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Wegiglative Dssembly,
Wednesday, 30th May, 1900.

Question : Police Departnent, Roiya.l Commission—
Question : Fraud {all ) re Railway ot Kalgoorlie
-~Question: Tramway Permit on (Goldields, Trans-
for- -Question : Ruilways on Goldflelds, Supply of
Whater - Question: FElectoral Clnims, Supply of
Forms—Question : Electoral Registration, Increase
of Staif - -Paper presented—DPrivilege : Complaint of
Intimidntion (withdmwn) — Privilege (Geraldton
case) : Aspersions on Legislative Assembly; Point
of Qvder ; debate resumed and coneluded; Point
of Procedure—Election Return, DeGrey —Retwrn
ordered, Mining Leases Surrendered—DMotion with-
drawn : Railway Employees’ Associntion, Offici-
ally to Recoguise—Federation Ennbling Bill, second
read.'i;ng, debate resmmed and adjourned.--Adjourn-
ment,.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4-30
o'clock, p.m.

PRrAYERS.

QUESTION—POLICE DEPARTMENT,
ROYAL COMMISSION,

Me. VOSPER asked the Premier, How
mwuch longer did he intend to defer the
appointment of a Royal Commission to
inquire into the stale of the Police Depart-
ment, in consequence of the lamented
death of the late Commissioner of Police.

Tras PREMIER replied : The Goveru-
ment were of opinion that the Commis-
sion should not be appointed until a
further expression of opinion from this
House was given in favour of it.

Me. Vosper: Oh!

QUESTION—FRATUD (auLEeep} re RATIL-
WAY AT KALGOORLIE,

Me. VOSPER asked the Commis-
sioner of Railways:—1, Whether his
attention had been drawn to the allega-
tions made against the Perth Ice Com-
pany and certain officials of the Railway
Department, in connection with freights
between Perth and Kalgoorlie. z, If so,
what action he intended to take.

Tee COCMMISSIONER OF RAIL.
WAYS replied:—1, Yes; but previous
to my attention being drawn to the
matter the department had taken steps
for an investigation. 2, Such investiga-
tion is now proceeding.

QUESTION—TRAMWAY PERMIT ON
GOLDFIELDS, TRANSFER.

Mgr. VOSPER asked the Commis-
sioner of Crown Lands :— 1, Whether, in
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connection with the recent permit t
construct tramways on the goldfields
granted to C. Jobson, that persen ha
gince transferred his rights to others.
If so, to whom. 3, If to a syndicate o
company, who were the members thereof

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROW]
LANDS replied : —The department wa
not wware of any transfer having bees
made,

QUESTION—RAILWAYS ON GOLD-
FIELDS, SUPPLY OF WATER.

Mr. VOSPER asked the Director o
Public Works: 1, Whether it was tru
that the railways at Kalgoorlie were being
gupplied with water from the 45-Mil
darn ; 2, Whether the water was carrie
over the line of tramway constructed b;
C. Jobson or his assigns; 3. 1f so, wha
was paid for such carriage; 4, Whethe
the sajd Jobson, or the persons nov
owning the firewood tramway, had ob
tained a lease of the 45-Mile dam; s, I
80, what was the term of the lease an
the rental; 6, What was the Railway De
partmeént paying for the said water; j
What object the Department had in vies
in leasing this dam and then buying thei
own water from the lessees.

Tae DIRECTOR OF PUBLI
WORKS replied: 1, A portion of th
water supply required for Kalgoorlie i
obtained from the 45-Mile dam (other
wise known as the 42-Mile tanks); 2, I
15 carried over the tramway which con
nects the tanks and Sutherland’s railwa,
siding ; 3, Replied to by No. 6; 4, Yes
5, A copy will be laid upon the table; §
29. 6d. per 100 gallons delivered a
Sutherland’s railway siding; 7, Th
object was to deal with these tanks i
pursuanceof the ordinary custom, whereb:
public tenders are called under certai
stipulations safeguarding the public. Th
nsual terms are embodied in this lease
and Mr. Jobson being the highest tenderer
his tender was acceptéd. I have th
lease here, which I will lay on the tabl
of the House.

QUESTION—ELECTORAL CLAIMS,
SUPPLY OF FORMS.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH (for Mr
George) asked the Premier: Whethe
the Government proposed to adopt ade
quate means to provide u sufficiency o
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claim papers throughout the electoral
districts of Western Australia.

Tae PREMIER replied: Yes. Every
electoral registrar in the colony has been
supplied with printed forms of claim, and
will supply anyone requiring them with
a8 many as required. All resident
magistrates, police stations, and school
teachers in country districts are also
being sent a supply of forme for distri.
bution to those requiring them. All
mechanics’ institutes and similar institu-
tions are being similarly supplied.

QUESTION—ELECTORAL REGISTRA-
TION, INCREASE OF STAFF.

Mz. ILLINGWORTH (for Mr. George)
asked the Premier: Whether the Govern-
ment proposed to adequately increase the
staff of the Electoral Registrar, and so
enable him to prepare a full and reliable
electoral roll.

Tagrz PREMIER replied: Yes; assist-
ance will be given to any of the electoral
registrars where and when required.

PAPER PRESERTED.

By the CoMmIssIONER OF RAILways:
Copy of Conditions of Lease of the
42.Mile tanks on Reserve 2192, on the
90-Mile Road.

Ordered to lie on the table.

PRIVILEGE—COMPLAINT OF INTIMI.
DATION.

Mr. VOSPER (North- Fast Coolgardie):
Mr. Speaker, before the ordinary business
of the House is proceeded with, I desire
to bring under your notice and that of the
House penerally a question of privilege.
Tt will, perhaps, be in the recollection of
hou. members that at the conclusion of
my remarks last night, addressed to the
House in connection with the episode of
the member for Geraldton (Mr, Robson),
the member for Fast Coolgardie (Mr.
Moran) uttered words somewhat to this
effect, that he knew of certain charges
which could be levelled against myself
which I would rather not hear. This is
the second time statements of that kind
have been made in this House by the same
hon. member, and, so far, no charge of any
sort or kind has been forthcoming from
him. 1 may say that my reason for
bringing this to your special notice as
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myself; a threat that if T venture to
carry out my duties in this House in a
manner disapproved of by the member for
East Coolgardie, he will disclose some dis-
graceful episode in my career. I am not
prepared to lie under a charge of that
kind. If the hon. member has charges
to level against me, they should be
brought forward in this House, and he
should not indulge in obscure threats. 1T
would point out to him, for the benefit of
hon. members, that we here work under
the same rules and procedure and possess
and enjoy the same privileges as the
Commons House of Puarliament ; and
amongst the most serious and gross con-
tempts of the House is that of making
any threat which would have a tendency,
or would be likely to have a tendency, to
deter an hon. member from doing his
duty. T contend I bave been practically
threatened by the hon. member for East
Coolgardie, and T therefore seek the
remedy the procedure of the House
entitles me to have. I may say I have
not taken this action precipitately, or
without giving the hon. member a chance
to do something which will satisfy me. I
this morning wrote fo the hon. member
the following letter, which I delivered to
him personally, within the precinets of
the House :—

C. J. Moran, Eaq., M.L.A.

Bir,—In the course of last night's debate,
and immediately after the conclusion of my
remarks on Mr. Robson’s case, you interjected
an observation to the effect that you wereable
to bring some charges aganinst me that I should
not like to hear. Thiz is the second occasion
on which you have made a similarinsinuation,
and I now beg to request that you will be good
enough to immediately formulate any charges
Yyou have to make againat me affecting my
position, either ag a legislator or as a man:

Me, Mograw: Do you say “as a
man ? "

Mr. VOSPER: If the hon. member
wishes to disgrace himself by acting like
an ingulting blackguard, he can take that
line of defence. .

