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meaning in money, I presume—* has
been promised or guaranteed by the
Government of the colony.” I take it
this would not apply to a contract under
a land grant system. I think if the con-
tractor in the former case is to be
debarred, the latter also ought to be
debarred. T certainly think an alteralion
should be made in the second subsection
of this clanse; but I understand we are
prevented from doing so now. On the
recommittal of the bill, I shall be pre-
pared to bring forward an amendment.

Mg. LOTON thought some very strin-
gent law should be in existence excluding
large contractors, whether paid in money
or in land, from having a seat in Parlia-
ment. At the same time, he thought it
would be unwise to apply the same pro-
vigion to small contractors, who agreed to
supply the Government with little neces-
garies for the public service, under the
head of annual supplies. He did not
kmow whether it would be possible to
distinguish between the two classes of
contractors.

Clause put and passed.

Any Member accepfing o contract, or continuing
to hold any contract after the commencement of
the next session, his seat shall be void.

Clause 25.—“If any person, being a
“member of the Legislative Council or
« Legislative Assembly, shall directly or
“indirectly, himself, or by amy person
“ whatsoever in trust for him, or for his
“use or benefit, or on his account enter
“ into, accept, or agree for, undertake or
“execute, in the whole or in part, any
“ guch contract, agreement, or commission
“ag aforesaid, or if any person being
“a member of the said Council or
« Assembly, and having already emtered
“into any such contract, agreement, or
“ commission, or any part or share of any
“ such contract, agreement, or commission,
“by himself, or by any other person
“ whatsoaver in trust for him, or for his
“use or benefit, or upon his account, shall
“« after the commencement of the next Ses-
“gion of the Legislature, continue to

“hold, execute, or enjoy the same, or]

“any part thereof, the seat of every such
“member shall be void. Provided that
“ pothing in this or the last preceding
“ section shall extend to persons contri-
“buting towards any loan for public pur-
* poses heretofore or hereafter raised by

“the colony, or to the holders of any
“bonds issued for the purpose of any
“guch loan: "

Mr., MARMION said he noticed that
this clause provided that if » member of
the House who had already entered into
a contract during the recess, continued to
have any interest iz the countract after the
commencement of the next session, his
seat should become void. It appeared to
him that, according to this cf;use, if a
member entered into a contract during
the currency of a session, he would not
be affected by it. The clause was some-
what ambiguous, he thought.

Tee How. Sir J, G. LEE STEERE
said he could mot help thinking that
under the clause as worded a member of
the Legislature might enter into a con-
tract with the Government between two
sespions, and still retain his seat. It
wmight be a very large contract, extending
over some months, and there might be
no session of the Legislature intervening.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) said if the committee
would consent to report progress he
would give the clause his consideration,
and also see whether some amendment in
the direction indicated by the hon. mem-
ber for Perth (Mr. Keane) might not be
made in the next following clause.

Progress reported.

The House adjourned at ten minutes
past ten o’clock, p.m.

'LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,
Monday, 25th March, 1889.

Mossage (No. 3): Defence of Fremnntle: Ofier of Im.
Erm Government—NMassage (No. 4) : Defence of
ing Qeorge’'s Sound : Recent correspondence with
the Secrel of State for the Colonies—Message
(No. 5): ne%yeing to Address 1o wire for Teleg‘g)h
Line from rby to Wyndham~—Pensions { e-
dnle D, Constitution Bill nveyauce of boring
plont to Yilgarn—2Messra. (. & E. Millar's Torbay
railway proposals : referred to a select committee—
Constitution Bill: in committee—Adjonrnment.

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at
seven o’clock, p.m.

Prarrns.
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MESSAGE (No. 3): DEFENCE OF FREE-
MANTLE: OFFER OF GUNS FROM
THE IMPERIAL GOVERNMENT.

Tre SPEAKER anncunced the re-
ceipt of the following Message from His
Excellency the Governor:

“The Governor has the honor to in-
* quire whether the Honorable the Legis-
“lative Council are willing formally to
“ authorise the expenditure necessary for
“ the construction of a Battery to receive
** the two 7-inch guns offered by the Im-
“perial Government for the defence of
* Fremantle.

“The construction and maintenance of
““this Battery were geoerally approved
“by the resolution adopted by Your
“ Honorable House on the 16th Septem-
“ber, 1885.

“In the Earl of Derby’s Despaich
“upon the subject (Council Paper No.
“ 31 of 1885), the cost of the Battery is
“gtated at “from £3,000 to £4,000.”
“ An estimate recently prepared fixes the
“ cost at £4,066.

* The position of the Battery, the de.
“tails of its construction, and a revised
“estimate of the cost, must necessarily
“ be determined after examination of the
“gite by an Officer of the Royal En-
“gineers, whose services, for this pur-
‘ pose, might probably be procured from
*““one of the neighboring Colonies.

‘ The expenditure ought not to exceed |

“ £4.,000, and it might be spread over
“the years 1889 and 1890.

“Before the guns, with ammunition
“and equipments, can be sent out by the
“TImperial Authorities, it is necessary,
“not only that the cost of constructing
** the Battery should be guaranteed by a
“vote of the Legislature, but that the
“Colony should also formally undertake
‘“ the expense of maintaining the Battery
“in proper order, and of instructing the
* Artillery Force by whom the guns are
“to be worked. Including payment to a
“Volunteer Corps for dayhght parades,
*the additional expenditure on this head
*“is estimated at £500 per annum.

“There is a further question, namely,
“whether the Colony 15 willing to pay
“£500 per gun for certain 1mproved
* mountings recommended by the Military
** Authorities for the two 7-inch guns;
“and, also, whether the effectiveness of

‘ the defence of the Port is to be added
“to by the purchase of two Maxim quick-
*firing guns, as part of the equipment of
“the Volunteer Infantry. These guns
*are recommended by the Military ad-
“visers, and would cost about £360
i3 eﬂ‘ch‘

“The immediate occasion of this com-
*“munication to Your Honorable House
“is, that the Governor has been re-
‘“quested by the Right Honorable the
‘ Secretary of State to advise his Lord-
“ship, by telegraph, when the vote for
* the construection of the Battery, and for
*“the improved gun-mountings (if re-
“ quired) has been passed.

“The two 9-pounder guns, with equip-
“ ment, presented by the Imperial Gov-
“ grnment for service at Fremantle, were,
*“ ag the Council are aware, received some
“time ago.

“The defence of the Chief Port and
“Capital of the Colony iz of such para-
“mount importance, that the Governor
* thinks it right to communicate with the
“Council on the subject during this
* Special Session.

“ Gtovernment House,
“ 1889_”

25th March,

MESSAGE (No. 4): RECENT CORRES-
PONDENCE »¢ DEFENCE OF KING
GEORGE’'S S0UND.

Tag SPEAKER notified the rec(-eipt of
the following Message from His Ezcel-
lency the Governor:

*The Governor has the honor to trans-
“ mit, herewith, for the information of
“the Honorable the Legislative Council,
“copy of recent correspondence with the
* Right Honorable the Secretary of State
* on the subject of the Defences of King
“ Gteorge’s Sound.

Tt will be seen that Lord Knutsford
“hopes to be able in a short time to
“address the Australian Governments
“fully on the subject.

*“The papers enclosed with Message
“No. 1 show that therc are likely to be
“ difficulties in the way of the Inter-
“colonial Conference at Albany which
*had been suggested.

“Government House, 25th March,
«1889."”
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Governor to Secretary of Siate.

WESTERN Ausmu.}
No. 317.
Governiment House, Perth,
My Lorp, 19th November, 1888,

On the 7th March last, I received, through
the Governor of South Australia, the following
telegram from Your Lordship :—

“In accordance with strong desire expressed
“by conference, Her Majesty’s Government
“are happy to announce that they will be
“ prepared to recommend to Parliament supply
“improved modern armament King George's
“Sound and Thursday Island, on the under-
“gtanding that Colonies will be ready to
“undertake their part. Full details by post.”’

2. The “full details by post” promised by
the above telegram not having yet reached
me, I venture fo inquire when I may expect
them,

8. This question of the Defence of King
George’s Sound is one of such great import-
ance, and has suffered so many delays, that it
seems most desirable to make some special
effort to settle it.

4. I would advocate, if possible, the as-
sembling of » conference of representatives
of the other Governments concerned, to
discuss intercolonial arrangements for the
completion and maintenance of a defence
scheme. During the last visit of the Surveyor
General (the Honorable John Forrest, C.M.G.)
to Victoria, the Minister of Defence of that
Colony (the Honorable Sir James Lorimer,
ECM.G.) iotimated unofficially that he
thought his Government would be willing to
join in such a conference, and the idea is
approved in the Executive and Legislative
Councils of this Coleny. It is conaidered
that the conference might take place at
Albany, in February or March mnext; but it
could not be usefully held until the “full
details” referred to by Your Lordship had
been sent to me.

5. Respectfully requesting the favor of the
very earliest communication on the subject.

T bave, &e.,
(8d.) F. NAPIER BROOME.

The Right Honorable

Lord Knutsford, G.C.M.G.,
&e., &ao., &e.

Secrelary of Stale lo Governor.

WESTERN AUSTRALIA. }
No. 106.

Downing Street,
Sig, 29th December, 1888.

I have the honor to ncknowledge the receipt
of your Despatch No. 317, of the 19th of
November, respecting the defemce of King
George’s Sound and Thursday Island.

The subject has received the continuous
attention of Her Majesty’s Government, but
it has been found necessary to make cer-
tain inquiries before a definite scheme could
be submitted. I hope to be able in a short

time to address the Australian Governments
fully on the subject.
I have, &c.,
(8d) ENUTSFORD.
Governor Sir F. N, Broome, K.CM.G.,
&'cu &0., &-C.

MESSAGE (No. 5): WIRE FOR TELE-
GRAPH LINE, DERBY TO WYND-
HAM.

Tas SPEAKER announced the receipt
of the following Message from His Excel-
lency the Governor:

“In reply to Address No. 2 of the 22nd
“ingtant, on the subject of the Telegraph
“Line from Derby to Wyndham, the
“ Governor has the honor to enclose, here-
“with, the correspondence and specifica-
“tions referred to in the Address.

“ Government House, 25th March,
“1889.”

PENSIONS IN “SCHEDULE D.,”
CONSTITUTION BILL.

M=, VENN, in accordance with notice,
moved that an humble address be pre-
sented to His Ezxcelleney the Governor,
praying that he will be pleased to inform
the House of the amcunt of ¢ Special
annual allowance” which, under the pro-
visions of the 85th Victoria, No. 7, would,
on abolition of office, be strictly due to
the officers enumerated in Schedule D. of
the Constitution Bill, and of the * special
grounds” in each case for exeseding that
amount, and for asking for the pensions
specified in the schedule,

Agreed to.

CONYEYANCE OF BORING PLANT TO
YILGARN GOLDFIELD.

