there should be
any equivocation as to this matter. I
think the House has been somewhat
stultified by the Government. When
this motion was moved here some five
members of the Government were pre-
sent; yet we have bad to watt week after
week for an announcement of the Govern.
ment position. Members of the Govern-
ment when on the public platform were
quite ready to accuse the old Government
of certain actions; but on no occasion
did I get any hint from any member.of
the present Governwent as to what action
they intended to take regarding this
motion, Week after week has this motion
been on the Notice Paper. This is the
first time I think in constifutional hie-
tory we have seen so far-reaching a motion
held over for so long a time, without any
expression from the Government as to
their intended action. That reticence
was not fair to the House. The action
of the Ministers present when the motion
was moved seems to we exceedingly weak,
They declined to accept any responsi-
bility ; and I think we shounld have heard
from them. And now that we have a
statement from the Government, their
only objection to passing this motion is
that at the present time they do not
think the country can afford the expense.
My objection is that it would be exceed-
ingly wrong for even those very honest
members like the member for Brown Hill
(Mr. Bath) to pass legislation to give
themselves an extra £100 each per annum.

M=. A. J. DIAMOND (South Fre-
mantle) : Believing as I do in the prin-
ciple of payment of members and the
principle of an increase, I shall support
this motion if it goes to a vote. At the
same time 1 am aboxious that members
should understand the motion. Tt
appears to me that the members for
Suseex (Mr. Frank Wilson) and Menzies
(Mr. Gregory) somewhat misunderstand
the terms of the motion. It reads:—

That, in the opinion of this House, it is
desirable that payment of membzrs should be
increased to at least £300 per anpnum,

That motion, if cerried, is not voting
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money into the pockets of members of
this House. It affirms the principle of
an increase. Should it be carried, the
question will arigse, when sliould that in-
crease be made? If the motion is carried
and that question arises, T shall vote for
the increase commencing after the next
general election. Perzonally my pusition
is quite clear. I supported the idea on
the bustingsin 1901 ; I voted forit iathe
last Parliament; again on the bustings
this year I supported an increase; and on
every ocecasion, and that was at nearly
every meeting I held, [ met with the
unanimous approval of the audience. If
the motion goes to a vote, I shall vote for
it ag its stands, reserving to myself the
right to tuke what action I like regarding
any subsequent meotion. Some of the
arguments I have heard this evening
certainly do not meet with 1wy approval.
The member for Sussex appealed to us in
a most pathetic manner. I must=zay that
his pathos geveral times degenerated into
bathos. He made the old appeal about
patriotism, My mewory goes back many
years farther than bhiz in Awustralia;
and 1 certainly remember the time
when Parliaments were not so pure
as they became after payment of mem-
bers began. But in reference to this dis-
interested patriotism, in all my career in
Australia—and I can speak more par-
ticularly for South Australia—of all those
disinterested patriots who urged members
to work for nothing, I knew only one, the
Hon. A. M. Simpson, of the South Aus-
tralian Upper House, who for many years
gave his salary as a prize to the rifle club,
If T am not mistaken he, after a good
many years, saw the ervor of his ways,
and I think he received his salary during
the remainder of his political life. We
have also had thrown at us the old gag
about the absolute purity of the British
Parliament. It makes me tired to hear
that, when we know that a very large
number of the members of that Purlia-
ment exist by the rewards they receive
for their assigtance in passing through
the House wmeasures such as Railway
Bills. T say that members of the British
House of Commons are not

Me. FOULEES: Isthe hon. memberin
order in reflecting on members of another
Parliament ?