Mr. Moran: Is that quite Parlia-
mentary, that last part?

Tae SrEaRER: I did not hear the
observation to which objection is taken.

MRr. Moran: I asked him to repeat
some words I could not make out in his

a question of privilege is that I vegard | writing, and the hon. member made use

such observations as a practical threat to

of the words *“ insulting blackguard.”
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Tae Seeaker: Those words are
certainly not Parliamentary, and if the
hon. member used them in the House, he
must withdraw that expression.

Mgz. VOSPER: I will withdraw it, but
I will explain also that the words I read
were “ either as a legislator or as a man,”
and the hon. member most insultingly
wished to know if I called myself a man,
I will leave you to judge whether that was
not suflicient to call forth a retort. Ifit
were not contrary to the rules of the
House, I should apply stronger words to
the member. I will resume the reading
of this latter :—
and to do this in public, so that I way have
an opportunity of clearing myself. It mustbe
obvious to you, as & man of honour, that
inginuations of thia deseription affect tha
personal honour of one concerning whom they
are made. You will also perceive that I am
making a perfectly fair request, and one to
which & gentleman cannot fail to accede. I
am prapared to meet you in this connection on
the floor of the House, on a public platform, or
in the Press; but I am not prepared to rest
under the stigma undoubtedly conveyed by
your remarks. If you have aught against me,
ont with it. To conceal the Imowledge of my
malpractices, whatever they are, and to
pretend to hold certain charges in terrovem
over me ia not honourable conduct, and 1 trust
that you will at once see the necessity of doing
me justice.—I am yours faithfully,

F. C. B. Voseea.

That letter was hapnded to the hon.
member within the precinets of the House
at an early hour this morning, and since
that time the hon. member has seen fit
toignore the letter. He has sent no reply ;
therefore I claim the protection of the
House, as I consider myself 1o have been
grossly insulted ag a mewmber and a man ;
and, further, the hon. member employed
a threat that in the event of my making
use of my vote in this House detn-
mentally to the interests of his party, I
should have certain accusations made
against me. I challenge the hon. member
here and now to make those charges, and
to place me on my defence. I am pre-
pared to meet him or any other traducer.

Me. A. Forrrst: Put him in the
Supreme Court.

Mz. VOSPER: The hon. member is
protected by the privileges of the House.
I am entitled to move, in the ordinary
way, that the hon. member be ordered to
atlend in his place to-morrow, in order to
explain the remarks made.
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Tue PreMier: We had better he
him now.
l'kMR' VOSPER: Hear him now, if yo
1KEe.

Tae Speagge: I think the bett
plan would be for the hon. member
move that the words made use of are
breach of privilege.

Mr. VOSPER: I will move to th
effect.

Tue Premiee: What were the words

I'ae SpeaEEr: The hon. memb
mentioned just now what they were.

Tug PrEMIER: We should like |
kuow what they are, before we vote ¢
them. If he will repeat the words, I wi
take them down.

Me. VOSPER: If hon. members he
paid a little attention to what I wi
saying, they would have known what tl
remarks were.

THE PREMIER : gshould giv
notice,

Mz. VOSPER: I have not had tin
to give notice.

Tre ESreager : Perhaps the ho
member will read the words again.

Mz VOSPER: I have not the wor
written down. I was leaving my plac
atter addressing the House last night.
had been speaking about the disgra
falling on the Government, and the ho
member said the disgrace would fall ¢
me. I said: “Nothing you can say o
disgrace me.” He then said: “I don
know so much about that. I can brit
more charges against you than y
would like to hear.”

Tur SPEAKER: The question |
that the words repeated by the ho
member for North-East Coolgardie are
breach of the privileges of this House.

Mr. MORAN: I reaily must obje
I want to see some more authenticatic
than the hon. member's own stat
ment.

Mr. VOSPER: Wounld it be in ord
in a case of this kind to summon ey
dence from the Hansard report ?

Tae Seeaker: Certainly not, unle
a select committee were appointed. Y
can produce a paper containing the
words, if you like.

Mz. Moran: Yes, some “rag” T
Sunday Times will bave them next Su
day, if he will wait g0 long.

Mz. VOSPER: T am quite prepar
to stand on the Haneard shorthar

You
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notes. That ought to be sufficient for
hon. members.

Mr. Moraw: I object.
nothing before the House.

Me. VOSPER: There are hon. mem-
bers here who can bear witness that they
were used.

Mr. Moran: Is there any motion be-
fore the House?

TuE Speager: Yes; that the words
you made use of are a breach of privilege.

Mg. Moran : What were they ?

Mr. Speaker: They have just been
repeated by the hon. member for North-
Eust Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper).

Mz. Moran: Are they before the
House ?

Me. SpEARER: In the way stated.

Mz, Moran: I have no copy of them.

Mz. Vosper: That is a very honour-
able stand to take up !

Mgr. MOEAN (Fast Cooigardie) : Sup-
posing for a moment that the words were
said—we shall probably get the correct
words later on, and no doubt the hon
member will rake them up, for this reason
if for no other, that so great is the hon.
memwber’s egotism that he will keep him-
self before the public in some light,
no matter what it 18,  If the hon. member
were not pouring forth the vials of his
abuse in some way or other on hon.
members—on the Government, on their
supporters, then on his own side—if the
hon. member were not doing this, he
would be making a martyr of himself. T
do not know what the bon. member would
look like as a martyr, whether he would
be different from an ordinary individual,
because he is not too good-looking at the
best of times. Would the hon. member
look different as a martyr, with a halo of
glory round hig head? There is no other
hon. member in this Chamber whe would
have the overweening egotism to take up
the time of this valuable session in pro-
testing in this manner about his own
personal honour and integrity. * The
lady doth protest toe much, methinks.”
The hon. member is over-jealous of his
honour; he is easily aroused.

Mr. VosrEr: You gquote a very proper

reon.

Mg, MORAN : Yes, “ The lady doth
protest too much, methinks.”

M=r. Voseer : lago.

Mz. MORAN: The hon. member shows
what is well-known in public, that the

There s
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man who is fondest of slinging mud and
impugning every other man’s character is
the most sensitive to the slightest pin.
prick of criticiem. T may have interjected
something last night, and whatever I have
said T am not going to retract. I do not
know what the words were that I made
use of—1I do not know what I may not
have said about the hon. member; there-
fore I must be careful, because I may
have said something. When it is found
what I i@ say, I suppose I will be hung
accordingly, if I am found guilty. But
the hon. member, in his overweening
egotism, could not wait until the Hansord
report comes out, soas to see what I did
gay, but hie ran in this morning with the
letter, and he says now I did not auswer
it. If the hon. member were to keep his
hand on his hip and did not write any
more articles until I did answer if, his
hand would grow there, and he would not
write any more articles.

Me. Vosper: That is the conduct of a
geutleman !

Mr. MORAN: Like begets like. 'When
I am spoken to as a gentleman I shall
act asa gentleman, but when I am dealing
with the likes of the hon. member, I shall
choose my own weapons, and the hon.
member knows it. I am pot likely to
run in the gutter after the hon. member,
because if I follow a mudlark I must go
in the mud. But now I think the hon.
member has got over his little ebullition
of feeling; he has now brought the matter
beforé the House; and some liftle oint-
ment, has been poured on it in the way of
the publicity which he has given to him-
self. Even at the expense of the position
he holds, even at the expense of being
called so egotistical, the hon. member has
done this. Even when dealing with the
question of the member for Geraldton
last night, the hon. member soon forgot
all about the discussion, and began to tell
the House all about himself, how he
travelled all round his electorate, how he
rode all round Kanowna on a bob-tailed
nag, during the last election, and how he
had slept m a stable. It is always the
same—it is always the hon. member to
the front. Anything as a public man he
says here

Mrg. Vosper: The word “ public” does
not appear in that letter at all.