Mr. HARPER, in accordance with
notice, moved that in the opinion of this
House it is of the greatest importance
that tenders should be immediately called
for the conveyance of the lately purchased
horing plant to the Yilgarn Goldfield.

Agreed to.

MESSRS. MILLAR BROS.’ TORBAY
RAILWAY PROPOSALS.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hoan.
Sir M. Fraser), in accordance with notice,
moved: “That the proposals of Messrs.
C. & E. Millar for the construction of a
short line of railway, with a view to the
further settlement of lands in the neigh-
borhood of Albany—which have been sent



1889.]

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.

11

down to this Council by His Excellency
the Governor in Message No. 2—be
taken into consideration; and, further,
thal a select committee be appointed to
report on these proposals.” 'These pro-
posals (the hon. gentleman said) have
been in print for some days, and hon.
members I hope have made themselves
acquainted with their provisions. There
can be no doubt, sir, that if our railway
system throughout is to be a success, it
will be in a great measure owing to the
branches we hope to see constructed from
various points to act as feeders to our
main lines, in the same way as our Nor-
tham and our Newcastle branches have
already become feeders for our Eastern
Railway. This propoesal now before the
House is virtually a proposal to construct
a branch line from our main line at
Albany to a point about twelve miles
from that town. I have been supplied
by the promoters with a plan of the pro-
posed route, showing clearly what their
intention is. I beg to hand it in for the
information of hon. members. It will be
seen that they propose to continue the
line to the south-west towards and be-
yond what is known as Torbay, opening
up a fine piece of timbered country. I
cannot say that I, myself, know that par-
ticular spot, but T am assured by those
who do, that besides being a good timber-
ed country it also contains some pgood
agricultural land; and it is evident from
the proposals before us that the promot-
ers design this line to be not only a feeder
to our Great Southern Railway, but also
be the means of opening up a most desir-
able spot for settlement. The terms on
which thig line is offered to be construct-
ed appear to be very liberal. If hon.
members will just follow me they will
see that the proposal is “to comstruct
and maintain, at their own expense, a
railway for the transport of goods, com-
mencing at a point on the Great South-
ern Railway about ten or twelve miles
distant from Albany, and to run in the
direction of Torbay; the final survey
to be subject to the approval of the
Commissioner of Railways.” The pro-
moters estimate the cost of construction
at at least £2,500 per mile, and they
propose to build it on the same gauge
as that of the Great Southern Rail-
way; and they undertake that the
whole of the works shall be finished

to the satisfaction of the Commissioner
of Railways. They do mot intend to
lose any time about it, for they under-
take to have the line completed and
opened for traffic within one year from
the date of the authorisation to construct
it. They ask for the same concession
in respect to an exemption of Customs
duties upon all rolling stock for the use
of the line imported into the colony, as
wag granted to the concessionaire in the
case of the Great Southern Railway.
As regards materials, rails, and fasten-
ings, hon. members are aware that under
our revised tariff these are now admitted
duty free; but the promoters also ask
that the rolling stock also shall be free of
all fiseal charges. For the construction of
the proposed line the promoters ask for
a subsidy in the shape of 2000 acres of
land for every mile or portion of a mile
of railway completed and open for traffic.
This land is to be selected by them in
the vicinity of the proposed line, in blocks
of mnot less than 1000 acres, bui they
undertake that their right of selecting
this land shall not interfere with the
rights of selection already granted to the
W.A. Land Co. The promoters under-
take that their selection of their lands
shall take place within a year from the
ratification of the contract, so that the
idea is that the lands shall be selected by
the time the line is completed. It will
be seen that the Messars. Millar have
already selected under lease some large
blocks of land at Torbay, and they ask
for the right to cancel these leases if
they deem 1t desirable, and to retake the
lands within these leases, as a part of
the subsidy lands for the construction of
the line. Following this condition there
comes a proposal which appears a very
advantageous one for the colony. They
agree that at the expiration of seven
years from the date of the completion of
the line, the Government here shall have
the right of purchasing this railway from
the contractors at the rate of £1,000 per
mile. They go further than that: they
propose that, in the event of the Govern-
ment not caring to exercise this right of
purchase, the line shall, in fourteen years
from its completion, revert and belong to
the Government absolutely, The pro-
moters, so far as I understand them, are
satisfied that within this period they can
so satisfuctorily and successfully settle
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their lands, and that they will have be- | regard to the short line at present con-
come 50 valuable, that the first cost of | templated, it starts — as members if they
the line would be returned to them by | carefully look at the plan will see—from
then. The proposals, as I said, appear [ what I call the first elbow of the Great
on the face of them very fuvorable to the | Southern Railway, in a western direction
colony, but the Government, of which I |from Albany, and goes n distance of about
am the mouthpiece, do not wish the | twelve miles towards Wilson’s inlet. I,
matter too hastily settled, and it is my | myself, wish the proposal had been to
intention to move that the propesals— |carry on the line to Wilson's inlet—it
following the precedents adopted with |cannot be very far from there as pro-
similar proposals in the past—shall beposed. I should think if the line were
referred to a select committee. The | carried right on to Wilson’s inlet its whole
scheme is not a very large one, compared | length would not be more than about 24
with some of the land grant railway pro-| miles; and, no doubt, if desired by the
posals that have come before us; and, | House and the (Yovernment, the promot-
therefore, I do not think there is any | ers would be willing to do se. I know
necessity to appoint a very large com-|the country about Wilson's inlet very
mittee. well indeed; I spent a summer there
Siz T. COCEBURN - CAMPBELL : | about seventeen years ago, and I may say
‘With the concurrence of my hou. friend, | there is a very great deal of what down
the Colonial Secretary, I rise to second | there is called peaty land, proved and
the motion which he has submitted for our | known to be extremely prolific soil, besides
consideration ; and my reason for inter- | extensive plains of chocolate colored
vening so early in the debate is that, pos- | loam; in faet there is a considerable
sibly, I am the only member present who | amount of land all the way admirably
knows much about 'the country through | adapted for what we call peasant cult-
which this line will pass. I have known | vation, or small farms, well suited for
part of it for the last seveunteen years,|the growth of fruit, vegetables, maize,
and some of it longer than that; and I|and such like products, for which a
imagine that the question of whether the | ready murket is to be bad among the
House will determine that to construct | large steamers which already call at
this railway would be useful to the colony, | Albany, and the still larger number which
or not, must depend to a great extent | we may expect to see calling there in the
upon the character of this land. It is|future. There can be no doubt, I think,
needless for me to point out to hon. | that there is an important future in store
members that this proposal is not one for | for King George's Sound, and the day
what we call a ““land grant railway”— | will probably come, when, as Sir W.
that is, we are not asked to give a large | Fitzherbert said at the Imperial-Colonial
bouus of land to induce a private com- | Conference, the town of Albany will be
any to build a private line, as we have | one of the largest towns in the Southern
gone with the two land grant railways in | Hemisphere, There ean be no doubt that
which we are at present concerned. This | if this line were constructed to Wilson’s
is simply an offer by the Messrs. Millar | inlet it would enhance the value of
to construct what we may virtually re- [ Albany as a health resort. There is lovely
gard as a State railway, to come into the | scenery about Wilson’s inlet—the place
possession of Western Awustralia on cer- |is quite a Paradise, and the land about
tain terms. It strikes me that in order | there is, as I said, admirably adapted for
to form an opinion as to whether it is' thesettlement of an agricultural peasantry
desirable to have this line construected, | class; and, if Messrs, Millar Bros. can
there are three questions we ought to ask obtain the right class of settlers, such as
ourselves. Firstly, whether this immed- | Germans, or Italian peasants, who are
iate line which 18 contemplated is one | being encouraged now in New South
which it is worth our while to possess; in l Wales with so much success—if they can
the second place whether, possessing it, it | get the right sort of settlers for this land,
is likely to lead to the good of the colony | I am sure the country could be very
in the future; and, in the third plaee, j usefully and profitably settled. As to
whether the terms offered for the con- whether, if we obtain this line, it would
struction of the line are favorable. With | be advantageous to us in the future, there
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can be no doubt that the line would be
the first step in the direction of a railway
going through that very splendid, but
now alnost unreachable country between
King George's Sound and the Vasse,
by the Deep River and the Warren,
and country admirably adapted for
settlement, if there was a railway com-
munication right through. From Wil-
son's inlet you get a magnificent for-
est to Deep River, and thence to the
‘Warren, and up the Warren to Wil-
garrup, and from Wilgarrup to Bridge-
town, would be a most admirable line of
railway, opening up those beautiful areas
of land that are now lying idle. As tfo
the question of whether the terms offered
by the promoters are favorable terms, I
really do not see how it could be possible
for any State railway to be constructed
on more favorable terms. For £1,000
per mile they offer to let the Government
purchage the line, at the end of seven
years ; or, if the Government do not think
it desirable to exercise the right of pur-
chage at the end of seven years, the pro-
moters would work it for another seven
years, at the end of which they would
make a present of it to the Government.
‘We may expect that long before that
time the country which the line traversed
wounld be settled, and one would expect
the line to be of considerable value. Of
course there are certain objections to the
scheme as placed before us at present;
in the first place it does not connect with
a railway belonging to the State; but I
do not think there is much in that, be-
cause if the Great Southern Railway by
the end of 14 years is not in our hands—
which I hope it may be—mno doubt we
could make arrangements with the owners
for working it. [The CommrssionER OF
Ramwavs: That is provided for in the
concession. ]

S T. COCKBURN - CAMPBELL
(continuing) : Another objection which
may he urged against the scheme in
its present shape is that we have no
guarantee that any colonisation scheme
will be carried out by the promoters in
connection with this railway; and that
seems to me the greatest objection to the
proposal as now before us, But very
probably we might obtain further infor-
mation on this point from the promoters,
which would satisfy us. It must be re-
membered that these promoters have

everything on the spot ready to construct
and work this line, and the project can
be undertaken at once, which, in the pres-
ent state of the colony, with no public
works going on, would have a recuperative
effect upon our financial position. There-
fore, T think it would he a great advan-
tage, although the work is a comparatively
small one, if it were undertaken at the
present time. I shall be very glad to
support the proposal to refer the question
to a select committee, which, us I said
before, may obtain further information
ns to the intention of the promoters
which would remove any objection which
some hon. members may have to the pro-
posal as it stands.