Tee SPEAKER : There is no point of
order in that.
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Mz. DIAMOND: It is not fair to
draw these comparisons between , the
House of Commons and any House of
Parliament out here. England is 12,000
miles away, and many members here do
no know the circumstances that govern
the deliberations of the House of Com-
mons, while members who do know those
circumatances do not always represent
them to us exactly as they occur.
Therefore it would be always wise io
leave this purity of the House of
Commons out of the question. 1 might
for instance bring up the purity of the
Swiss House of Assembly, which I believe
is the purest in the world, or I might
bring up other instances. I yield to no
man in my respect for the mother
country, but I do not like to hear this
preaching of the superiority of everything
that obtains in England over everything
that obtains in Australia. Tcan disabuse
the minds of members on the other side
of the House of the idea that this is a party
question. So far as I am concerned, I
know of nothing on this side of the
House that constitutes it a party ques-
tion. My hands are absclutely free, and
I believe the hands of every member on
this side are free. The question has
never been raised, and I have never
been asked by the leader of this side
of the House to throw this motion
oit as a party question. Therefore I
think the party element should be dropped
altogether, because it does not exist. I
cannot be accused of truckling to the
Labour party in the action I am taking,
becauge I was opposed by a candidate
nominated by the Labour organisations
and I beat him. I can beat him again,
or any other Labour candidate who likes
to stand against me. I want to make
my position clear. I believe that the
payment of members is desirable and
proper in this State. I believe that if
£300 a year is not too much in Queens-
land, New South Wales, and Victorta, it
certainly is not too much in this State.
1 believe thoroughly in the principle
that the labourer is worthy of his
hire. I do not believe tbat in £200 a
year the parliamentary labourer in this
State gets fair payment; but I do net
believe in voting mouey to my own
pocket. Tf members do not believe that
it is the will of the country to have
an increase in payment, let the next
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general election declare the will of the
country. So far a8 my conslituents are
concerned, it is their will that there
should be an jncrease ; and I believe that
it is the will. of the majority of the
constituents of the country. I deprecate
unnecessary heat in this question. I do
not think it is a party question, Itis a
reasonable and proper proposition that
should come before the House, and be
discussed in a calm and reasonable
manner; and I object to these aceusations
bandied backwards und forwards across
tha House. As far as the financial
administration of the State is concerned,
I believe it has been pure sinee I have
been in Parliament from 1901. Where
accusations bave been made over and
over again, 1 have tried to find out
instances of corraption in this House;
and bad I traced anything of the sort 1
would have been the first to expose it,
even if it was in the case of the leader I
followed. I object to these accusations
heing bandied backwards and forwards.

Tt SPEAKER: There have been no
accusations against Pavliaments of this
State.

Mg. DIAMOND: 1 withdraw; but
there was an accusation against the
finavcial adwministration, which reflected
on it. As faras I know, this Parliament
cannot be reproached with bribery or
corruption, or anything of the sort; nor
can members of ita Ministries be accused
of anything of the sort. We must not
forget that the Tabour party generally in
the old Parliament supported the James
Government through thick and thin. I
trust this motion, if it goes to the vote,
will be carried.

Mz. A. E. THOMAS (Dundas): I do
not desire to speak at length on this
question; but I think it is necessary,
after the remiarke made by the member
for Menzies, that someone who sat
in the old Parliament should clear
up the matter in connection with
this question of payment of members.
As far as my memory serves me, in the
last Parliament the matter was discussed
on several occasions, both inside anid
outeide the House. I think I was
the first during the last Parliament to
raise the quesiion of the necessity for an
increase in the payment of members. I
remember well the Minister for Mines
and myself getting a petition_signed to
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the Premier to ask himw to get a message
from his Excellency so that the matter
might be discussed in this House, If
my memory also serves me correctly, on
the Constitution Bill debate the Premier
told us that it would be necessary for us
to find out the feeling of the various
constituencies of Western Avstralia, and
then in the first session of the new
Parliament to discuss the matter of an
increase. Personally, I have always
favoured an increase to members, and
for that reason I intend to support the
motion. If it be deemed advisable to
postpone it, seeing that T am personally
interested, I have no objection; but I
think we have a mandate from the
country to increase payment of members,
and I followed with the greatest interest
the contests in the varions constituencies
in Western Avstralia. As far as Tam
concerned, I was not asked to give a
pledge; but I stated, and was returned
on it four years ago and again this time,
that I favoured an increase of payment
of members to £400 if possible, and to
£300 as an absolute minimum, T wounld
not like to give a silent vote, and having
taken an interest in the question during
last Parliament, and having advocated it
in this House, I want to say that I am
still in favour of an increase in payment
of members. T believe that the majority
of the constituencies of Western Aus-
tralia have emphatically declared in
favour of that increase, and I think it
only right and fair that the increase
should be given. I have no objection to
the matter being postpooed, seeing that
I am personally interested ; but I think
the House should, in keeping with the
pledges given tn the constituencies hy o
majority of members, vote with me in
favour of an increase in payment to
members.