Mz. MORAN: Then if it does not,
what has.the private individual to do
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with Parliament
member’s private character to do with this
Houge? I do not want to discuss his
private character. I am not used to
handling such stuff. If ghe hon. member
does not mean his public character, why
bring the matter before this House ? He
saye I wish to intimidate him in the exe-
cution of his public duties. Intimidate!
There are more ways of killing a. dog than
by choking him with butter. I will now
allow the hon. member to revel in his own
grease, which he will do when he ends his
political career. ’

Mr. VOSPER (in reply as mover):
After this delightfal exhibition on the
part of the member for East Coolgardie,
I shall not attempt to pursue a motion of
this kind further. He hag done all that
I expected of him ; he has fulfilled all my
expectations to the fullest degree. We
know the hon. member is a past-master in
the art of abuse in which he has been
revelling. When 1 have a charge to
male against a men, I give all the details
accurately, and I am prepared to take the
consequences on the floor of this House
or in the Supreme Court.

Mg. Moraw: Orin guol.

Mr. VOSPER: Yes, even in gaol: T

- am prepared to go to gaol in support of
wmy principles.

Mg. Moran: Then go, for goodness
sake!

Mer. YOSPER: I do not intend to
indulge in the tirade of personal abuse
which the hon. raember has indulged in.
I admit the hon. member's pre-eminence
in the art of using Billingsgate: he bas
always been a shining lightin this House
in that respect. I make my charges in a
way i which members can reply to them ;
but though the hon. member has seen fit
o make abusive insinuations against me
on twe occasions, he has not the courage
to bring them forward. T think the
charges which he has made in the House
ghould be supported ; but he has not the
co to bring before the House any
charge for its investigation. Asfaras]
am concerned, the matter can now drop.
I do not wish to pursue a matter of thia
kind further. I bhave appealed to the
hon. member as a man of honour, but
what has taken place this afternoon bas
shown the hon. member in his true light.
‘We have seen the insolent exhibition he
has made, and 1 Jeave him to bask
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what has the hon. ! init. Y now ask leave to withdraw th

motion.
Motion by leave withdrawn,

PRIVILEGE {GERALDTON CASE)}— AS
PERSIONS ON LEGISLATIVE AS
SEMBLY.

POINT OF ORDER—MOTIONS, HOW
DISPOSED OF.

Mr. LEAKE (Albany): Is this th
proper time, Mr. Speaker, to drav
attention to the Minutes of Votes and Pro
ceedings ? On looking at the Minutes
they do not say how Mr. Moorhead’
motion was disposed of yesterday.

Tue Seeamer: It has not Dee
disposed of yet.

Me. LEAKXE:
motions,

TeE SpeakEr: The first one was no
disposed of at all: it was superseded Db;
the second.

Mgr. LEAKE: I was not in my plac
at half-past 7 last evening when th
debate was resumed, but it is usual t
show whether a motion is withdrawn o
whether it is lost on the voices, or wha
has become of it. T think the Minute
are defective in that regard.

Tue SPEAKER: The member fo
North Murchison (Mr, Moorhead) movex
a motion, which I put to the House
Then the member for Geraldion (Mx
Robson) moved an amendment, which
ruled out of order. The debate then pro
ceeded on the motion,

Mr. LEAKE: But that motion wa
not withdrawn or disposed of.

Tur SPEAKER: It was not,

M=z. LEAKE: Should it not appear or
the Minutes ?

Tue SPEAKER: Not if it was no
disposed of in any way.

Me. LEAXKE: If the motion was no
disposed of, it should be on the Notic
Paper for to-might. I want to knov
what has become of that first motion
That motion does not appear on th
Minutes as having been disposed of, an
if it was not disposed of, there is a faul
in the Minutes. The wmember for Nortl
Murchison moved that the mewmber fo
Geraldton be now heard, and debat
ensued. The next motion by the membe
for North Murchison was that the charge
made by the member for Geraldton “ con
gtitute a reflection,” etcetera.

Tre Sreaxer: What is your point?

There were tw
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M=r. LEAKE: I should like to see it
recorded that motion No. 1 was rejected
or withdrawn, or else that it should be
expunged from the Votes and Preceedings.

Tue SPEAKER: It was neither one
nor the other. Tt could not be expunged,
or it would appear that there had been no
motion before the House, although a
debate took place.

Mr. LEAKE: Then the motion must
be before the House now, and we must
divide on it. I do not want the mistake
to appenr in the Minutes of Votes and
Proceedings.

Tre PrEMIER: What object have you
in view?

Mr. LEAKE: To maintain a correct
record of the procedore. I can assure
hon. members I am not rising from any
gpirit of faction,

Tre PreMier: Whomoved the motion ?

Mz. LEAKE: The meniber for North
Murchison submitted two motions, the
second being moved before the first had
been disposed of.

THE PreEnier: The member for Ger-
aldton had been heard, and on that the
member for North Murchison submitted
& motion,

Mr. LEAKE: Excuseme: the Premier
does not quite understand the position,
It is now a question of putting things
right in the Votes and Proceedings of
yesterday ; and I venture to submit that
an examination of the records of the
Houge will show that no motion has ever
before been proposed and not disposed of.

Mr. MoormEAD : It way disposed of.

Mr. LEAEE: No motion has ever
been put before the House and not
disposed of by rejection, adoption, or
withdrawel.

Tur SpEsrER: I think the motion was
disposed of, because almost every hon.
member spoke to it.

Me. LEAXE: Then the Votes and
Proceedings should say so, and show how
it was disposed of.

Tae Seeaxer: The first motion was
adopted by the member for Geraldton
speaking to it.

Mr. LEAKE: But the member for
Geraldton does not adopt motions: it is
for the House to do that. Tt is not for
the member for Geraldton to determine
the fate of motions, or if it were so I am
afraid they would all be rejected in a
very short time.

[80 Mav, 1900.]
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Tae PreMiEr: The member for Ger-
aldton complied with the order of the
House, and spoke to the motion.

Mz. LEAKE: But the House did not
make an order.

Tae SpEaxgr: Yes; the House did.

Mr. LEAKE: The hon. member (Mr.
Robson) has never been heard yet. He
spoke to the original motion, which was
* That the hon. member for Geraldton be
now heard in his place,” eteetera.

Tae PrEMIer: He was heard.

Mr. LEAKE: He was not.

Tug SPEAEER: Yes; he was.

Mr. LEAKE: The member for Ger-
aldton spoke to that motion, but his
explanation was not the result of any-
thing that the House directed.

THE SPEAERER: Certainly it was.

Tur Premize: We had possed the
resolution that the mewmber for Geraldton
ghould attend in his place.

Mz. ILLINGWORTH (Central Mur-
chison): The proceedings of last might
place the member for North Murchison
(Mr. Moorhead) in a very false position.
The motion before the House was that
the member for Geraldton be heard in
his place, and before the motion was put,
that hon. member moved an amendment.

Ter SpearRER: The hon. member (Mr.
Robson) did not move an amendment,
because I did not allow him to move the
amendment he proposed to move.

TuE PreEMIER : It had been resolved at
the previous sitting that the member for
Geraldton must attend in his place, and
he did so.

[Interjections by several members.]

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : I must apply
to you, Mr. Speaker, sometimes for pro-
tection from interjections.