Me. SHOLL: This is not the time for
a discussion of this proposal—the dis-
cussion should take place, I take it,
upon the report of the select comnittee.
But I should like to know if the Govern-
ment have any information to place
before the select committee and this
House with reference to this scheme.
It is all very well for the Government to
come here with a proposal of this kind,
asking us to concede a large subsidy of
land to companies or individuals; but,
surely, before the Governmeunt do that,
they should send some of their own
officers to report on this land, and not
take the ‘statement of any individual
member of this House about it, Dbe-
canse he may happen to have seen this
country, nor the mere statement of the
people who are asking for this concession,
I think it would be more businesslike,
and more statesmanlike, -if the Govern-
ment, before bringing in a proposal of
this kind, had sent down someone and
got an independent report on this land,
as to the quality of the land, the amount
of land which really belongs to the Gov-
ernment at the present time, and how
much belongs to the Land Company.
[The CommissioNER OF CROWN LaANDS:
‘We lmow that.] [The CoroniaL SECRE-
TARY: It is shown on the map.] It
would help this House and the select
committee if the Government were to
exert themselves and try to obtain some
further information as to this land. I
think it would be convenient also if the
Commissioner of Crown Lands would
provide ws with a map showing not
only the route of this iine, but also the
land beyond, especially when we are told
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that eventually the line is to go in the
direction of the Warren and the Vasse.
I think the Government ought also to
state whether they are prepared to sup-
port this proposal or not. [The Com-
Miss1oNER OF Crown Lanps: We have
said so. The Governor said so in his
Message—he recommends it to the favoi-
able consideration of the House.] It
appears that Messrs. Millar Bros. have
at the present time large areas in this
neighborhood of leaselold timber coun-
try. [Mr. A. Forresr: No.] The hon.
member says, No; is he the agent of the
promoters, or is he authorised by them
to deny it? [The CommassioNER oF
Crownw Lanps: It is special occupation
land.] And I understand it is proposed
to run this railway from Albany to this
land of theirs, so as to enable them to
get their timber into market; and it 1s
proposed to ask this Government to con-
cede 2000 acres of land per mile in order
that the promoters may be able to do
this. TUnless this line 18 eventually to
lead further than this freehold land of
Mesers. Millar Bros., I think it would be
useless for us to have this line built,
unless there is a condition in the con-
tract that they shall gettle this land as
they say they intend to do. We cannot
forget also that we bave gramted con-
cessions already to other timber com-
panies who have had to build their own
railways and gone to great expense; and
now we are asked to subsidise another
company to work against them, by enab-
ling this new company to build their rail-
way at the expense of the colony. Pos-
sibly, when the select committee report,
we may have further information with
regard to the scheme, which may remove
some of these objections.

Me. SHENTON: I think we cannot
do better than refer the proposal in the
first.place to a select commiltee, who will
report to the House the terms upon
which they would recommend the adop-
tion of the scheme, or otherwise. No
doubt, should it be considered necessary,
the Glovernment might instruct ome of
" their officers to examine this country—
we have railway communication now,
and it could be done at once, and he
might telegraph his report before the
House is prorogued. From what I bave
heard, myself, I believe it would be a
good thing for the colony to have this

land opened up, which is now lying
waste.

Me. A. FORREST: I must protest
against the remarks of the hon. member
for the Gascoyne (Mr, Sholl). He has
charged me with being the agent of
Millar Bros. I repudiate it altogether.
I bave no more to do with Millar Bros.
than any other member of this House
bas, and I think no member has & right
to make such an insinvation.

Mg. SHOLL: I did nothing of the
gort. I simply asked the hon. member
if he was their agent, or authorised to
speak for them. He seemed to know so
much about their land, T thought I
would ask him whether he was acting as
their agent.

Mz. A, -FORREST: I understood the
hon. member to insinuate that I was
agent in this House for Millar- Bros.,
the promoters of this scheme. I re-
pudiate the insinuation altogether. I
have nothing to do with them, aay
more than any other member, The
plans were prepared in my office, by one
of my clerks, for which they paid. 1 am
as independent as any member of this
House with regard to this proposal. Tt
is a well known fact that the hon. mem-
ber for the Glascoyne is opposed to every-
thing intended for the progress of the
colony. I don’t think he has ever enun-
ciated or supported in this House any
measures for the benefit of the colony;
and I don’t think, if he comes back to
this House, be ever will do so, because
the hon. member lives for himself, and
himself only. He has no idea of pro-
gress. His mind is narrowed into a
small circle. The hon. member for Gas-
coyne, in his early youth, made a fortune,
or made sufficient for himself and his
belongings ; and, now, when anything is
proposed for the welfare and progress of
the colony, he stands up in this House
and saya, No. I say, eir, that is not the
class of men we want in this House; and
I am astonished, myself, atany hon. mem-
ber getting up like he did to discuss a
matter which he knows nothing about.
He wanted certain information, he says,
He wants this, and he wants that, and he
wants the Government to do this, that,
and the other, to get him more infor-
mation. If he had only read this pro-
posal of Messrs. Millar Bros., and looked
at the plan that accompanied it, he would
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have found all the information he
required. Instead of that he gets up,
and throws cold water on the scheme—a
scheme that is meant to improve the land,
and to spend money in the colony, which
is very much required. We know that
one enemy in the camp carries a great
many others with him. I say he should
consider this scheme before he condemns
it. The scheme is a reasonable one, and,
when the proper time comes I shall speak
in its favor. As for the land, I will say
what the hon. member, Sir Thomas Camp-
bell, said ; the land has been lying idle
for the paat 50 or 60 years, and has not
returned sixpence to the revemue; and
sarely if we can get men of means to
spend £30,000 in building this railway,
and, at the end of fourteen years, make a
present of it to the colony, surely we
would be doing right in accepting such
an offer.

Mr. MARMION : I should like to say
just a word in answer to the hon. mem-
ber for Kimberley, who has stated that
this land has been lying idle for 50 years,
and of no value to the colony. But the
hon. member should recollect that we
gave a large tract of country to this Great
Southern Railway syndicate for building
that railway for us to enhance the value
of this land, and other lands in the same
direction. This land remained idle for
50 years because there were no facilities
for getting at it; but he must not sup-
pose that it is going to lie idle for another
50 years, now that we have a railway.
At any rate we have not yet had an op-
portunity of arriving at an idea of how
mauch this Great Southern Railway has
enhanced the value of our lands, and I
think we might fairly wait until we gee
whether our expectations are likely to be
realised. I am quite prepared to allow
that there may be advantages attached to
the introduction of capital by a firm like
Millar Bros. into this colony ; at the same
time, I cannot, at this stage, without a
great dea) more argument, and a fuller
consideration—which no doubt the scheme
will receive at the hands of the select
committeo—I cannot, at thisstage, agree
that it is desirable we ghould hand over
any extent of land to a firm which, no
doubt, is moved to some extent by patri-
otic motives in making this offer; but I
cannot really give them credit for being
actuated in such a matter as this by any

idea but that of making money, which,
after all, is the motive power in all these
concerns. And I have not the slightest
objection to their making money, so long
a8 the colony derives a corresponding ad-
vantage from it; and it is quite possible
that the colony may derive a correspond-
ing advantage from it, but I should like
it to be shown that such will be the case,
and that the colony would not derive s
greater advantage by the holding of these
lands than by parting with them for this
purpose. We must bear in mind that
the Great Southern Railway ia not a
State railway, and that in building this
short branch connecting with it we are
not assisting our own State railways in
the slightest degree, but simply adding to
the trafficupon the W. A. Land Company's
line. Though I have not the slightest
ohjection to that line’s traffic being added
to—I think it ought to be added to as
much as possible—but I do say that if
that is done it is the W, A, Land Co.
that ought to pay for it, and not this
colony. If itis considered necessary to
open up the timber industry, in the exist-
ing condition of affairs, we must bear in
mind that the timber industry has been
already opened up by others, in the
Southern districts of the colony; amnd
opened up, in more than one instance,
at the expense of the companies ea-
gaged in it, who simply received some
concession of land from the Govern-
ment; and I certainly do not see the
necessity of our giving away some 30,000
acres of land, at this time of our history,
to enable another company (o carry on
the same industry, and to do so by means
of a railway constructed at the expeunse
of the colouy. I do not see that we arein
any way called upon to do this; nor does
it seem to me fair towards those already
engaged in that industrfy, and who have
expended a great deal of money in endea-
voring to develop it. I ask hon. mem-
bers to bear all this in mind. We must
vot be hoodwinked, and have dust
thrown in our eyes, When we parted
with our land for the construction of the
Great Southern line we parted with it
because we thought that line would en-
hance the value of the Crown lands
which we reserved, and in that sensze we
hope to get a quid pro quo. But I think
the time has come when it behoves us to
be careful of our national estate, and not
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squander it away to people who wish to
open up a new indusiry, and make it
wmore remunerative for themselves. We
should consider whether that indus-
try would not prove remunerative with-
out this concession, and whether the
construction of this line, without any
subsidy from us, would not be a re-
munerative undertaking for -the pro-
moters. These, at present, are my
sentiments; I cannot say what result the
inquiries of the select committee may
have, or what my sentiments may be
when we have some further information
before us. At present we know nothing
at all about the quality of this land, nor
what may be its ultimate value, nor upon
what conditions Messrs. Millar Bros. hold
certain lands already in thie neighbor-
hood. When we are enlightened on these
and other matters we may be in a better
position to arrive at a conclusion as to
the merits of this scheme. I ask mem-
bers in the meantime to bear in mind
that we are not to look at the land be-
tween here and Albany now as valueless
lund, as we did years ago before this rail-
way was built. The colony has parted
with a million acres of country for the
construction of that line, and it may cost
this colony millions of momey, before
many years are over, to repurchase thai
railway from the present owners. It is
nonsense, therefore, to speak as if the land
was of no value, or that its value has not
been largely enhanced by the construction
of that raillway. It was an understood
thing between the members of this Coun-
cil that no land grant railways, ornogrants
of land for railway comstruction should
be again made, except for some project
of national or intercolonial importance;
and I fancy a resolution was passed to
that effect. We must also bear in mind
that the colony is now in a transition
state, between two forms of Government,
and we have heard members saying: that
they object fo having anything more to
do with projects of this ldnd until we
bave the control of our lands entirely in
our own hands, and also the control of
the affairs of the colony. I do not think
there can be any pressing necessity for
dealing with this proposal at this stage.
I dare say that Messra. Millar Bros.
are anxious that it should be settled at
ag early a date as possible, but, I take it,
it won’t disconcert them wvery much if