Mz. W. NELSON (Hannans): There
is one point which members of the
Upposition do not sufficiently recognise
in this matter. They have been accusing
certain members on this side, including
the Premier, of inconsistency, while as a
matter of fact the inconsistency is entirely
on the part of members on the other side
of the House. The position of the Premier,
though I regret that position, hus at least
some kind of logical consistency. He
says times are not what they ought to be,
and therefore this rise canuot be made;
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but members on the other side of the
House declare that we are in a state of
the greatest possible prosperity, and
therefore we must prevent members’
salaries hbeing what they ought to be.
This T bold is glaringly inconsistent.
The position of the Premier is perfectly
logical. According to his premises ha is
doing the right thing; but members
opposite are guilty of a great breach of
logic when they state something in which
they do not believe as a reason for mnot
doing something to which they object.
‘We should consider the dignity of Parlia-
ment itgglf. At the present time the
woekly wages of a member of this House
is about £3 17s. 6d.; and when we con-
gider the expense incurred in connection
with the elections, £3 a week is about all
that a member receives. Members on
the other side of the House tell us that
is all this country can afford to pay to
its members. In Queensland, where
there is an unprecedented depression, and
where, to use a vulgarism, the country is
practically on its beam ends, they can
pay their representatives £300 per annum,
The men who profess to nphold the credit
of this country and who profess to say
that this country is in a flourishing con-
dition, want it to go forth to the world
that we are so unspeakably hard up that
we can only pay our representatives half
of what they pay in Queensland.

Mx. Connor: We get a higher salary
than they get in.Queensland pro rata on
the population.

Mr. NELSON: No; we do not.
Reference was made to the House of
Commons. We bave this terrible fact in
the House of Commons, that only about
half a dozen men direetly represent the
great labour interests of England. Surely
in the mind of any reasonable maun that
must be regarded as an anomely in
representation. The reason undoubtedly
is that the expense in conmection with
elections and the absence of payment
of members practically preclude the
working classes of England from enjoy-
ing the share of representation which is
enjoyed by the other classes. In other
words, payment of members is an
absolute necessity to true representation.
All our democratic institutions—our free
franchise, our equal voting power—go for
absolutely nothing unless, in addition, we
assert the principle that once the electors
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gelect a man 1o represent them in Parlia-
ment, the country as a whole should
adequately remunerate him for his
services. 1 do not desire to go very
lengthily into this mafter, but there are
one or two pointa I wish to make in reply
to some members. I think the member
for Sussex wanted to know why members
could not supplement their salaries by
doing something else. It is a considera-
tion of that kind that really justifies the
House in giving members a larger salary
than they are now receiving. Members
on the other side of the House, Lecause
they are middle-clags men, are generally
in a position to have an income alto-
gether apart from their parliamentary
work. If a man is a lawyer for example,
his being returned to Parliament at
once enhances his reputation and
increases his salary. If he is an auc-
tioneer, it gives him some kind of
notorjety and increases his income, A
great many men carry on business of a
nature which can be carried on without
interfering with parliamentary duties,
But it is a notortous fact that the work-
ing man cannot do that. For ezample,
the member for North Fremantle, being a
member of the House, cannot be an
engine-driver ; and what members are
practically doing by opposing this pro-
posal, in spite of what they pretend to be
doing, is that they are seeking, in my
opinion consciously or unconsciounsly, to
prevent this House carrying suflicient
payment, in order to erect a barrier
againgt representatives of the working
classes coming into this House. I haveno
hesitation in saying that is the real
motive. As I have hinted, I do not
intend to go into this matter with very
great detail, but there is one thing I
would like to point out; and 1 should
like to- say- right here that I am of
opinion—and T am sure a great many
members hold the same opinion—that
there is too serious a difference between
the remuneration received by a Minister
and the remuneration received by mem-
bers. I hold this opinion on purely imper-
sonal grounds, believing that the present
system is an exceedingly unsound ove. 1
amofopinion that what thiscountry wants
is not only a good Ministry but a good
Parliament, and T am of opinion that as
long as we give the average member
about £200 per annum and give membera
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of the Ministry about five times that
amount, there will naturally be a ten-
dency on the part of men, irrespective of
their ability, to scramble for the higher
salary. There should not be such a
discrepancy between a member’s salary
and a Mimster’s salary. I think that at
the least, if the average member were
paid £300 per annum and a Minister
£700 per annpum, the proportion would
be much more reagonable than the pro-
portion that obfains at present. We
find, for example ic Victoria, that a very
strong feeling has arisen in favour of
elective Ministers, for precisely the same
reason, the scramble for office.