M=r. Domerry: Let the business go
oIl

Mr, ILLINGWORTH: In conse-
quence of constant interruptions, it is
necessary for me to repeat my remarks,
and occupy o little more time than I
otherwise should. The motion before
the House was that the member for
Geraldton (Mr. Robson) be beard in his
place, and that motion was never put to
the House.

Trae SeEakER: Yes; I put the motion
to the House.

Me. ILLINGWORTH : The question
was never decided.
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Tae Speaxer: I put it to the House,
and after I had put it the member for
Geraldton )
Mz ILLINGWORTH : Rose to move
an amendment,

THE SPEAKER:
amendment.

Mz, ILLINGWORTH: And the
Speaker ruled the hon. member out of
order.

Tue SPEAKER:
order; yes.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH : And when the
hon. member rose to move that amend-
ment, he made all the statements he had
to make. Consequently, those statements
were made before a decision had been
arrived at as to whether he should be
heard or not.

Tueg PrEMIER: That was decided the
day before.

M. ILLINGWORTH : We passed no
resolution the day before.

Toe PremMier: Yes; it was resolved
by vote of the House that the member
for Geeraldton shonld attend in his place.

Meg. ILLINGWORTH: That is a
different question altogether. It seems
to me that the member for North Mur-
chison (Mr. Moorhead) moved an amend-
ment on his own motion, and that we
were discussing that amendment. I now
ask whether the hon. member was in
order in moving an amendment on his
own motion.

Tre SeeakEr: Certainly not.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : Then I con-
tend that tihe whole discussion last night,
with the further discussion to-day, is ont
of order. The member for Geraldton
has never been heard.

Ter PrEMIER: We heard him, right
enough.

Tre SPEAKER : I must correct one
statement made by the member for
Centrnl Murchison, who said that the
member for Geraldton was merely speak-
ing to the amendmens. The member for
Geraldton was not doing that, because
before he had said many words I asked
him what his amendment was, and when
he told me, T ruled that it "was not such
an amendment as could be put. Then
the member for Geraldton went on to
make his explanation.

Me. loLingworTH: No.

Targ SPEAKER: The member for
Geeraldton ¢ould not speak to an amend-

Rose to move an

I ruled him out of
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ment which I had ruled should not !
moved.

M=r. IniinegworTH: The member fi
Geraldton spoke to the motion.

Mr. Leake: Yes; that was so.

Tuee SPEAKER:.The hon. membx
(Mr. Robson) spoke to the motion; yes

Mg. LEake: But the motion was n
carried.

Me. ItninoworTH: It was never p
to the vote.

Tar SPEAKER: I do not see howtl
Minutes can be amended in any wa
Read the orders of the day, Mr. Gale.

DEBATE RESUMED—GERALDTON CASE.

Debate resumed from previous day c
the following motion proposed by M
Moorhead :

That in the opinion of this House the charg,
made by the hon. member for Geraldic
constitute a refiection wpon the honmour
members of the House, and that a sele
committee of seven mewbers thereof 1
appointed to ingmire into the truth of the
charges.

Me. WILSON (Cauning): When
moved the adjournment of the debate la
night I did so, as I explained, with
double object ; first, in order that the he
which was in evidence during the cour:
of the debate, might be aliayed; an
secondly, that the member for Geralc
ton (Mr. Robson) might be given a
opportunity to reconsider his positio
so that if there was any way out of th
unpleasant position, steps might be talke
accordingly. I regret to think there
evidently no way out of the tronbl
becatse the member for Geraldton (M
Robson) is, T believe, still of the opinic
which he expressed in the House yeste
day, and still coneiders his explanatio
is as far as he can go at the preser
juncture. Nothing now remains, ther
fore, to be considered except the questic
as to the form of the inquiry whic
must, be held into these charges.
regret exceedingly that expressions has
been used, either justifiably or under
misapprehension, and that the deba
last night should bave caused such a
exhibition of trouble and temper betwer
the members for Bast Coolgardie (M
Moran) and North-East Coolgardie (M
Vosper) this afternoon. I do not thin
these charges and couwnter-charges—
may say vulgar charges—of abuse throw
across the floor, can at all tend to th
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ignity of the House, or raise us in the
pinion of the general public. The
rhole incident is most regrettable. The
orm of inquiry suggested by the mover
£ the wotion (Mr. Moorhead) is a
elect committee of seven members of
he House, and great exception has been
aken by previous speakers to that pro-
wsal. The member for Geraldton (My.
tobson) is anxious, as I understand from
s remarks, to submit himself to any
nquiry which this House may decide on,
it by preference he would like to have
he whole matter inquired into by an
mpartial tribunal. At first blush, I am
rith him there. T do not think that an
ssembly of Britishers could come to any
ther conclusion than that the more
mpartial the tribunal the better the
esult. Many speakers last night, I am
orry to say, assumed the attitude that
vidence had been placed before the
Touse with regard to these accusations,
nd that the member for Geraldton (Mr.
tobson) had, to a certain extent, proved
moss charges reflecting on the honour of
nembers of the House, But the position
. take up is that at present we have
10 evidence before us whatever. True,
harges have been made, and, to some
xtent, an explanation has been given as
o the reasons for those charges, but we
wve had no evidence either one way
w the other. There have been accusa-
ions and disclaimers, ard, therefore, it
»ehoves hon. members to be very careful
8 to acting on the explanation which has
allen from the member for Geraldton
Mr. Robson). We should not prejudge
my man's case, but at this stage should
nerely look at it as a question as to
vhether there are grounds for suspicion.
1 that view, I maintain, as a member of
he Assembly which comes under the
‘harges made by the member for Gerald-
on, that if there is the slightest ground
‘or suspicion, it is well these charges have
seen brought forward, and that some
ribunal be formed to inquire fully into
hem. T have had handed to me, this
fternoon, a telegram in connection with
he appointment of the magistrate at
Vewcastle, which was one of the matters
he member for Geraldton {Mr. Robson)
eferred to in his explanation. I may
iy, at once, that this telegram has come
msolicited, and, to my mind at any rate,
t shows there is some ground for inguiry.
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I will read the telegram, although I am
not at liberty, not having obtained per- .
mission, to disclose the name of the
sender.

Tae Premier: That is not fair. Give
us the name, because we do not want any
underhand business here,

Mr. WILSON: Hon. members, when
they hear this telegram, will agree with
me that I am perfectly fair in reading it.

M=. InuinewortH: The sender saw
the parlisinentary report in the news.
papers this morning.

Mr. WILSON: The sender of the
telegram offers to give evidence, so that
his name will be made public in due
course; and there can be no harm in
reading his message, which is as fol-
lows:—

Re Resident Magistrate, Nowcastle. Pre-
mier's reply incorrect. Appointment most
iwproper. Pointed out to Premier at time by
self and others. Plenty evidence available
locally. Will support you in this matter.
Myself and several justices indorse this.

Mge. DoHERTY: Is that your bomb-
ghell 7

Trr Premier: That is “ corruption,”
I suppose.

M. WILSON : I do not say there was
any corruption. Iam heresimply to-night
to point out that there is evidently some
justification for the remarks made by the
member for Geraldton (Mr. Robson),
although I do not go so far as to support
him in his assertion that members are
“corrupt,” or even that the Government
are “ rotten.” 1 say, however, there is
some justification for inquiry into the
matter, and I an glad on this account the
question has come before the public, and
that an inquiry will be held.

Tue PreEmiek: Why not agree to an
inquiry, then? It is all we bave Leen
asking for; but you do not want it.