they have to wait until such time as the
colony has changed from the present
form to another form of Government,
when there will be a Ministry in office
who will be responsible to the country.
What do we know about this land at
present; or how can we express any
opinion upon the subject ? Or how will
members defend their action before their
constituents, if they give away this land,
with the information now before us?
Of course the select committee may bring
forward some arguments in its favor
which we may find unanswerable, but
at present we are not in a position to
deal with the proposal; and, at present,
with the information now before us, I
see no reason why the colony should at
this time and for this purpose alienate
all this land, which we are told is first-
class land for agricultural purposes, and
when the object in view would in all
probability be attained without this con-
cession.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): I have
listened with some attention to the re-
marks of the hon. member for Fre-
mantle, and I am sorry to find him
throwing so much warmth into his speech.
It seems to me difficult to understand
the motives or the causes which gave
rise to the hon. member's speech. This
proposition of Messrs. Millar Bros. is, I
think, one of the most reasonable, and
certainly one of the most advantageous
ones, that has ever been offered to this
House. Knowing a little as I think I
do of the resources of this colony, and of
other projects we have had before us, I
must say that when I heard that such
an offer was about to Le made I could
not believe that such a favorable offer
would have been made by any firm that
was able to carry it out, The hon, mem-
ber for Fremantle I think would have
been wise if, instead of making the
heated speech which he did, he had
waited until he got his information.
I am afraid that is another proof of
what we have seen so often—that any-
thing brought forward in the interest
of Albany is to some hon. members
like a red rag to & bull. I am afraid
it is so with the hon. member for
Fremantle. {Mr. Manmion: You are
quite mistaken.] That is my opinion at
any rate. So far as I am concerned, I
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look upon Albany and Fremantle with
equal eyes. I look upou them as part of
our Western Australian estate, and 1
think it is our duty, and it is my desire,
to further the progress of both Albany
and Fremantle to the wutmost of our
ability. The hon. member -for Gascoyne
and the hon, member for Fremantle have
both referred to concessions made to tim.
ber companies, in the past, in other parts
of the colony. I am afraid they are both
pretty ignorant of the terms upon which
those concessions were given, or else they
would not have made some of the re-
marks which they did. I may as well
remind the House of what some of
those concessions were. The Rockingham
Company had a reserve of 250,000 acres,
with the exzclusive right to cut timber
upon it for a period of 42 ‘years, at a
rental of £50 a year; and any land that
was sold was sold subject to their right
to the timber. I would point out that
250,000 acres, at £20 per square mile,
comes to about £8,000 a year, under our
present Land Regulations. Hon. mem-
bers, I think, can bardly say that we gave
that company nothing. They had also 50
acres of land on the shores of Mangles
Bay, at Rockingham, and timber sites all
over their reserves, and the fee simple of
any railways they built over Crownm
lands. That is what we gave one com-
pany. Next we come to what is Jmown
as the Ballarat Timber Co. We gave
them the fee simple of the railway
through their concession, and 250 square
miles of timber country, and the same
exclusive right to the timber as the
Rockingham company; their lease ex-
tending over some forty years. They
also had the right to select 2000 acres in
fee simple in any part of the colony; they
had land at Lockeville, and sidings for

timber depdts, all over their property.’

Then, agnin, there was the concession to
Mr. M. C. Davies, at Port Augusta,—
over 100,000 acres of land, and the right
to a piece of land at Port Hamelin,
besides other concessions. Then there
were liberal econcessions made in years
goune by to Mason, Bird, & Co., and to Yel-
verton—though not on such favorable
terms.

members, too, must consider what we
are offered in return. We are offered
a pood line of railway, equal to the
Government railways of the colony,
over 14 or 15 miles of country, connect-
ing it with Albany; and we are promised
that the line shall be completed within a
year. It will cost the coniractors about
£3,000 a mile, I suppose, to build it;
and, in seven years, we shall have the
right to get it back for £1,000 a mile;
and, in fourteen years, we have the right
to get the whole line for nothing. All
they ask is that we give them 2000 acres
of land for every mile of railway they
build. The hon. member for Fremantle,
or the hon. member for the Gascoyme,
can go and purchase this land at 10s. an
acre, and get twenty years to pay for it.
Hon. members seem to think this place
is an El Dorado. As soon ag anyone
desires to get hold of any of our land and
turn it to some account, it becomes of
enormous value in our eyes at once, We
have been looking idly at this land for 50
or 60 years, and there it is useless for all
practical purposes; but the moment an
offer is made to convert it to some good
use, we begin to imagine there must be
some great viriue in the land, and we
object to have it touched. Really it
geems to me as if hon. members like to
look at these big trees and say they
belong to us, They are of no use un-
less they are cut down and sent to a
market ; and, whether they are cut down
now or in a few years hence, it seems to
me it makes no difference to us. Timber
is a product of the cclony, and it is
useless until 1t is cut down; and, if
Millar Bros., or anybody else, undertake
to cut it for us and export it, they are
doing a good thing for the colony, and
they ought to be encouraged. The hon.
member for Fremantle says that our
object. in building our Southern Railway
was to enbance the value of our land.
My idea was that the main object we had
in view was to settle the land. What we
want is to see the land occupied and
utilised, and if anyone dcsires to spend
money in doing this, we should give them
every encouragement. [Mr. Beorn: We

Therefore, I think it cannot be ! have no guarantee that these people are

said that the concession now asked by i going to settle this land.] The hon.
Millar Bros. is of greater value than the member seems to put an extreme value

concessions already made to these timber | upon this
companies. It is quite the reverse. Hon, don’t think

articular piece of land. 1
{\e does upon other parts of
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the colony. I know he was one of those
who tried to thwart me, with the Land
Regulations, in locking up all our North-
ern lands for the good of the pastoral
tenants. The hon. member wished to
keep the Northern Jands of the colony all
to himself. I believe, myself, in being
careful of our territorial estate, butIdon't
see any uge in keeping it to be looked
at. I believe in utilising it. It is time
hon. members gave up this croaki
they have been so accustomed to. They
have lived in the colony, some of them
during the last forty or fifty years, and
they want to keep it to look at; and any
newcomers who have capital to turn it
to good account for themselves and the
colony are looked upon coldly. ANl I
can eay is, I hope members will look at
this matter in a purely business way, and
see whether it will pay the colony to
accept this offer. If they do that, I know
they can only come to ome conclusion,
and that is that the offer of Messrs.
Millar Bros. is one of the most favorable
offers that has ever been before this
Council.

Me. LOTON: It is not my intention,
at the present stage, to offer any opposi-
tion to the proposal, nor is it my inten-
tion to support it strongly at the present
time. It appears to me that we want a
lot of information about this scheme.
As to what the hon, the Commissioner of
Crown Lands has said about the conces-
gions made in the past, I dou’t think the
hon. gentleman adduced any argument,
or showed us anything, that should en-
courdge us to repeat the experiment. He
certainly did not show us that any good
accrued to the colony from the granting of
those concessions. I think that is a ques-
tion which is open to a great deal of doubt,
or, at any rate, to very considerable diff-
erence of opinion. The hon. baronet, who
referred to the land which it is preposed
to open up by means of this railway said
it was splendid land for agricultural pur-
poses. IfwoT thinkhe has made out rather
a strong case against our granting this
concession to Millar Bros., particularly
when we bear in mind that a considerable
portion of this land that is intended to be
taken up is already held under special
occupation leases, There is another ob-
jection to this scheme as it stands; the
proposal is put before us as a proposal to

<build a line of railway to open up a cer-

. addressing the House.

tain amount of country, which we are
told is good country for agricultural set-
tlement; but we have no guarantee that
this country iz poing to be settled and
occupied and cultivated. It strikes me
that the main and primary object of the
promoters ie to get their timber conveyed
to a port of shipment, rather than the
gettlement of the land by a class of cultiv-
ators. If this land is of such excellent
quality there couldn't be much difficulty
in having it taken up for bond jfide cul-
tivation, especially as it is only 10 or
12 miles from a market, and we are told
a ready market, and a profitable market.
There ought to be no difficulty in our sell-
ing such land, without giving it away;
and it strikes me that the colony would
benefit by it. T shall certainly be op-
posed to alienating this land except
under conditions of settlement and cul-
tivation. If we can get a guarantee that
the land will be utilised in this way, the
proposal will have my support.

Mr. PATERSON: I quite agree with
those hon. members who think that we
ought to get further information hefore
agreeing to this proposal. I have no
objection to giving away land to people
who will work it and turn it to profitable
use. I would willingly give the promot-
ers this land if they undertake to have it
settled and cultivated, and so help to
bring traffic to the main line of railway,
and increase the preductive industries of
the coleny. As to their utilising the
timber I would not object to that at all;
I think it'would be a very good thing to
get rid of it, if this is good agricultural
land. It can’t be worked under cultiva-
tion unless the land is cleared, and there
could be no possible objection to Millar
Bros. clearing the land, so long as they
undertake to have it cultivated after-
wards. This land has been there since
the foundation of the colony, and up to
the present it has been no carthly good
to anyboedy ; nor will it be unless we get
it cleared and a railway toit. I would
give them twice as much as they ask for,
\f they would undertake to have it ocen-
pied and cultivated.

M. Dz HAMEL: It is evident that
the hon. member for Fremantle and the
hon. member for the Gascoyne, who have
been decrying this proposal, have never
seen the land about which they have been
If they went
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down there and saw this land, they
would find, without exception, soil equal
to any not only in this colony but in an

part of Australia, But they.would find,
in addition, the most heavily timbered
country that we have in this colony—
which is saying a great deal. They
would find that these trees, which may
be a source of wealth to Messrs, Millar
Bros., men possessing a saw-mill of their
own at the present moment, worth some
£10,000 or £15,000—a saw-mill second
to none in this colony—they wonld find
that this timber, though of value to
them, would be not only of no value but
an absolute curse to the ordinary settler
who took up 20 or even 1000 acres of this
land. Let the ordinary settler, the col-
onist we require, go on this land, this
heavily timbered land, and what will be
the result ? He must, in the first place,
expend a large amount of labor and go to
an immense expense in cutting down these
enormous trees, and after he cuts them
down his troubles would only be com-
mencing. If hon, members had seen the
trunks of these trees lying on the ground
they would say at once they were a greater
curse than they were standing upright.
‘What can 2 man do with them? The
only thing be can do is either to let them
lie there and rot, or else try to burn thesé
huge logs, which is the work of time, the
work of years. The probability is that
he would never get rid of them, and
never get the lund under cultivation. If
be ring-barked them, there they would
stand, and the timber would be lost to
the colony for ever, But let men like
Messrs, Millar Bros., with the enormous
capital they possess, come there with their
line of railway, with their “jinkers’ and
their teams, and they will soon convert
these monarchs of the forest into solid
marketable timber, and they will export
it, and they will create a trade, not onl

with Australia but with the whole world.
They can bring the timber of Western
Australia into repute and known through-
out the world. I say, sir, let us at once,
and without any further opposition, have
this select committee appointed, and let
us see whether we shall not grant Messrs.
Millar Bros. the concession they ask for
to build this line on the terms they offer
to us,—terms such as this colony may
never get hold of again,—a line that will

absolutely be the property of the Govern-

ment in fourteen years time. Sir, if
we give them these powers, if we give
them this right, we shall be doing more
in the best interests of Western Austra-
lia than has ever yet been done by any
House that has previously sat here.