Tae SPEAKER: The hon. member
cannot discuss Ministers’ salaries.

Me. NELSON: [ desire to say that
this scramble for office results from the
fact that a member is badly paid, and
that the emoluments of office are rela.
tively much higher. The secramble for
office is so keen that when questions
come before the House the ultimate issue
is decided not so much oo the relative
merits of the case, as from n desire to
put Ministers out so that others may
take their places. So far as Iam con-
cerced, when I was before my consti-
stituents T was asked repeatedly my
opinion on this question, and I replied
that I was in favour of £300 a year. 1
am therefore stating in this House what
my electors have practically given me the
right to state. I am doing the duty they
have imposed upon me. When I spoke
before, [ said that members are really
pledged on this subject. Members of the
Ministry, as private members, supported
this matter inthis House. Whentheywent
to the country, they and their supporters
throughout the country justified that
action—the advocating of an increase of
salury. I hold, therefore, we are literally
pledged to pursue the course that we now
are pursuing, at any rate that I am
pursuing. I am simply doing my duty;
and I believe that whatever the result of
this motion may be, whether defeated or
not, I still believe the motion will
redound to the lasting eredit of this
Assembly. Whether we make an ade-
quate salary cover the present period or
not, it will redound to the lasting honour
of the Assembly that we decided to pay
our representatives in such a way that
we shall sueceed in getting good men,
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that they will at any rate be able to live
somethivg like decent lives, and that the
misery that must inevitably result from
anyone doicg his country's work at £3
a week will be avoided. It is a just
principle. It iz on the statute-book that
1t is right and proper to pay members of
Parliament. There is another duty to
perform, and that is to make the
payment adequate. If payment is right,
it should be reasonmable. If it is wrong,
abolish it altogether. I am willing to
take the consequences of what I do.
1 can live outside the House, and
Isay I am quite willing, if the issue is
forced on me, to submit to an absolute
abolition of payment, rather than submit
to the compromise which is neither one
thing nor the other. If the principle be
right, let it be rightly applied; if it is
wrong, wipe it out altogether. I am
entirely in favour of the motion before the
House.
Me. J. L. NANSON (Greenough):
I doubt if there would be much difficuléy
in coming to a decision on this question,
but for the fact that a good deal of
uncertainty prevails amongst some mem-
bers, at any rate, as to the precisc wish
of the constituencies. It is true we have
been told by more than one member that
he has been returved to this Chamber
pledged to support an increase of the
existing payment. I do not doubt that
for a mowment; but it is an unfortunate
circumstance aftached to our electoral
system that it is an impossibility to say
exactly what is the opinion of the con.
stituencies on any particular point. It
can scarcely be contended that the
one question, the one determining
question at the last election, the oune
vital question on which the election was
fought, wus this comparatively small
issue as to whether members of Parlia-
went should receive £200 a year, £300
a year, or £400 a year. I may take
@ constituency like that represented by
the wmember for Albany. He told us,
when speaking, that he had been returned
pledged to support an increase of pay-
ment to members. But it must have
strack that member that possibly a large
number of voters elected hiin, not because
they approved of his platform in that one
particular, but because they approved of
his platform in half a dozen other par-
ticulars. Tt is one of the greatest prac-
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tical difficulties we have to encounter in | livelihood.
| (Mr. Nelson) pointed out that an engine-