M=z. WILSON: Surely the Premier
has had plenty of opportunity to make
remarks in this House, and does not
wish to gag me. If he does, I refuse
to be pagged I am going to have
my say as well as he on any impor-
tant matter that may come before
this House. 1 reckon I can hold my
own with the Premier at any time in
public or private; I challenge him to
contradict that; and he can hold an
inquiry into it when he likes. The right
hon. gentleman apparently values his own
honour above that of any other member
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of this House. He considers he is the
only man with any honour and integrity,
and this 15 how he exhibits it. T have
not attacked his honour. I have told
him I refrain from giving an opinion on
this matter until the evidence is brought
forth, and I think at the least it is bad
taste, and against all parliamentary prac-
fice, to attack me in this manner across
the floor of the House. There have been
many statements made with regard to
personal and political corruption; and
although the member for the Swan (Mr.
Ewing) stated very clearly last night
that in his opinion there was no distine-
tion between the two, I have thought
over the matter very carefully, and have
come to the conclusion that there is a
difference between persooal and political
corruption. And when the member for
Geraldton (Mr. Robson) rose in his place
last night and distinetly stated he had
never charged, and had no idea of
charging, any member of this House or
of the Ministry with personal corruption,
I think that statement went a long way
to relieve the minds of the Premier
and bis colleagues in connection with
these charges. 1t wppeurs to me that we
may take the instance that has been
quoted of the ancient speech of the
Premier—* The spoils to the vietors.”

Tee PrEmIer : And what did the hon.
member (Mr. Robson) say? He never
beard the speech, and never read it.
T'hat was about as mean a thing ag a man
eould do—to quote a apeech he had never
heard of, and had never read.

Mr. WILSON: I heard the Premier
last night edmit the fact concerning that
speech.

Tae Premier: You were not known
in those days.

Mr. WILSON: No;itis a good job I
was not known; but I am now, thank
goodness, and perhaps the Premier knows
me too. The Premier knows that if a
responsible Minister of the Crown, and
eapecially if the Premier of the country,
goes to an electorate and offers to expend
public moneys in that electorate in return
for political support, that is political
corruption.

Mg. Moran : Nonsense!

Mr, WILSON: I do not say the Pre-
mier has been guilty of that.

Twe PrEMIER: You insinuate it.
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Mr. WILSON : But let that be inves
tigated by the committee of inquiry
And for the right hon. gentleman t
reiterate that these are all matters o
ancient history is, I would say, ne repl
whatever to the charges. Ancient his
tory! He says we were not known in thos
days: then what opportunity have we has
to rake up the matters in question? T
appears to me the hon. gentlemen opposit;
think this ancient history should not b
raked up. We take thiz stand: if th
actions of the Government have been i
the past all that I believe them to hav
been, then Ministers should court o
open inquiry.

TeE PREMIER: We are tired of thi
parrot ery going on for ever.

Mr. Woon: Read paragraph 2 of th
charges.

Mr. WILSON : This is the first tim
T have spoken on the subject, or on th
motion before the House; and why
should be charged with uttering a parro
cry, I do not know. It appears to m
the right hon. gentleman wants all th
parrot crying to bimself: he is no
prepared to let anybody else take .
part in it. T heard, and saw with ver
much surprise, the letter written by th
Inspector of Schools, produced last night

Tar PreEmier: I am not responsibl
for that: T never saw it before.

Mr. WILSON: You are responsibl
for the heads of your departments.

Tug Premizr: Oh! Is that politica
corruption and dishonesty?

Mx. WILSON: I am not arguing tha
there has been corruption ; but I say tha
amounts to a ground for inquiry.

M=z. A. Forrest: That letter wa
written afler the statements of the mem
ber for Geraldton had beer made.

M. James: That is a quibble.

Me. A. ForgresT: It is not a gquibbl
at all.  You would like to use the letter.

Mg, WILSON: The fact that thi
letter was written by Mr. Cyril Jackso
after the date when the member fo
Geraldton made his charges does not, |
argue, take away from the very grav
charge and suspicion contained in tha
letter : it simply shows that a loos
method has been adopted in some of th
departments, and especially in this depart
went.

TeE PrEMIER : Why, it was before th
hon. member spoke. It was on the 4]
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May—before he (Mr. Robson) spoke at
dl-—that this letter was writien. The
etter has nothing at all to do with the
nember for Geraldton’s statements made
n February last. You are catching at a
traw, like a drowning man.

Mr. WILSON : If the Premier wishes
o address the House, I will sit down.

TeE PrEMiir: Be fair, then, and I will
10t interrupt.

Mg. WILSON : I wish to aid the right
1on. gentleman in keeping his promise to
:ourt an open inquiry.

Tee PreMier: That is what we have
»een agking you to do all along, and you
1ave been refusing. We will go ahead
10W,

Me. WILSON : The Premier will go
thead when I have finished, and not till
hen. He charges us with Dburking
nquiry. I repudiatesuch a charge: itis
ibsolutely untrue.

Tur Premier: Then what is all this
liscussion about ?

Mr. WILSON : And in support of my
sontention I will remind hon. members
hat the member for Geraldion brought
‘orward an amendment in which he
sourted the fullest inquiry, and asked for
wn impartial tribunal;; and at the present
ime we are discussing the form of tribunal
which is to hear the charges. The Premier
says evervthing we say on this (Oppo-
sition) side of the House is disagreeable.
Well, whose fault is it if it be dis-
agreeable? The attitude he takes up,
13 shown by the base attacks he
makes on the Opposition when they pre-
sume to stand up in their places and
ventilate what they consider of import-
wnee, and possibly a public grievance, is
that they are to blame for the disagree-
ibleness. We have made no party question
of this. [SEveRAT MEMBERS: Oh, Oh!]
[ have simply to refer to the speech of
the member for the S8wan (Mr. Ewing),
made last night, to show that what I
state iz absolutely true. This has been
no party question whatever, and when the
member for North Perth (Mr. Oldham)
also spoke, can anyone say his was a
party speech ?

Me. HigaaM: The rest of the speeches
were.

Me. WILSON : And everv member of
the Opposition has spoken, I think, in
favour of a Full inquiry,
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Mr. Hicaam: Never. Not one, with
the exception of the two you mentioned.

Mr. WILSON: As I said before, the
debate appears to me to have melted down
to a question of the form of . the inquiry.
That the matter should be inquired into
is, I think, the desire of everyone in this
House. It is against the interests of the
House,ngainst the interests of the country,
that grave charges of this sort should
hang over hon. members for any length
of time; but I say to hon. members : Will
the select committee have that effect? 1
venture to say it will not. [Mr. Hiomam:
‘Why?] I venture to say the select com-
mittee sitbing on this question and taking
evidence will delay this matter for the
next two or three months: it will be
impossible to get through the evidence in
connection with this inguiry if a select
committee is to sit upon it. And I would
suggest that we support the mewmber for
Albany (Mr. Leake) in his proposal that
the_question shounld be decided in open
House by the members as a whole, and
that their decision should be given on the
charges brought forward.

Me. Harrer: Would you bring the
witnesses into the House ?

Mr. WILSON: There caunot be the
shightest doubt, and I think the Premier
will now admit this, that the opinion of
the member for East Perth (Mr. James),
that there isa spirit of unrest and uneasi.
ness throughout the country, is true; and
I say the sooner we get to work to allay
that spirit of unrest and uneasiness, if we
can, the better it will be for all concerned.
I hope any speakers who follow me will
endeavour to deal with this matter dis.
passionately, as I have endeavoured to
deal with it, despite the interrupticns of
the Premier. I have endeavoured to put
forward my opinions in as calm and quiet
a manner as possible, although the Pre.
mier's interjections are always calculated
to lead one off the true track, and to cause
one’s temper, perhaps, to get the better
of one’s Judgment. However, I repeat
my contention, that if this House can
denl with these charges, the better it will
be for all concerned, and the more quickly
will the matter be settled. If not, I
certainly say [ would support that amend-
ment which was unfortunately ruled out
of order—that an impartial, open, and
public tribunal should be appointed to
mquire into the whole question.
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Mz. MoorREAD: What is a tribunal ?
Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.