Me. RABON: Without entering at
any length into this discuesion, I hope
hon. members will endeavor to take as
broad as possible a view of this question
as they can. "We have heard a great deal
of late about men having *“a stake in the
colony.” 8ir, it is men like Messrs.
Millar Bros. that we want to have a stake
in the colony. If we can only induce
men like Millar Bros., capitalists, and
enterprising capitalists to boot,—if we
can only induce men like these to cast in
their lot amongst us, we shall very soon
go ahead, Into the question of the
merits of this proposal we ghall be able
to enter more by and by; but it is a
question of something else besides the
construction of this short line of railway
—it ig the question of whether we shall
encourage capitalists to come here or
whether we ghall give them the cold
shoulder, and continue to drive them
away as we have driven a great many
away in the past. Millar Bros., sir, are
not only prepared with their * jinkers,”
they are prepared with their “chink”
as well; and I think if we can by any
means encourage such people to settle
amongst us, by granting them a conces-
gion like this, without doing some griev-
ous injury to our immediate interests, it
would be much better for us to do so.
‘Wehave been told that they would make
an immense profit out of this timber., If
they did, it would be the best possible
thing that could happen to this colony;
for the more profit they made, the better
would it be for us, because capital is always
watching capital; and if other capital-
ists see Messra. Millar Bros. making a
large amount of profit put of this colony,
we should soon have a great many more
capitalists coming here, trying to do the
same thing. X hope hon. members will
give the question the fullest and gravest
consideration. I shall be prepared to
give it all the snpport I can.

Mz. RICHARDSON : I also hope we
shall try and act in this matter as sug-
gested by the hon. member for the Swan,
and try to look at the matter from as
broad a point of view as we can, There
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is, no doubt, some troth in what has
been said that there has been. a tendency
in this colony to regard these matters
from a somewhat narrow point of view,
‘We seem to view our land, which we see
lying idle for years and years, as if it
became instantly invested with extraordio-
ary value the moment any capitalists from
outside begin to nibble at it. Land
which for the last half a century we have
not thought worth looking at, becowmes
at once to be regarded as possessiug the
potentialities of grea.t. wealth when we
get an offer from some enterprising
capitalists to convert this land into some
use for themselves or the colony. There
is a great deal of the * dog-in-the.man-
ger” spirit about all this, I am afvaid. T
am mnot prepared to say at this moment
that I am going to support this particu-
lar scheme, or that I am going to oppose
it. What we want is to be able to give
an intelligent vote upon it, and to do
that we must have a great deal more
information than the mere random state-
ment that there i a good deal of good
Jand in this neighborhood. We want to
know what is the quantity of land, we
want to know its proximity to this pro-
posed line of railway, we want to know
the cost of clearing this land, and we
want to know how much of it, if cleared,
is likely to be of value as agricultural
land. I know of some land about Albany
which it would cost at least £5 an acre
to clear, and it would take a long time
before any intending settler would think
of tackling that land. Even if we found
that this land is of value, if cleared, the
question arises —are we prepared to
make a railway to it, so as to make
it of some use to the cultivator? I am
afraid not. Unless that is done, the land
will certainly remain valueless, so far as
agricultural settlement is concerned. But
we must bave conditions imported into
this contract with Messrs. Millar Bros.,
under which the settlement and cultivation
of the land shall be one of the main
features of the scheme. Unless we have
gome assurance of this kind, I shall
decline to support it; on the other hand,
if we can have such a condition embodied
in the agreement, the scheme shall have
my support.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. J. A. Wright): I rise
merely

locality where it is proposed to build this
line of railway, on three or four occasions,
and can speak of the land with a certain
amount of personal knowledge. The
ground where this karri is growing is
exceedingly good and rich soil, and would
be exceedingly well adapted for agricul-
tural purposes as soon a8 the timber is
cleared from i, Until that is done it is
totally useless; and, uvless this timber
is golng to be used for industrial pur-
poses, no one in his senses would take up
this land with the idea of clearing 1t
for cultivation. I saw one tree from
which 750 sleepers were cut. That is
not the sort of timber that a scttler
would attack with a joyous heart. I
think it would be to the benefit of the
colony if this heavily timbered land were
cleared, and I doubt if we shall ever get
a more favorable opportunity of having
it doue, on terms more advantageous to
the colony.

Question put—That a select committee
be appointed.

Agreed to.

Tur COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) moved that such com-
mittee consist of the Commissioner of
Railways, Sir T. C. Campbell, Mr. Veon,
Mr. Keane, and Mr. Loton.

Me. PARKER suggested that the name
of the member for the district (Mr. De
Hamel) he added.

Mz. MARMION demanded a ballot.

Hon. members having delivered to the
CrERE their ballot papers, the following
members were found to have received the
greatest number of votes : Mr. De Hamel,
Sir T. Cockburn-Campbell, Mr. Venn,
Mr. Loton, and the Commissioner of
Railways,

Committee appointed accordingly.

CONSTITUTION BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

The House went into committee for
the further consideration of thig bhill,

Clause 25 (adjourned debate)—wide p.
108 ante.

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) said that certain amend-
ments appeared on the Notice Paper in
his name both in this clause and Clanse

to say that I have been to the, 26 ; but he rose to say that it was not hig
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intention to move them, having conferred
with his leader on the subject.
The clause was then put and passed.

Provisions of Clauses 24 and 25 not to exiend lo
incorporated irading componies,

Clause 26— The foregoing provisions
“ shall not extend to any contract, agree-
“ ment, or commission made, entered into,
“or accepted by any incorporated com-
“ pany where such company consists of
“more than twenty persons, and where
“guch confract, agreement, or comnis-
“ gion is made, entered into, or accepted
¢ for the general benefit of such company,
“nor to any contract or agreement in
*respect of any lease, license, or agree-
“ment in respect to the sale or occupa-
“tion of Crown Lands:"

Mer. PARKER =zaid he understood
from the Attorney Genperal that he did
not intend to move the amendments
standing in his name on the Notice
Paper. Oune of those amendments wasg
to reduce the number of persons in a
compuny, exempted from the provisions
of the previous clauses, from twenty to
six, As the hon, and learned gentleman
did not now propose to move his amend-
ments, he intended himself to move to
strike out the word < twenty” at any
rate. He found that in Tasmania the
number constituting a. company to entitle
it to be exempted from the provisions of
the clauses relating to contracts was only
six, and that the exemption applied to
companies whether incorporated or not.
He thought if six was a sufficient number
in Tasmania it ought to be sutbcient here.
He observed also that in Tasmania not
only were sharebolders in incorporated
companies exempted, but also share-
holders in trading companies. The At-
torney (eneral, apparently, — judging
from the amendments in his name on
the paper—had intended following the
example of Tasmania. He (Mr. Parker)
did not propose to go so far as the hon.
and learned gentleman had intended to
go; he did not propose to exempt trading
companies, but he proposed to reduce the
number in incorporated companies from
twenty, say, to six.

Me. BURT thought six, perhaps, was
rather a small number; he should prefer
to see the number reduced from twenty,
say, to one-half that number—ten, He
also thought the clause ought to be made

to apply to an association as well as to a
company. He found the term used in
the Acts of the other colonias.

Mg. PARKER said he had mo objec-
tion to the number being reduced to ten
instead of six, and he would assent also
to the other suggestion, with regard to
the clanse applymng to an association as
well as a company. Perhaps the hon.
member would embody the two proposals
in his amendment.

Mz. BURT thereupon moved that the
words ¢ ineorporated company, where such
company consists of more than twenty”

-be struck out, and the words *“ ecompany

or aggociation congisting of more than
ten” be inserted in lien thereof. :

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) said it was his duty to
insist, so far as he could, that the clause
should remain as it stpod. The same
provision existed in South Anustralia,
where, he believed, it had worked well
Tt would be his duty to take the sense of
the committee upon the amendment.

Mz. LOTON thought the clause should
not even apply to incorporated companies.
It would be very easy for any company
to inerease the number of its shareholders
or directors so as to bring it within this
exemption, and go enter into as many
contracts ag it liked. In his opinion
those who had large transactions with
the Government cught not to have a seat
in Parliament while that contract is
running ; and, so far as he was concerned
he should support the clause as it stood,
rather than the amendment.

Amendment put, and negatived on the
voices.

Mz. PARKER said the previousclauses
relating to contracts contemplated, ap-

arently, that no person directly or in-
girect.ly interested in a Grovernment eon-
tract of any kind should hold a seat in
Parliament. He thought it would hardly
be fair to include those who merely be-
came sureties for the performance of a
contract in that disability. Nor did he
think they should include persons who
borrowed mouney from the Government,
—from the Saviogs Bank for instance.
He therefore proposed to move an amend-
ment, which be might say he had taken
from the Tasmanian Act. It was virtu-
ally the same as that which had been put
on the Notice Paper by the Attorney
General, though not worded ezactly the
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gsame, and as that amendment was al-
ready in print, he had no objection to
adopt it. It was to add the following
words to the clause: *‘nor shall the fore-
going provisions apply to any person
whose position in respect of the contracts,
" agreements, or other matters in the last
two preceding sections mentioned is
eolely that of & guarantor, nor to any
person borrowing money from the Gov-
ernment.”

Me. SHOLL said he could not support
this amendment, especially with regard
to guarantors. A person who was a
guarantor for the performance of a large
(Governwment contract might be a member
of the Ministry ; he might be the Minister
of Railways or of Public Works, and he
thought it would be most unwise to allow
2 man who was so mixed up in contracts
to be a Minister of the Crown, or even a
member of Parliament. They knew per-
fectly well that the sureties were the
persons who were responsible for the per-
formance of a contract, in the event of
the contractor failing to carry it out;
and such a provision as this might lead
to very grave abuses, which it would be
unwise on their part to place a member
of Parliament or a member of & Ministry
in a position to commit.

Me. SHENTON could not support the
amendment in its present shape, but he
thought they might exempt those who
merely borrowed public funds from the
Government. He ceriainly thought that
guarantors of a contract should be ex-
cluded in the same way as the contractor
himself ; they are equally respousible and
interested in the due performance of a
contract. He would move as an amend-
ment upon the amendment of the hon.
member for Sussex, to strike out the words
“whose position in respect of the con-
tracts, agreements, or other matters in
the last two preceding sections mentioned
is solely that of a guarantor, nor to any.”
The amendment would then apply only to
persons borrowing money from the Gov-
ernment.

Mz. A. FORREST thought they would
find great difficulty indeed in finding
members at all if they were going to dis-
qualify every man who became a guaran-
tor or surety for a contract. He did not
consider a guarantor a responsible party
at all. (Laughter) Hon. members
might laugh. He was responsible, per-

haps, in a certain way, but he had no
interest in the contract. There were
many members in that House now who
would not be able to hold their seats if
this amendment passed. In most Gov-
ernment contracts wow they demanded a
bank deposit as security, which perhaps
was the best sort of guarantee they could
have. He thought they were going too
far with this matter. They had a great
many restrictions already against men
getting into the House under this bill,
and he thought it would be a mistake to
go any further, and prevent the most
influential men in the country from sit-
ting in the Houss. It seemed to him
some hon. members wanted to see no-
body but men of straw in that House.

Me. MARMION said it was his inten-
tion to oppose the amendment. If it
was desirable to keep out contractors, it
certainly was equally desirable to keep
out guarantors. As for such a provision
being hard npon men of capital who con-
sented to become guarantors for other
people’s contracts, he thought it would
act quite the other way ; he thought most
people would be very glad of this excuse
for declining to become guarantors.