political life, that when a candidate goes
for electionandisreturned, it is impossible
to putone’s finger on one single plank in
his platform and say thaton that particular
plank he must stand or fall. An elector
may be opposed to a candidate on one
question, but there may be five planks
on which that elector wishes to have
that candidate returned. In these cir-
camstances he would be justified in
voting for the candidate as he approved
of most of his views, rather than vote
against the candidate because he disap-
proved of a small portion of his views.
It appears tbat this question as to what
payment should be made or should not
be made is essentially a question that
ghould not be settled on the floor of the
House. Itshould not be settled by mem-
bers, but should be settled by a direct
vote of the electors in each constituency.
I bave always been a believer in the
principle of the referendum upon some
questions ; and when we are reminded,
as we have been reminded to-night
by the member for Hannans, that the
dignity of Parliament emters into this
question, then I think that regard to
the dignity of Parliament should make
us very chary about haggling among
ourselves as to the amount of rernunera-
tion to which we are to be entitled. It
would be infinitely more satisfactory I
beligve for every member in this House if
he were not compelled to discuss that
question, if he were not compelled to
vote upon it, but if instead it could be
referred to the electors in each con-
stituency; and I put that suggestion
forward to the Government, because if it
cau be adopted it will do away at once
with all this bickering, all this con-
troversy of a pature which I venture to
say does not tend to elevate Parliament
in the eyes of the outside public. T have
my own views, like other members, as to
whether £200 a year is an adeqguate
remuneration for a member of Parlia-
ment or whether it is not. After all, our
judgment on that question must be very
largely coloured by the view we take of
another question, namely whether a
member of Parliament when once he
entera this House should devote himself
wholly to his political duties, and
immediately abandon the means by which

he has been in the habit of ob_ta.ipigg a
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The member for Hannana

driver who becomes a member of Parlia-
ment cannot possibly follow his calling ;
and a case like that undoubtedly brings
to the front one of the problemns we have
to solve. We wish, at least I personally
wish, to see =& fair  representation of
direct Labour in the Parliament of the
country ; and it has often puzzled me, as
no doubt it bas puzzled other members,
to ascertain how we are to overcome this
difficulty of divorcing a man from his
ordinary means of livelihood immediately
he becomes a member of Parliament. Of
course in some professions, as the mem-
ber for Hannans pointed cut, the difficulty
does mot arise—it is possible for many
of us to continue our ordinary avocations;
but I am convinced that the Labour cause
suffers or will ultimately suffer from the
fact that in so many instances as soon as
men who have been directly associated with
manual labour enter the precincts of this
Chamber as members, their direct associa-
tion with manual labour ceases. My
idea of a Labour member is—1 do not
know whether it can always apply—
that a wmean, say a stonemason, working
outside this House should, when his
day’s work is done at five o’clock, be
able to come into this Chamber in the
evening and assist in legislating for the
country. - And there can be no doubt it
would bg much preferable for the Labour
cause if it were practicable—I am not
gaying it is absolutely practicable —if we
could keep a member of Parliament in
direct touch with his calling; because
sooner or later a Labour man, if he
remains in Parliament, relinquishes his
ordinary avocation, ceases to be a Labour
man, and becomes a professional poli-
tician. I do not say a professional poli-
tician in any unworthy sense. There
have been professional politicians in Aus-
tralia, men of whom any country might
be proud; but immediately a man
adopts politics as a profession he begins
to lose, imperceptibly perhaps at first
but very perceptibly as time goes on,
that very close touch, that very intimate
sympathy with the worker which is so

.desirable, which in the past has ac-

counted and even to a great extent at
present accounts for the great hold
the Labour movement has obtained
upon the public mind of this Common-
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wealth. That being so, I think those
members who represent direct Labour will
at any rute pause before they widen the ex-
istingbreach between the Labour member
who never does manual work, and those
whom be represents who live by manual
work. We talk a good deal about the
dignity of labour. We profess to believe
that & man who works with his hands,
no matter how humble the form of labour
may be, is in every sense equal to 8 man
who works with his head; and I admit
unreservedly that is a very desirable ideal
to bave in apy country; particularly in
& new country whire so much of toil-
some hard work has o be done of a class
rather physical than intellectual. If a
Labour member is immediately to give
up all intercourse with thanual lahour,
if immediately he enters Parlisment he
becomes a superior individual, superior
in social status, superior in financial
status to those he represents —

Mr. SBcapvan: He does not claim that.