R. W. Pennefather): After what has

been said by almost every member of this

Agsembly, I think the majority of the

members present are determined, and I

think rightly determined —

Mkr. Janes: To whitewash themselves.
Tug ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
this matter shall be thoroughly inquired
into. I, for my part, have nothing what-
ever to fear from any investigation; and
I am only too glad when I find the
opinion of the majority in this House in
favourof having these chargesinvestigated
by a select committee. The hon. member
who hag just resumed his seat points out
it is necessary that the charges should be

investigated. With that expression of

opinion I thoroughly agree; but he also
points out, and there I differ from him,
that a select committee is not a tribunal
sufficiently impartial to decide this gnes-
tion between the accuser and the accused.
To show how utterly impossible it would
be for the whole House sitting as a
comnmittee to inquire into this matter,
T should like to point out to the hon.
member that the matter will have to
ba determined by evidence. The member
who makes the charges will bring forth
his evidence. Just fancy that procedure
being taken by the whole of this House!
All the witnesses would be brought in
lefore the whole House, every hon.
member having the privilege, if he chose,
to cross-examine and re-examine each
witness. Why, the investigation would
be carried on till the crack of doom, and
that would be the most effective way of
delaying the proceedings; wheress the
Erocedure always adopted 1n cases of this

ind is to appoint a select committee
fairly representing the opinion of both
gides of the House, to Investigate the
matter. The committee hear the evidence
brought before them; that evidence is
reduced to writing; it i1s printed; it is
¢irculated, not only amongst the members
of the House, but throughout the whole
community ; and the grand bar at
whose decigion, I talke it, every member
of thie House must bare his head, is not
so much the House itself, but it is the
bar of public opinion outside; and that
is why I say, masmuch as it 1s utterly
impracticable to investigate this matter
in the House sitling as a commitiee,
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it should be investigated by a sele
committee. The hon. member point
out that since making these charg
the member for Geraldton has explain
that he does mnot impute any
sonal dishonesty or corruption to ¢
members of the Government, or
any member of this House. Of cowm
it 18 pleasing to hear that, because t
public, on reading what the hc
gentleman said at that unfortunate me
g at which he made that speech, mt
have had only one opinion, that beb
that the members of the Governme
were a corrupt body, and I take it tl
meant that we were unworthy to sit o
moment in this Chamber. The he
member states that he does not wish
impate that we are personally corrupt,
I take it, politically corrupt; and in t
face of that T want to know what the
is left. The hon. member says: “T don
impute any cortuption or political d
honour to you, but still I repeat t
charges.” That is the state of the ca
No matter what may be the mental rese
vation the hon. member who uttered tl
language had, we are not concerned abo
that at all. He may have had in 1}
mind, as he stated here on the floor
the House, that he did not impute a
political dishonesty or corruptibility
the Government or any member of ¢
House. That may be his mental rese
vation, but I take 1t that we are to jud
of the utterance in the ordinary way, a
ask what is the ordinary meaning th
attaches to the language as it has Dbe
expressed and published. One memb
on the Oppesitien side of the House h
pomted out how that language has be
interpreted by the Press on the goldfield
How could it be interpreted in any oth
way by aby organ? It necessarily do
mean politieal corription, and of
character that thoroughly unsuits a
man to remain a moment in this Chambe
if the charges be true. That being tl
state of the case, I think the sooner s
get the select committee the bette
But before T sit down I would lil
to point out to the hon. wmember f
the Canning (Mr. Wilson), who re:
a telegram in the Chamber this eve.
ing referring to the appointment of
police magistrate at Newcastle, that !
appointiment was made, I believe, abo
three yenrs ago. If that was one of
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charges the hon. member for Geraldton
had in his mind when he made the
accusations, how 18 it he sat in this
House during the whole of last session
and never said a word aboutit ¥ I takeit
that this instance is, as has been tersely
said of others, like a straw. A man who
finds himself placed in a position he
never expected to be in tries to cleave
to something in order to extricate himself.
It would have been far better had the
hon. member gone on the straight course,
and I am sure if he had acted on his own
judgment, he would bave done the right
thing., Had he proceeded so far as to
acqut the Ministry and every member of
this House of political corruption, he
would have followed it up by uncon-
ditionally withdrawing the charges made
by him against the House.

Mg, KINGSMILI (Pilbarra): It is
not my intention to add to any great
extent to the lenygth of the debate, which
for great quantity and bad quality has
never been exceeded in this House. The
only gain the House, or indeed the public
who have attended in such large numbers
to hear the debate, can have obtained
from it is a collection of gems of parlia-
mentary expressions which have fallen
from members, I regret to say, on both
sides of the House. As far as I am
personally concerned, T must first of all
congratulate the hon. member for Gerald-
ton upon the manly stand he has taken
up. That tmember spoke, I suppose, as
his belief guided him.

Tue Premier: Under advice.

Mg. KINGSMILL: I would like to
explain to the Premier that I was refer-
ring to the hon. gentleman’s action on the
first ocension.

TeEE PREMIER : Uh,I beg your pardon.

Mr. KINGSMILYL: The first occasion
on which the hon. member made these
charges, he made a charge which, boiled
down, practically amounted to saying he
believed the Government to be rotlen
and corrupt; very nasty expressions,
but still I believe they were the expres.
sions used. He has had an opportunity
in his place in the House of either stand-
ing to those expressions or withdrawing
them. I take it he has chosen to stand
by them, and it now remains for this
House, acting constitutionally—and when
I say acting constitutionally I may men-
tion I have taken the advice of members
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who have spoken who know a great deal
more about constitutional procedure than
I do—to call upon the hon. member to
explain these agpersions before a tribunal
appointed by this House. The House,
generally, has also been informed that
the only counstitutional tribunal that he
can appear before is a select committee
of the House. If that be the case, such
will have to beaccepted. It is useless, T
suppose, to pass any strictures upon the
goodness or badness of the constitutional
procedure. The constitutional procedure
18 fixed, and we shall have to abide by it.
The one thing I regret is that, if both
sides of the House have expressed their
willingness to accept this method of
trial of the hon. member for Goraldton,
if T may so call it, so muck of the valu.
able time of this session which was to
have been devoted to the great subject of
federation has been taken up in the
manner it has been in this debate. There
ig also another circwmstance I regret
very much, that being the attitude taken
up by the Premier on this oceasion. The
right hon. gentleman not only to-day, but
several times yesterday, accused the
Opposition, as o body, of wishing to burk
inquiry, which amounts, I take it, to
dishonourable conduct just as much as
the charges the hon. member for Gerald.
ton has levelled against the Govern-
ment. For my part I altogether wish
to disclaim that this is a party ques-
tion. OQccupying as I do the position
of junior whip to the Opposition, I
may be supposed to kuow what the coun-
sels of that body are, and I can declare
freely and fully—1I hope that what I say
will have the credence of hon. members
opposite, for I think that during the
time I have been in the House they have
had no reason to disbelieve me [SEVERAY
Memsers: Hear, hear]—this has abso-
lutely not been a party question. T
walked into this House yesterday with-
out the least idea of the attitude the
member for Geraldton was about to
adopt; and, as I say, having heard his
statement, I can only congratulate himn
on the position he has taken. As far as
I am concerned, I simply support the
motion.