Mr. RANDELL failed to see how the
preceding clauses could possibly be said
to embrace people berrowing money from
the Government; and, if he was right,
he failed to see the necessity for the
amendment at all. He thought it was
very undesirable to interfere with these
clauses more than they. possibly could.

Mr. PEARSE asked the Attorney
General how the clause would affeet
truetees, for instance, borrowing mouney
for different institutions with which they
were connected.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) said it would not affect
anyone borrowing at all, so long as it
was not a Government coniract.

Amendment put, and negatived on
the voices.

Clause agreed to, as printed.

Clause 27.—Not te extend to contracts
by descent :

Agreed to, sub silentio.

Office holder laking the oath as Member
therely lo vacale his ofice.

Clause 28.—* If any person while hold-

“ing an office of profit under the Crown,

“other than that of an officer of Her



1889.]

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.

123

“Majesty's sea or land forces, on full,
‘“ half, or retired pay, be elected a mem-
“ber of the Legislative Assembly, or of
“ the Legislative Council, after Part ILI.
“of this Act shall be in operation, he
“ ghall, if he takes the oath or makes the
* affirmation hereinbefore prescribed, be
* held byso doing to vacate his said office.”

Ezcept chief Exeoutive officers.

“ This section shall not apply to the
“offices of Chief Secretary, Attorney
“ General, Treasurer, Commissioner of
“Crown Lands, or Director of Public
“Works: "

M=z. BURT moved that the subsection
be struck out, and the following inserted
in Heu thereof: * This section shall not
apply to offices Liable to be vacated on
political grounds.” This, he said, was
following up the principle adopted in the
amendment agreed to in Clause 6, of not
naming these officers.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) : Agreed to.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, agreed to.

Beats in Parlieament vacated in cerfain cases,

Clause 29.—* If any member of the
“ Legislative Council or Legislative As-
*gembly, after his nomination or elec-
i tnioll—"

“(1.) Ceases to be qualified or be-
* comes disqualified as afore-
“said; or,

“ (2.) Becomes of unsound mind ; or,

“(3.) Takes any oath or makes any
* declaration or ackmowledg-
“ment of allegiance, obedi-
“ence, or adherence to any
“foreign Prince or Power, or
“ does, concurs in, or adopts
“any act whereby he may
* become a subject or citizen
“of any foreign State or
“ Power, or whereby he may
“become entitled to the
*“rights, privileges, or im-
“munities of a subject or
* citizen of any foreign State

* %or Power; or,

“(4.) Fails to give his attendance (if
“a member of the Legisla-
* tive Council) in the Legis-
“lative Council for any one
“gession thereof without the
“permission of the said

“Council entered upon its
“journals; or, (if 2 member
“of the Legislative Assem-
“bly) fails to give his at-
“tendance in the Legislative
* Assembly for two conse-
“ cutive months of any ses-
“sion thereof without the
* permission of the said As-
“sembly entered upon its
“journals; or (if a member
“ of the Legislative Assembly,
“or of the Legislative Coun-
“cil after Part IIL. of this
“ Act shall be in operation),
“(5.) Accepts any office of profit from
*the Crown, or any pension
“during pleasare or for
“term of years, other than
“one of the executive offices
* gpecified in the last pre-
“ ceding section, or than
“that of an officer of Her
“Majesty’s sea or land
“forces on full, half, or
“retired pay,
“ his seat shall thereupon become vacant :”

Mz. BURT said it would be seen that
under this clause a member who ab-
sented himself from the Legislative As-
sembly for two months was liable to lose
his seat, but, in the Legislative Council, a
member had to absent himself for a whole
session before his seat became vacant.
He proposed to make the cases parallel,
for he failed to see why there should be
any distinetion between the two Houses
in this respect. He moved that the
words *“any one session thereof,” in sub-
section 4, be struck out, and “two con-
secutive months ” inserted in lieu there-
of. The same rule would then apply to
both Houses.

Tae COLONTAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) said he could see good
reason why the clanse should stand as it
is. It was very well known that the
work of the Upper House usually follow-
ed upon the work of the Assembly, and
that often there was very little business
to be done in the Council, 2s compared
with the other House, and the absence of
members would not be so much fels, nor
would their presence be so necessary.
On the other hand there were special
reasons why members should give their
attendance m the Assembly, where nearly
all the work originated. He might say
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that this provision also had been copied
from the South Australian Act, and he
saw no reason why it should be departed
from. He should therefore oppose the
amendment.

Me. LOTON failed to see that any
hardship would be imposed upon the
members of the Upper House if their
seats were to be vacated if they were
absent for two consecutive months; for
all they had to do, if they wanted longer
leave, was to get the permission of the
House, and he did not suppose that
would ever be refused. The least a
member could do was to ask for leave to
absent himself, if he wished to go out of
the colony or anything hike that; but he
did neot think it would be wise to
encourage members to absent themselves,
ag this c%ause seemed to do. Solong as
they put in an appearance for one day in
the session that would be enough, as the
clause now stood. He saw no reason
why there should be this distinction
between the two Houses. He main-
taimed that, whether members were
nominated or elected, they ought to
attend to their duties, '

Mr. RICHARDSON said it appeared
to him we ought to guard against these
old fogies—as the members of the Upper
House had Dbeen sketched by the Attorney
Greneral—neglecting their duties too
much ; and that we should insist upon
their attendance at least once in two
months,

The amendment was agreed to.

Tre Hown. 81 J. G. LEE STEERE
moved that the lines within brackets at
the end of subsection 4 be omitted.
These words, it would be seen, qualified
the following subsection, with regard to
the acceptance of offices of profit from
the Crown. They were not necessary
1now, in view of the amendment made in
Clause 6, which, as amended, prevented
the members of the Council—whether
nominated or elected—irom accepting
offices of profit under the Crown.

Tee ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) said he was of the same
opinion as his Honor the Speaker, that
there was no necessity now for the words
in brackets.

Amendment agreed to, and words
omitted.

Me. BURT said that subsection 5 of
this c¢lanse provided that the seat of a

member should become vacant if he ac-
cept an office of profit from the Crown,
but exception was made in the case of a
member accepting * one of the Executive
offices specified in the last preceding
gection”—that was to say, accepted a Min-
isterial portfolio. According fo this sub-
section, a member accepting a Ministerial
office would not vacate his seat. He
proposed to do away with that provision
by striking out the words ¢ than one of
the Executive offices specified in the last
preceding section, or,” He did not pro-
pose at this moment, until he heard
some argument against it, to dwell upon
the desirability of members accepting
Ministerial offices going back to their
constituencies for re-election; he had
dwelt at some length upon the point,
when he addressed the House on the
second reading, and followed up the
arguments of the hon. baronet, now
in the Chair. He thought the hon.
baronet on that occasion gave them very
good reasons indeed why members ac-
cepting offices in the Ministry should go
back for re-election; he pointed out
that it would prevent a hasty or incon-
siderate assumption of office on the part of
the Opposition, and prevent a great deal
of unworthy manceuvring and intrigue
for office, and give an element of stability
to any Ministry, without which good
government would be impossible. It
might be, too, that a constituency would
disapprove of their member accepting an
office in a Ministry with whose policy
they were not in harmony; and there
were many other reasons why the usual
and constitutional course should not be
departed from. He did not see that it
would be any hardship for a member to
seek re-election upon accepting office. It
had Dbeen said it might deter many good
men from entering a Ministry, or from
undertaking to form a Ministry, if you
obliged them to go back for re-election;
but he did not think that fear was well
grounded at all, because, as a rule, if a
Ministry was twrned out in a legitimate
way on some question of importance, the
attempt to turn them out was not made
until the other side had obtained a good
following, and were pretty sure of a
majority to carry on the Government, and
their policy would necessarily be popular
for the time being. Notonly that, it was
very seldom indeed that Ministers were
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opposed when they went back for re-elec-
tion ; constituencies, as a rule, were rather
proud than otherwise of being represented
by a cabinet minister. It might be asked
—then what is the good of having such
a provision in the bill? He looked upon
it as a safeguard, a constitutional safe-
guard, for the reasons he had already
indicated. Without it, the (what ought
to be serious and responsible) work of
turning out a Ministry, upen the slightest
occasion, was made as hght and simple
ag possible. A positive premium was
placed en hostile and factious intrigue
and opposition. In such attacks every-
thin%;;;a,s to be hoped, and very little, if
anything, to be feared, if all that mem-
bers had to do was to cross the floor of
the House and take up the seats of the
Ministry they had turned out, without
being under the necessity of having their
action confitmed by their constituents.
The mere fact that members knew they
would have to seek re-election would
operate very forcibly indeed against
mere factions opposition for the sake of
office, and afford a safeguard against a
too ready assumption of the reins and
responsibility of Government, by men
who had no reasonable prospect of having
8 following in the House or in the coun-
try. He therefore proposed, as an amend-
ment, to strike out the words in question.
The same provision existed, he helieved,
in the Constitution Acts of all the ofther
colonies, except South Awustralia; and
they had been told that in South Aus-
tralie. they had had more change of
Ministries than in any other of the other
colonies,

Mg. SHOLL: But is that the cause
of it ?

M=. BURT: If it is not the cause of
it, let the hon. member suggest what the
cause 18. There is the fact.