Mr. NANSON: I do not say for a
moment that Labour members at present
claim it; but the tendency will be to-
waurds that, if we keep increasing the rate
of pay to & member of Parliament to a
rate above that earned by the average
labourer or worker outside Parliament.
It is an unfortunate circumstance, but a
circumstance that we cannot overlook,
that the social status of individuals is very
largely determined by the amount of
tnoney they have for spending purposes.
Human nature is so constituted that in
most cases persons are judged more hy
external civcemstances than by their own
virtues ; and if Labour members receive
a larger amount of remuneration than
the average market wage that Labour can
command outside, nndoubtedly the time
will come when those members will lose
that democratic sympathy which they
profess, and from the point of view of
* the Labour party alone they will, instead
of strengthening their position, weaken
it. Itisnota prospect that alarms e very
much. If we look back into the history
of democracy, if we look back into the
initial effort which has been made to raise
the political status of the people, we
shall find that in almost every insiunce
the great democrats, the great champions
of popular liberty, have not come from
the working classes but from the great
middle class, and the championship of
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public liberty has always been 2nd munst
always be more effective when it proceeds
from persons who are arguing perhaps
against their own intevests regarded from
a wonetary point of view. It is one of
the glories of the English House of
Commons, that we have heard spoken of
to-night in somewhat severe terms by
some members, that there are in that
House men of very great wealth, and yet
wen who notwithstanding that great
wealth have been through a long career
the unbending champions of democ-
rucy, and have championed even the
cause of what is known as Labour poh-
tics. No member will refuse to admit
that this very circumstance of obvious
personal disinterestedness on the part of
those wealthy members of Parliament to
wham I have referred has lent a strength
to their championship which would not
have heen there if a similar plea had
been put forward by members belonging
to what are known as the working classes,
the classes living by manual labour, and
who therefore would be advocating
measures in which they had a direct per-
sonal interest. But leaving that branch
of the subject, and to come to another
coguate branch, is it an altogether im-
possible ideal that a member of Parlia-
nent elected as a Labour member should
continue to practise the calling to which
he has been devoted before entering
the House? Tn some instances it may
be impossible; in the instance men-
tioned by the member for Hannans no
doubt it is; but there is a great number
of instances where I think that with
a little self-denial a member might
very well supplement his income. Indeed
there are instances in which members at
preseat in the House bave successfully
supplemented their income, and have
done so in the most homourable way
during the parliamentary recess in the
calling to which they have been brought
up. I remember myself up one occasion
shortly after the first session of the last
Parliament meeting in a shop in Perth
a Labour member who was buying some
carpenter's taols, a plane. We got into
couversation, and be told me that now
Parliament was over he could not live
on his parliamentary salary altogether,
and be was going back to the carpenter’s
bench to supplement the £4 a week he
received from the State by working a few
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months at his trade. And I honour that
man; I think everyone in this House
should honour that man; and I think in
the eyes of the constituency one repre-
sents and in the eyes of the workers of
the State it would be better for & member
of Parlinment to keep closely in touch
with those who elect him, by during a
few months in the year going back to
the trade he was formerly accustomed to
pursue. This is my idea of supporting
the dignity of Parliament. My ideaof the
dignity of Parliament is not that as soon
as a man enters this Chamber he should be
immediately divorced from the common
occupations and common interests of life.
Are you going to create in Australia a
class of favoured politiciana, who have
not to face those daily difficulties which
other people who are not in the enjoy-
ment of a fixed salary must face? It is
one of the most essential features in the
training of a member of Parliament that
he should be in close personal touch with
all those difficulties which spring from
inadequate income, from that * cursed
want of pence” which iz said to afflict s0
many public men, and which certainly
afflicts a great wajority of the human
race who do not happen to he in Parlia-
ment. Even at the present time I cannot
help thinking there is a tendency, on the
exiating salary of £4 a week, for members
of Parhament to cultivate a race of what
I may call feather-bed politicians. T
doubt whether there i a single member
of the Labour party who is in a worse
position financially now that ha has
entered this House than he was before.
I qualify that statement, for I think
there are a few. When the member for
Albany was speaking on the subject the
other day, I interjected the question,
what was he earning before he entered
this House? The hon. mewmber replied
that it was an impertinent question. He
probably meant it was an impudent
question, because under ordinary circum-
stances it is somewhat impudent to ask a.
man what is the amount of his income.
But the question itself is most pertinent,
because if you consider the question of

payment of members on s commercial
basis, we are entitled to ask, what was !