Mr. JAMES (East Perth): If T were
the only member in the House, I should
be glad to again reiterate my protest
agalnst this matter being dealt with by a
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tribunal consisting of a select commitiee.
It does not worry me to consider the
procedure of the House, becanse I see that
the procedure of every Parliamentseems to
mould itself according to circumstances,
and I have a distinct recollection of an
important case which cropped up in
Victoria where charges were made against
the Government. I do not know whether
the word “ corruption” was used, but the
statements amounted to charges of cor-
ruption and favouritism in reference to
gome land at Mount Macedon with which
Mr. Syme, the editor of the Age, was
mized up. A charge was made by Mr.
Madden, and the matter was referred to
Mr. Tustice Williams, who was regarded
ag an impartial tribunal entirely out of
the House.

Tue ArrorNty GENeEraL: The House
disapproved of that afterwards.

Mr. JAMES : I need hardly point out
to intelligent men that before the matter
could have been referred to Mr. Justice
Williams, a motion must have been passed
by a majority of the House. It was
referred to Mr. Justice Williams for that
gentleman to give a report.

TrE ATroRNEY GENERAL: The Govern-
ment did it in recess.

Mr. JAMES: Pardon me, the charge
was made.

Tre PueEMIer: I do not think the
charge was referred to Mr. Justice
‘Williams.

Me. JAMES: According to my recol-
lection, it was referred by the House.

Tur Premier: The Government
appointed a Commission, I know.

Mg. JAMES: Then why did not the
Grovernment here, who were so anxious
to defend their character that they
allowed the matter to be brought forward
in thig particular session, convened for
the purpose of dealing with the federal
question, adopt a precedent which they
had immediately before their eyes.

Ter Premier: It waz very much
disapproved of.

Mgr. JAMES: I heard a junior
mewmber of this House speak of con.
stitutional procedure, but I have far
greater respect for constitutional author-
ities in Victoria than the constitutional
opinion of the hon. member (Mr.
Moorhead). People very often read
things and do not grasp their meaning.
There are great constitutional authorities
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in Victoria; I venture to think as gres
as the member for North Murchiso
The course followed in Vietoria in th
case I mention was adopted apparentl
by a Government very anxious to wvir
dicate their character. I only wanted t
refer to this question for the purpose «
pointing out that it is absurd to say th
only thing we can do is to have thi
referred to & select committee. Is the
an instance known of a charge bein
made against the whole House of bein
corrupt, as has been suggested her
and the House referring it to a com
mittee to decide whether the charg
was or was not well founded. I can quit
understand a charge made against

specific officer, who occupies a position 1
Parliament, bLeing referred to a selec
committee. Such a person or person
would not vote upon the question, nc
would any of the persons charged tak
their seats upon the select commitie
There you would have a select com
mittee perfectly and entirely independen
but no one can suggest that an
select committee we may appoint i
connection with this will be entirel
independent. The majority of the seles
committee will be appointed by th
Government. We know welli enoug
the Government have chosen the thre
members of the Opposition who wil
be placed upon that committee, and th
committee will reflect entirely, or to

large extent, the views of the Governmen
I am certain any member placed upo
that committee will discharge his dutie
conscientiously ; but, however anxious h
may be, no man can entirely free himsel
from the bias which must arise in econ
nection with a matter like this. Any on
who feels so strongly as the member fo
North Murchison must have felt canng
be unbiassed. He departed from hi
usueal custom and displayed a feeling o
vindictiveness.

Tes PreEmrer: You ought to b
ashamed of yourself to say it.

Mzr. MoorBEAD: I do not mind.

Mr. JAMES: The hon. member fo
North Murchigon, who was called upo
to bring this matter forward, indulged i
the strongest language in placing th
question before us. He did not place th
question before ue in all its clear issues
but really by a lot of legal subtleties, an

getting hold of this document, trying al
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he could to vepresent the document as a
reflection upon the conduct of this House.
Quite apart from that the hon. member,
however desirous he may be to do justice—
and I say willingly he would wish to do
justice in this case, and would be most
conscientious in thedischarge of his duties,
as would any other members—must admit
that he would be open to bias.

Tre Premier: What are you ?

Mr. JAMES: T also an subject to it.
I say agaio what I said in connection
with the Federation Committee, I had a
strong feeling, and I would not sit on
that committee, nor would I sit on this
committee.

Tee Premier: We will not liave you,
to start with, if we can help it.

Mr. JAMES: That is the idea; yon
are going to have a commitiee to white-
wash yourselves. I say at ouce I should
not st on a committee hke this. T am
too honest for you and too outspoken.
That 18 the trouble.

A Menper: Since when?

Mr. JAMES: Any committee formed
in this way will not carry conviction to
the minds of the people of this com-
munity. That isrealised by some members,
who have tried fo meet it by saying it
does not matter what their opinion may
ba, the public will read the evidence; but
they do not seem to realise that the
public will read the evidence and give
their verdict at the next election, In
the meantime the committee will have
reported, the hon. member will have been
punished, and the jury will not have had
an opportunity of reading the evidence.
. I enter my protest against this matter
Leing referred to a select committee,
which can only result in one way, the
cominittee coming into this House with
the triumphant vindication of their own
honour. The member for Geraldton wants
another tribunal; we want another tri-
bunal ; but members on the other side say
that the determination of the question
rests in their hands, and their hands
alone. This question, if it is so important,
ought to be sent before an independent
cOmINIssion, in a similar manner to the
Purnell Commission, on the Timescharges.

Tae PrEmMIER: That had nothing to do
with Parliament.

Mr. Vosper: An Act of Parliament
was passed to constitute the Commis-
sion.
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Mr. JAMES: The same thing can be
done here. We wantit done, the member
who has made the charges wants it done,
and the country wants it done, and in
fair-play it ought to be done. It is not
right: that the House should be the judge
to say whether the accusations are well
founded or not. If we want to carry
conviction to the people we ought to have
an independent tribunal, and we have
been trying to obtain that. We want
the people to realise that the Government
have refused that tribunal. They say:
“We will have the appointment of a
committee, and we will pack that com-
mittee.”

Tur PreMier: That is just worthy of
you!

Tug SPEAKER: Perhaps it is as
well I should quote what is the rule,
according to May's Parliamentary Prac-
tice. The hon. member (Mr. James)
quoted what bad been done in Victoria.
T recollect the case very well, but not the
procedure.  But we are not bound by
the practice of Victoria: we are bound
by the practice of the Imperial Parlia.
ment and the practice laid down in May.
I have consulted other authorities, and
they confirm this statement. May says:

‘Whatever matter arises concerning either
House of Parliament ought to be discussed and
adjudged in that House to which it relates,
and not elsewhere.

Mr. Leake: In the House?

Tre SPEAKER : Not in the House—
it does not mean that—judged by the
House.

Mg. James: That does not prevent
our passing any legislation we like.

Tae SPEAKER : The House can pass
what legislation il likes. The Parnell
Comnmission wagnot appointed in reference
to charges made against the House.

Mx. MOORHEAD (in reply as mover) :
I destre to make one or two observations
as to the remarks made by the learned
and courteous member who has just
spoken,

Mr. James: The hon. member has
spoken twice on this question.

Tae SpeaEer: The hon. member’s
motion was the original and substantive
motion, and be bas the right of reply.