Mz. RANDELL said he rose to sup-
port the amendment. It seemed to him
the very essence of Respousible Govern-
ment that Ministers acecepting office
should seek re-clection at the hands of
their constituencies. He was not able
to speak with reference to the results of
the opposite procedure in South Aus-
tralin—he was not in a position fo say
that this had been the actual cause of the
frequent changes of Ministries in that
colony; but it seemed to him that it
afforded a very good reason for those

frequent changes. He thought it was a
very desirable and a very wholesome
provision, and it was ome which har-
monised with his own idea of the prin-
ciple of popular government. The feel-
ing which he had felt all along through-
out this movement in favor of Respon-
sible @Government was that, possibly,
with our limited population, it might
degenerate into government by cligue;
and he thought it was very desirable
that we should provide every safeguard
against cliquism and intrigue, and the
grosser forms of manceuvring for office.
If the result in South Australiz had
been what they were told it was—owing
to the absence of this very safeguard
—how much more necessary was it
here, with our much smaller population,
where we were likely to have these diffi-
culties arising still more frequently ? He
thought that with the limited materials at
hand here for forming Ministries, it was
most desirable that every protection
should be afforded against intrigue and
factious opposition; and that members
ghould not be permitted to accept Minis.
terial offices without the approval of their
constituents, and the endorsement of
their policy by the electors. He felt
strongly the danger of omitting this safe-
guard. As had been already said, with-
out it the serioms and responsible work
of shifting an Administration ount of
office was made ag light and as easy as
possible. Surcly this was not an object
to be aimed at in these restless and un-
settled times, that our Ministries should
be always in danger of being turned out,
without those who turned them out hav.
ing to face the electors. Nothing could
be worse for the country than to have
constant changes of Ministries, for mere
change’s sake, or for the sake of the pro-
fits or emoluments arising from holding
office, and that in this way Responsible
Government. should degenerate into gov-
ment by cliqgue. He could not conceive
that there would be any hardship in
members accepting office having to go
back to the country for an endorsement
of their policy: on the other hand, he
could see that many dangers might arise,
and many difficulties be placed in the way
of obtaining a good and firm govern-
ment. He believed the practice prevailed
in the mother country with very bene-
ficial results, as well as in all the other
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Australian colonies, with one exception
—an exceptior that was not very en-
couraging for attempting the experiment
here,

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAT (Hon.
C. N. Warton) said the hon. member
who had just sat down had referred to
the mother country, and the practice
there of Ministers accepting office having
to seek re-election. It was true that by
an old statute, the statute of Anne, this
practice existed : but it was found to be
imcreasingly inconvenient, and attended
with very little practical result. Every
time there was a change of Ministry,
there was a positive waste of two or three
weeks of valuable time, possibly at a busy
period of the session, while the new
Minister or Ministers went to the country
for re-election ; and, as the sessions here
were not likely to last eo long as the
sessions in England, this loss of valuable
time would be still more inconvenient
and embarrassing to the Government of
the country. Even in Epgland the rule
had been broken inte, to a considerable
extent of late. The present Lord Chief
Justice of England was the first officer
who accepted the Attorney General-
ship without going to his constituency ;
and the rule had been evaded by
other ingenious statesmen; and he kmew
that the feeling in the mother country
was increasing againet the practice, as
a most inconvenient one, and presenting
no commensurate advantage. The re-
sult, in the first place, was waste of
valuable time, in the next place it was
most inconvenient; and not ome man
in fifty who went to the country upon
the aceeptance of office in England lost
his seat. The feeling there amongst
statesmen of all parties was certainly
growing sgainst the practice; and the
necessity for it, which existed at ome
time, had long ago been removed.

Me. BURT did not think that the
English practice was one that should
always guide us in this colony, where an
entirely different condition of things
existed from what existed in a country
like England. English experience in
this matter helped us very little, Iu
England they did not have changes of
Ministries every few months, as they had
had in a neighboring colony; mnor was
there any danger of such constant shuf-
fling of Ministries. What was the nse of

comparing English Parliamentary life,
with its complete party organisations,
and its rigid discipline, with Parlia-
mentary’ life in a colony like this, that
had not yet entered upon party govern-
ment? In England, a Ministry would
not be ousted except upon some import-
ant question of principle, but, in these
colonies, anybody by taking up some
popular cry of the hour might get up a
party at a moment's notice. o Minis-
try would be safe to carry out any well-
defined poh'c{. In the House of Com.
mons political parties had been formed
and consolidated for years, and the
members of these parties followed one
another like a lot of sheep. Would
they do so here? In England, the
great historic parties had got into a
groove, & certain well.defined groove ;
and no one had a chance of getting
into office unless they had the voice
of the country at their back. Was it
g0 here? He was inclined to think per-
haps that anyone who endeavored to
form the first party under Responsible
Government in this colony, although he
might succeed in forming it, wounld find
ve? great difficulty in keeping his team
and his followers together, or keeping
them in their proper place. There would
probably be as many leaders as there
were views or offices to fill, and there
would be no cohesion or united action—
at all events until members had learnt to
yield to some little discipline. At pres-
ent there was not a member in that
House who had learnt anything like
discipline—certainly not the hon. mem-
ber for Fremantle, who, if he didn't get
his own way, would turn any Govern-
ment out in half an hour. Buf even if
members did learn a little discipline, we
could never hope to reach that state of
trained discipline, that blind adhesion to
party, which was shown by parties in the
House of Commons, He hoped, in fact,
we should never go to that extreme.
But it was absurd comparing the state of
political affairs in England with political
life in this colony. Here nothing would
be easier than for one or two intriguing
men to get up a popular cry and turn
out, or worry the life of, any Ministry;
and there were men who would not
hesitate to do so, if they felt sure that
they could take office without having to
go back to the country for re-election,
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Such & state of things would be fatal to
good government or statesmanlike action
on the part of any Ministry,

TeeCOLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir M. Fraser) pointed out the vexatious
delay and the trouble and inconvenience
it would give fo a member in this ecolony
of “magnificent distances,” to have to go
back to his constitnents, upon every oec-
casion he accepted office. Apart from
the personal inconvenience, there was also
the delay of public business. Supposing,
for instance, the hon. member for Kim-
Verley had to go back to his constituents,
at the extreme end of the colony? True
the difficulties in the way were reduced
by reason of the telegraph wire being
brought into requisition ; still a consider-
able delay must necessarily take place,
while members were scattered through
the wilds of the colony, like lost sheep,
trying to find their constituents. In this
respect there was not the slightest com-
parison between here and Great Britain,
nor even the other colonies that were
more closely populated than we are.

Mg, MARMION thought any gentle-
man who might be a member of any
Ministry hereafter would be very cautious
before he accepted office, unless he felt
pretty sure that he did so with the con-
currence of his constituents. He quite
agreed with what bad fallen from the
Attorney Greneral on this subject, that it
was attended with a great deal of in-
convenience and waste of valuable time
for no good purpose. In this colomy
especially, where it was so awkward
for members to communicate with their
constituencies at a distance, it would
cause most vexatious delay, especially
in connection with remote constituen-
cies, if a member was compelled to go
back for re-election wupon acoepting
an office in a Ministry. It woul% be
still more vexatious when all the mem-
bers of a Ministry had to do so, per-
haps in the middle of a serious political
crisis; and the whole business of the
country had to reimain at a standstill,
while the elections were taking place,
say at Kimberley, or Roebourne, or Al-
bany, and the whole of the returns had
to come in from the outlying pelling
places.

Me, BURT: A Ministry wouldn’t
offer a member office, if he represented
a very remote constituency.

Mz, MARMION : He mightbe a very
good man, and indispensable for the
Minjstry. It might be the hon. and
learned member himself. I think it
would be a mistake to introduce any such
vexatious provision into the bill. No
such provision is contained in the bill
now, and I think we may well let it go
as it is.

Mz. A, FORREST would certainty op-
pose the amendment. He thought it
would probably do the hon. and learned
member for the North himself meore
bharm than anybody else, if he expected
to represent that district in the future;
for the hon. member would probably be
one of those who would be almost sure
to be called upon to assist in formin, % a
Ministry. It would be very awkward if
the hon, member had to go ug to the
North—awkward for himself and for the
business of the country, which would be
at & standetill all the time. He thought
that for the present at any rate we might
do without this re.election business.

Me. RICHARDSON said he agreed in
principle with the amendment, but there
were some practical difficulties in the
way of carrying it out. Qur electorates
were very far apart, and remote from
head quarters, many of them ; and though
communication might be carried on by
means of the telegraph wire, still most
members would like to be on the spot.
It might be very necessary that they
should be on the spot. Some adventurer,
knowing the time was short, and the
difficulties in the way, might take unfair
advantage of the sitting member, and
oust him out quite unsugpectingly, by
springing a mmne upon him, in some
hole-and.cormer kind of way. Nodoubt
such tricks would be resorted to under
another form of Grovernment, for party
purposes. ‘That was his only objection
to the amendment. Theoretically the
principle, no doubt, was a good one; but
there were practically difficulties in the
way. South Australia was said to be the
one exception to the rule; and they had
been told that, as a consequence, changes
of Ministries occurred very frequently in
that colony. But they had not yet heard
anyone agserting that this was the only
reason for these frequent changes. There
might be other reasons conducing to
them ; and, unless it was clearly shown
that they were attributable to this, he
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did not think much value should be
attached to that argument.
Question put—That the words proposed
to be struck out stand part of the clause.
The committee divided, with the fol-
lowing result—

Ayes ... 12
Noes ... 12
ATES, Noes.

Mr. Congdon My. Do Home)

Hon. J. Forrest Mr, Grant

Mr. A, Forrest Mr. Hnrper

Mr, Marmion Mr. Eenne

Mr. Morrison Mr, Loton

Mr. Pearse Mr. Paterson

Mr. Richardson My. Randell

My. Shenton Mr. Bason

Mr, Sholl Mr. Scott

Hon. C. K. Warton Hon, Sir J. G. Lea Stecre, Kt.

* Hon. J. A. Wright Mr. Venn
Hon. 8ir M. Fraser, .e.me] Mr. Burt (Teller.)
(Teller.)

The number of votes being equal,

Tee CHATRMAN said: The way
my casting vote will be given will be in
the way that I conceive is8 most in aceord.
ance with parliamentary and consti-
tutional practice; and that is, that the
Speaker’s or the Chairman’s vote should
not decide the question; and, in this
case, 1 think my vote should not decide a
question involving a departure from a
recoguised constitutional prineiple of the
British Empire. Therefore I give my
vote with the Noes.

The words in question were conse-
quently struck out.

Mr. MARMION said he was not at !
all satisfied with the result of the divi.
sion. As a further fest, he moved that
the following words be inserted in lieu of

those that had been struck out: *“than
any officc liable to be vacated on political l
grounds.” The sub-section would then
read that a member’s seat would bel
vacated if he accepted any office of profit
from the Crown, other than on office
liable to be vacated on political grounds,

—in other words a ministerial ofice. He
only hoped that the committee would
reverse the vote they had just recorded.

Tae CHAIRMAN: The committeei
has already decided to strike out these.
words, or words precisely to the same
effect.

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. |
C. N. Warton) : The motion of the hon.
and learned member for the North was'
simply to strike out certain words—not
for the purpose of inserting any other
particular words. The hon. and learned

member was not adroit enough. I sub-
mit we can now insert any words we like
in lien of those struck out.

Tae CHATRMAN : T understood that
the vote of the committee distinctly im-
plied that Ministers should seek re-elec-
tion. The question was put in the way
it was—* that the words proposed to be
struck out stand part of the clause”—
for technical reasons ouly; it is the
usnal formula, The object in view was

| thoroughly understood.

Tre Hox. S1e J. &. LEE STEERE:
Does the hon. and learned member for
the North intend to move the proviso
appearing in his name on the Notice
Paper, — ¢ Provided that members ac-
cepting office liable to be vacated on
political grounds shall be eligible for re-
election, or (while the Council remains
nominated) for re-appointment ?”

Me. BURT: Certainly.

Tre Hoxn. Sir J. G. LEE STEERE:
Then why cannot the hon, member for
Fremantle be content to vote against
that ?

Me. BURT: Certainly he can. I ap-
peal to the Chairman,—whether the
amendment now put forward does not
raise exactly the same point as we have
just decided ?