the market value of the members now in
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competition with other persons; Dut now
that they have entered Parliament their
salary is fixed at a certain amount,and that
competition ceases, Ifwe find, then, that
the majority of members in the Labour
party were earning less before they
entered Parliament than they are recciv-
ing now as salary from the State, it is
not entirely illogical or altogether un-
reasouable to argue that according to
their market value as tested before they
entered Parlinment they are receiving
quite ns much now as they were worth
before thev entered Parliament. As far
a8 I can gather, there is no likelihood of
the supply of candidates for Parliament
falling ehort of the demand. If there
were to be an election in a country dis-
trict where there was no labour caucus
and no labour selection ballot, or if
candidates had first to go before a selec-
tion ballot, in neither case would there be
any lack of candidates. In the last
generul election the difficulty wus not
to secure u selection of candidates, but
rather to weed out from the large number
of candidates desivous of entering Parlia-
ment those who shunld preferably be
elected. That brings me to another
point, that if you are going to ussess the
exact monetary value of a member’s ser-
vices, you cannot do hetter than take the
ordinary market stundard and ascertain
whether there are very many people
anxious to obtain these positivns. If it
were considered that a wan made very
great sacrifices by entering Parliament,
if it were considered that instead of
increasing bis financial state he lowered
it, that instead of putting money into hia
pocket be had to draw large sums out of
his pocket, do members bLelieve there
would be & greater number of candidates
seeking entrance to Parliament than there
are at the present time? The very argu-
ment in favour of payment of members
demolishes that idea, for the argument -
ia that if you do mnot give a certain
amount of payment, your choice of mem-
bers is hmited because candidates will

. not come forward. Before the payment

of members came int~ operation, [ do not
think there wag a Labour candidate in the
 field; and it is certain that until payment

| of members was agreed to in this State,
the House before they entered Parlia. '
ment? I may remark that before they ‘
entered Parliament they were in open |

there was not a single manual worker
who was prepared, as a member of the
TLabour party, to make a sacrifice by
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entering Parlianent.
them ; but I am stating this as a fact, to
develop my argument. We find, now
the puywent is fixed at £200 a year, that
instead of there Leing a paucity of candi-
dates seeking to enter Parliament, there
is a great nuwmber, not merely from the
propertied classes but from the ravks of
the wage.varners. That in itself, there-
fore, looking at the matter from a hard,
practical, common-sense view, is evidence
in the eyes of those who have not
succeeded in getting into Parliament that
£200 a year is not a bad remuneration ;
and we have to remember also that their
remuneration is not limited to £200 a
year. Houn. members huve all the advan-
tages of a palatial club. They have din-
ing room, library, billiard rvom, meals
served at less than cost price, free rail-
way fares, and a boarding-house con-
ducted for them at prives less than they
would have to pay if su;plied by private
enterprise in the city. So we cannot
adequately gauge the salary of a member
of Parliament by the £4 per week he
receives. I very much doubt if, taking
all the advantages into account at the
present time, & member does not receive
a salary worth at ordipary market
value fully £300 a year. However, as I
suid at the opening of my remarks, this
is primarily a matter that should not be
decided by the members of this House.
Personally, I do not claim any virtue in
this matter, I do not wish members to
suppose that in my owo case I should
refuse to accept an increase of salary to
£300; but we should not decide this
matter ourselves. The most satisfactory
way of settling the question is by means
of a direct referendum of the people.
Then, if it be thought that £300 is not
sufficient and if the people wish to give us
£400 or even £1,000 a year, any member
will be justified in taking it. But let
this be settled, not by the parties who
receive the benefit, but by our emplayers,
the electors of the different comstituen.
cies, who after all have the first right to
decide it, and not ourselves.

Mz E. P. HENSHAW (as meover
speaking to the amendment): I do wot
desire to discuss this matter at inordinate
length. My action in connection with
the motion has been perfectly honest and
aboveboard. I claim to be acting in
accord with my pledges. Long before
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the elections took place, the matier was
brought up in the Collie electorate, and
a braoch of the political Labour party
was formed there with others than
unionists as ita members.

Me. Quinraw: It is customary for the
nmover of the motion to give notice of his
intention to reply.

Tue SPEAKER : The bon. member is
speaking to the amendwent. The amend-
ment only can be discussed now.

Mr. HENSHAW: Feeling was so
strong in this branch of the party for an
increase in payment of members’ salaries
being made a plank in the Lubour plat-
form, {hat they eent down a suggestion
urging the central eouncil in Perth to
embody the matter in the Labour plat-
form. That council decided that it would
be a matter best left to individual
members. I am prepared to take the
full responsibility of my action in moving
in this matter. I am not actuated by
uny desire to take advantage of my posi-
tion and increase mny allowance. I spoke
openly on the matter before the election,
and on almost every platform, und my
remarks were indorsed. I have listened
with interest to the scuthing and unwar-
ranted remarks made by the member for
Sussex. While I am somewhat surprised
to hear those remarks, I am reminded of
the conditions prevailing in Parliament
prior to payment and the advent of
Labour members, referred to so ably by
the member for Brown Hill. T am quite
sure that the views of the member for
Sussex are not in accord with those of
the majority of electors in this State.
Ouly a few years ago the hon. member
was s0 out of touch with 1he people of
Perth that they rejected him; and om
several subsequent occusions he has found
himself out of accord with electors and
been again rejected.