Tee CHATRMAN: It certainly does
80 in my opinion, subject, however, to
my being otherwise convinced, on sound
grounds. That is what was in the
mind of the committee, T take it.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest) : I must take
exception to that view, for this reason:
when the committee, sir, upon your cast-
ing vote, agreed to strike out those words,
upon the motion of the hon. member for
the North, nothing was said as to any
words being inserted in lieu thereof. No
one knows what was in the mind of the
committee, when they agreed to strike
out those words. It seems to me that
the main question was never -before the
committee, as to whether members should
go back for re-election upon accepting
Ministerial offices. The only question
before the committee was to strike out
certaln words, which was done.

Mzr. BURT: And those words were of
precisely the same purport as those
which it is now proposed to put in again,
relating to the re-election of members
accepting Ministerial appointments.
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Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): Nothing
was said about re-election. Who is to
know what was in the mind of the com-
mittee, when that question was put?

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton): It is quite clear that
the Chairman knew what was in his own
mind, but it does not follow that in
giving his casting vote—as he bad a per-
fect right to do, with his reasons for
doing so, or without his reasons, consti-
tutional or otherwise,—his mind was at-
tuned to that of the committee.

Mr. MARMION : Then I shall move
that these words be inserted, so that
there may be no mistake about it.

Tee CHATRMANW: I wish to state
distinetly that were it not that I had
expressed somewhat strong views on this
subject of the re-election of Ministers,
and that I felt strongly on the subject,
and that the committee might possibly
think I was acting in a prejudiced
manner, I should certainly refuse to put
this amendment; for there is not the
slightest doubt that the object of it is to
attempt to reverse a decision already
arrived at. But I should be sorry to
let any member think that I was in any
way prejudiced. The gquestion is, that
these words be inserted.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton): No one, Sir Thomas
Campbell, can have heard your decision
without feeling the highly honorable
motives which actuate you; we lkmow
you are always actuated by the same
highly bonorable motives. Tt is only
because I also feel very strongly on this
point that I avail myself of a technicality
to again press upon the committee the
inconvenience of the practice which they
propose to introduce, of compelling a
member upon accepting a ministerial
office to go back to his constituents for
re-election. All my training and ex-
perience have been political and parlia-
mentary, more even than legal, so that I
think I am entitled to speak with some
little authority ou this point. I assure
the committee that statesmen of all
parties in England are agreed that the
provisions of the statute of Anne are an-
tiquated and out of date. This provision
requiring Ministers of the Crown upon
accepling office to go back for re-election
was passed at a time when there existed

great fear of the powers of the Crown
and its Ministers. In a certain sense
they are now Ministers of the people
rather than of the Crown, and are chosen
by a very different system of parlia-
mentary procedure from what they were
when that old statute of Anre was passed,
and the reasons which then existed for
having this provision have passed away,
but the practical inconvenience prevails,
and, in England, weeks are wasted and
the whole business of the country is kept
at a standstill, through it. 8o much has
this inconvenience been felt that, as I
said, statesmen of all parties are agreed
as to the desirability of doing away with
this provision. It has been said that our
circamstances are different from those of
the mother country, and that the incon-
venience here will not be felt. But see
what will practically happen? What
possible gain will there be? We shall
have a House of 830 members, and in that
House perhaps aMinistry with a majority
of 20 fo 10; there may, perhaps, be only
four Ministers in the House, and is it
likely that the mere fact of their having
to go to the country for re-election would
affect that majority ? We know that the
leaders of parties are popular men in
their constituencies, and do you think
that three out of the four would not be
sure to be re-elected? Would it affect
the majority if ome or two of them
were not returned ? See the delay and
the inconvenience it would give rise to,
if through some fluke or other, they were
not returned, and other appointments
had to be made, and another appeal to
the electors; and all this time the busi-
neas of the country at a standstill. I
have nothing to do, myself, with these
things; the future is for you. Al T can
eay is, and all that I will say is, that if
the committee having, through a techni.
cality of procedure, had an opportunity
of reversing its vote, does net choose to
avail itself of that opportunity, the day
will come when they will regret it.

Committee divided on the amendment,
—that the proposed words be inserted ;
the numbers being-—

11
14

Ayes ...
Noes ...

Majority against ... 3
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Aves. NoEs,
Mr. Congdon

Mr. De Hamel
Mr. A, Forrest Mr, Grant
Hon. J. Forrest Mr. Haxrper
Hon. SirM. Frager, kewe| Mr. Keane
Mr. Marmion My, Loton
Mr. Pearse Mr. Morrison
Mr. Richardson Mr. Parker
Mr, Shenton Mr. Paterson
Mr. Sholl AMr. Randell
Hon. J. A. Wright Mr. Rason
Hon. C. N, Warton Mr, Scott
(Teller.) Hon, Sir J. G. Lee 9taere, Kt,
My, Venn
Mr. Burxt (Tdier.)

Mz. BURT moved that the following
words be added to the sub-section: * Pro-
vided that members accepting office liable
to be vacated on political grounds shall
be eligible for re-election, or, while the
Council remains nominated, for re-
appointment.”

Question—put and passed.

Clause 29, as amended, agreed to.

Clauses 30 to 36:

Agreed to, sub silentio.

Electoral Districts,

Cliuse 37—+The colony shall be
“divided into thirty electoral districts,
“ each returning one member to serve in
“the Legislative Assembly, that is to say,
“the districts of—

East Eimberley Fremantle, North
‘West Kimberley Fremantle, South
‘Roebourne, Town Fremantle, Suburban
Roebonrne, East Murrny
Roebourne, West « Wellington, North
Guseoyna Wellington, South
Murchison Nelson
gwemldtouh Bnssex

recnong| Toodyoy
Irwin Northom
glonre g:rk .

wan Terle;
Perth, Enst Wi].lia.mys
Perth, West KojonuP
Perth, Suburban Albany."

Mz. SCOTT said he agreed with this
proposed division of the colony into
electoral districts, with one exception,
and that was as to the Perth districts.
He thought that instead of there being
three, there ought to be four electorates
in the metropolitan division. He thought
the suburban districts of the Canning
and Wanneroo should be combined, and
bave a member of their own; and, in
order to allow this extra member, he
would suggest that the Nelson district be
struck out. He thought it would be
generally aclmowledged that the town of
Perth itself, the seat of Government, was
entitled to three members, and he thought
the surrounding districts of Wanneroo
and the Canning should have their own
representafive. Those districts might be
said to bave different interests alto-

gether from town interests, and at pres-
ent they had no voice whatever, thrown
in with Perth, the town votes completely
swamping them. The Nelson district
was a very small and not very important
district, per se, and might well be amal-

amated with the Sussex or some other

istrict. He did not think it could be
said that in moving in this direction he
was advocating centralisation of power
in Perth, because the extra member he
wanted was not for the town of Perth at
all but for the surrounding country dis-
tricts, and he was doing it in the agricul-
tural interest, rather than town interest.

Mg. SHOLL moved that progress be
reported. He must protest against the
indecent way in which this matter was
being pushed through. It was now very
late, and all the members residing at
Fremantle, and other members, had left.
He thought it was very necessary they
should have more time to consider the
report of the select committee on these
electoral divigions; it had only been laid
on the table that evening.

Mz. PARKER said that Perth virtu.
ally had three members given to it,
under the arrangement now proposed.
If they looked at the return of the num-
ber of voters who voted at the Canning
last election they would see that only
about 20 voted there altogether. [Mr.
Scorr: They came into Perth.] As for
‘Wanneroo there could not be more than
a dozen clectors there. If they were
going to give these fwo districts a mem.
ber of their own, he thought they ought
to take away one member from Perth.
He could not help thinking that Perth
and Fremantle would have a very large
preponderance of representation under
this bill. It was proposed to give these
two towns six members between them,
which meant one-fifth of the repre-
sentation of the whole colony. It was
only proposed to have 30 members alto-
gether, and these two towns were to be
given six, which he thought was rather
more than they ought to have. Popula-
tion was not everything. They must con-
sider all other interests. Some of the
other districts were very large and
important districts— Albany, for instance;
and it was only proposed to give them
one member eack. It struck him
that Albany would become a very much
more important place in the future,
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and they had tacked to it a very
large extent of country for purposes
of representation in the Assembly.
There were other very extensive dis-
tricts that would only have one mem-
ber, and he thought Perth and Fremantle
ought to congratulate themselves upon
getting no less than six members between
them.

Tae Hown, Sir J. G. LEE STEERE
could not help expressing his astonish-
ment that the hon. member for Perth
should have the audacity to propose
to abolish the Nelson district, an
important country constituency, for the
sake of giving the (Japnning and Wan-
neroo a member of their own. He
did not think the hon. member could
have the slightest idea of the Nelson
district—an important farming dis-
trict—when he proposed that it should
give way to Wanneroo and the Can-
ning, where there were only some 30
electors, or so. It was ridiculous. He
had been wondering why the hon. mem.
ber should have picked upon the Nelson
district of all the districts in this
schedule for the purpose of striking
it out; certainly there were many others
which he should imagine were less
entitled to a member of ita own than
the district of Nelson. He did not think
the hon, member could be serious. He
was sure the hon. member would get
no support in that House to his propos-
ition.

The motion to report progress was
agreed to.

Progress reported.

The House adjourned at twenty min-
utes past eleven o'clock, p.m.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,
Tuesday, 26th March, 1589.

Petition (No. 1) trom Mra. Trucey, of Guildford, com-
plaining of grievous injustice in being dispossessed
of her landed pro y—Correspondence between
the Government and owners of 8.8. Australind, ns to
steamer not calling ot Wyndhnm—Constitution
Bill: in committee—Adjonrnment.

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at
noomn.

Pravers.

PETITION FROM MRS, TRACEY, OF
GUILDFORD.

Mz. RASON presented a petition from
Mrs. Eliza Tracey, of Guildford, com-
plaining of grievous injustice in bein,
dispossessed of her landed property, an
praying for some redress. The petition,
he said, was signed by 41 residents of the
Swan district, in support of the petition-
er's cause.

The petition was handed in,

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) said the signatures were
not on the same sheet of paper as the
body of the petition. The whole docu-
ment ought to be in one continuous roll.

Tae SPEAKER said he had pointed
out a similar irregularity in a petition
presented during the last session of
Coureil. Members presenting a petition
should see that it is in proper form,

The documents were then handed up
to His Honor,

Tae SPEAKER: I see there are two
petitions here, one from Eliza Tracey,
and signed by her, which seems in order;
and a second wpetition, with several
gignatures attached, addressed to the
hon, member, Mr. Rason, which, of
course, is highly irregular. All peti-
tions intended for consideration by this
House should be addressed to the Legis-
lative Council, and not to individual
members. Eliza Tracey's petition ap-
pears to be perfectly in order, and that
18 the only one which it is competent for
this House to receive. P

Petition received and read.

Mz. RASON moved that a select com-
nittee be appointed to inquire into the
allegations contained in the petition, with
power to call for persons and papers.
He did not propose at this stage to com-