Me. Frang WiLson: Ouce only.

Mr. HENSHAW : The hon., member
went so far as to suggest that the members
of unions who participated in sending
members of our party to this House should
pay us or supplement our allowance.
It seems a strange proposal to ask a

" swall section of the people to pay

members for working for the whole of the
State. 1 repudiate the contention of
the hon. member that a Labour member
represents trades unions ounly. That is
not the case. We won our positions
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in open c¢ontest amongst all comers ; and
we represent all coustituents and not a
section of them. I quite believe the hon.
member desires to revert to the old
position of things when there was limited
representation ; and about the first effec-
tive step to bring that about would be to
abolish payment of members. Most of
us clearly understand the hon. member's
intention to go back to the old order of
things which, fortunately for the people
of the State, we have left behind. T
believe that any member who fulfils his
duties properly and gives sufficient atten-
tion to his work will have the most of his
time occupied. I do not think it right
for members to indulge in private business
to the extent to which they do. I am
quite satisfied that in doing so they are
neglecting the country’s work. It has
been suggested that, becunse some mem-
bers are foolish enough to contribute
towards cricket clubs and other associs-
tions, we on this side of the House have
asked for our pay to be increased so that
we can do it. I do not believe in that
sort of thing, and would not be a party to
asking the State to muake an allowance
for this purpose. T look upon the custom
of giving donations as one of the relics
of the past from which we should get
away. To my mind it is mothing more
nor less than bribery and corruption.
Donations are given with a view of in-
fluencing votes, and we should not
countenance the custom. At any rate
it would be out of question even with
an allowauce of £300. Another serious
objection to the present inadequute pay-
ment is that members who have no outside
gource of income are confined to small
portions of the State, and are not able to
travel round the country and become con-
versant with the conditions prevailing in
every part of the State. If they canoot
do so, how is it possible for them to give
an intelligent vote or to take an intelligent
interest 1n what i going on in other
parts of the State? In most of the
other States £300 is the allowance to
members, and in those States members
are not subject to the long distances we
have to travael here, therefore are not
subject to the expenses members here
have to pay. Members are all prepared
to admit that the cost of living in this
State is greater than it is in other Strates;
and if £300 a year is a fair thing there,

[ASSEMBLY.]

{o Increase.

© surely we are entitled to that amount in

this State. It has been said there are
many members on this side who are
receiving a greater allowance than they
earned previously at their calling.

Me. Moran: What has that to do
with the question, anyhow ?

Mr. HENSHAW : Not a great deal;
but still it is & wrong statement which
it iz my dnty to combat. Tradesmen's
wages on the goldfields are £4 10s. a
week, and when members from the gold.
fields come into the House they have
to suffer a serious reduction, and it is
pot only u reduction in the allowance,
but members are subject to an increased
expenditure. It is all very well to say
that mewbers bave a railway pass. Itis
true they bave, but when a man is travel-
ling he is subject to expenditure which
he is not put to when at home. In the
face of the statement that the Premier
hag made, 1 think it would be unwise to
press this matter at the present time, I
would not like it to be said that we were
g0 eager fur thig increase, and at the
same time deny to civil servants in this
State who are receiving £200 or over the
increases to which many of them are
fairly entitled. Although our present
financial position is not too bright, I wish
it clearly understood that is not of our
creation but the creation of our pre-
decessors. If we are in straits at the
present time, we are not responsible for it.
When this matter was first brought
forward I thought things were a little
better than they really are. T do not
intend to press the motion, but I
hope the time will come when not only
civil servants but members of the House
will receive an adequate salary. 1 am
prepared by sacrifice to nssist in a small
way in remedying the present state of
things, which I say aguin has been brought
about by our predecessors,

On motion by Dr. Euvis, debate
adjourped.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at thirteen
minutes past 11 o'clock, until the next
Tuesday afternoon.