Mr. MOORHEAD: I am not sur-
prised at the interruption of the hon.
member, because in this as in other
matters he is to be seen for a morent, a
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few remarks drop from him, and when
the reply comes forth from those attacked,
he is generally absent from his place. 1T
desire to make one or two observations as
to the expressions which have fallen from
the hon, member, in which he charges
the Government with endeavouring to
pack the committee, in other words, that
the Grovernment have lent themselves to
attempt to procure a verdict by means
unworthy of members of the House. In
other words again, the charges laid atthe
door of the bon. member for Geraldton
(Mz. Robson), which he is here to justify,
and in which he may be able to justify
himself for all I know, have been adopted
with a tenfold force by the member
for East Perth (Mr. James). I wish to
offer one or two observations on that.
Allegations have been made freely that
in one sense I am acting as the puppet
of the Government; in fact, the gentle-
man who acts as the corner-man of the
troupe clearly charged me with that. May

I thank the hon. member, who really:

relieved the monotony of the debate by
the amusing speech which he made last
evening, and which in the opinion of hon.
members opposite reduced the whole pro-
ceedings to a farce. The names of the
gentlemen who are to be proposed were
not suggested by the Premier: they were
drawn up by myself and my friend on
my right (Mr. Moran). The original list
was then altered and handed to one of
the whips, and subsequently to the
gentlemen on the other side. At once
the suggestions were adopted as to who
should form the members of the com-
mittee: no objection was offered by me.

Mg. Vosper: That is not correct.

Me. MOORHEAT': Even in spite of
the sanctimonious expression of the leader
of the Opposition, it is an insult for
members who sit on the other side of the
House to suy it is a packed committee.
I have ouly one or two other remarks to
make, and they are practically to the effect
that it would be a mistake tor the House
to attach importance to the observa-
tions of the member for East Perth
(Mr. James). To listen to him we
might conclude that he is the only con-
stitutional authority in the House, and
the only logical spesker; but when we
examine his remarks we find they are
mere assertions. The hon. member hops
about from twig to twig, and then
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perching on one he comes to certair
conclugions which he styles an argument
I defy my friend to point to a single
precedent to ask the House to go outside
ity precincets and select a body to judge of
the merabers of the House.

Mg. James: You cannot point fo 4
casg in which there was a general charge
against the House.

M=z MOORHEAD : Itis not a general
charge: it is & charge against a portion
of the House, a charge against the
Government, of political corruption and
rottenness ; not such corruption as the
hon. member for the Canning (Mr.
Wilson) tried to make us believe it was,
by reason of an attempt to bribe a
constituency before an election, but the
rottenness and the corruption attributed
to an attempt to bribe members. Anyone
who can read the Queen’s English cannot
fail to gather the intent of the charge.
No precedent can be found, even in the
elastic imagination of the member for
North-East Coolgardie (Myr. Vosper), for
the appointment of a body outside of this
House. The Parnell Commission was of
a different character altogether, and the
case mentioned by the member for Easi
Perth (Mr. James) is not of the same
character. Mr. Justice Williams was
appointed merely to inspect the records
of documents; but here we are asked to
appoint a tribunal to exwmine witnesses
about charges made against the House.

Mge. James: Mr. Justice Williams was
appointed to examine witnesses, and M
Madden refused to give evidence.

Mr. MOORHEAD: I am afraid 1
cannot accept the assertion of the hon.
member. When he made it first he told
us that o Commission was appointed by
the House; subsequently we found it was
appointed during recess, by the Govern.
ment ; and the House in the assertion of
its prerogatives and its privileges dis.
sented from that, when the House met,
The proper course, and the only course,
is the appointment of a committee, and I
say it wall be unconstitutional to go ont-
side the House for the appointment of a
body to try such charges as these. The
assertion that the commitiee has been

ked cannot be accepted. Not alone
are the Government charged with being
corrupt and rotten, not alone are members
charged with having received bribes, but
the entirc members of the House are



Privilege (Robson) :

equally bad with the Government them-
selves. Personally I have no animosity
against the member for Geraldton (Mr.
Robson). I cannot go exactly so far as
to say that I hope he will come out of
this inquiry with flying colours, because
that practically would mean the disgrace
of, not ouly the Government, but of
every hon. member; still I do hope the
hon. member will accept the suggestion
of the member for the Canning (M.
Wilson), and before the inquiry ter-
minates he will retract the charges.

Question—that a select committee be
appointed—put, and passed on the voices
{no dissent}.

POINT OF PROCEDURE.

A Dallot having been taken,

Mer. VOSPER (North-East Cool-
gardie) : Before you declare the names
of the persons elected, may I rise to a
point of order ?

TrE Speaker: T do not think so. |

Mz. VOSPER : Supposing I rise to a
point of order, which, if upheld, may
invalidate the whole election ?

Tor Speaker: Whal is the point of
order ?

Mr. VOSPER: It is simply that we
have been following the wrong procedure
entirely in appointing this select com-
mittee. On tlus I refer you to page 381
of May's Parliamentary Practice, by way
of proof. If you will hear me- for a
moment, T will read an extract.

THE SPEAKER: What edition of May
do you refer to ?

Mr. VOSPER: The edition I have
here is the tenth, edited by Palgrave and
Bonham-Carter ; and if T way, I will read
the extract to the House, as follows :—

A commiftee upon a matter of privilege may
be appointed and nominated forthwith without
notice; such & committee having been held
not be governed by any of the orders applic-
able to the appointment and nomination of
other select committees. The nomination of
select committees has in special cases been
intrusted by the order of the House to sources
other than its own decision. For instance,
the House has appointed certain committees
by ballot; or has named two members, and
appointed the rest of the commitiee by ballot;
or, having chosen 21 pames by ballot, has
permitted each of two members nominated
by the House to strike off four from that
number; and the House habifually reserts to
tho comumitiee of selection for the nomination,
either wholly or practically, of the membera of
select committees.
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That extract refers to select committees
on matters of privilege, and we are told
by this great authority on Parliamentary
procedure that the House of Commons
* habitually resorts to the committee of
gselection for the nomination, either wholly
or partially, of the members of select
committees.” Then again:

The committee of selection has also been
empowered, 20th May, 1892, to divide a select
committes into two ‘committees, and to appor-
tion between the committees the Bills referred
to the original committee.

Then on the matter of privilege as laid
down on page 383, we read :

Upon a matter of privilege, or to fulfil the
orders or the inteation of the House, com-
mittees are appointed and nominated forth-
with witheut notice.

I contend from these extracts that we are
not following the practice of the House
of Commons, though all along there has
been an intention of following that prac-
tice. If it be the intention to follow the
practice of the House of Comnions, we are
distinetly out of order in balloting for the
select committee in the way we have done.

Tre SPEAKER: Weare not bound to
follow the procedure of the House of
Commons, when we have Standing Orders
of our own on the question. Io the first
place, it would be nmpossible to carry out
that procedure, because we have no such
thing as a committee of selection in this
House.

Mgz. Vosrer: According to May, you
can appoint a commitéee of selestion now,

TeE SPEAKER: Not a committee of
selection. Such a committee in the House
of Commons is appointed at the com-
mencement of the session, and the duty
of that committee is to select members of
committees, and to do wvarious other
things in the House they are appointed
to do. In this case we have our own
Standing Order, setting out the way we
shall appoint select committees, and these
orders are not overridden by the practice
or proceedings of the Imperial Parlia-
ment. The members who have heen
appointed on the select comunittee are as
follow :— Mr. Harper, Mr. Holmes, Mr.
Kingsmill, Mr. Quinlan, Mr., Solomon,
Mr. Wood, and the mover (Mr. Moor-
head).

Mz. MOORHEAD: I move that the
committee be empowered to call for per-
zons and papers, and to sit during any
Tecess. .
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TaE Seeaxer: Does the hon, member
say ‘‘ any recess.”

Mr. MOORHEAD : Any recess.

Tae Speaker: The hon. member
means dwing any adjournment.

Mr. MOORHEAD: Yes; during any
adjournment.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: I desire to
move an amendment., I suppose 1 can,
I think it has been the general feeling of
the House that these proceedings should
be open to the Press; and our Standing
Orders will not permit the select com-
mittee to adnit the Press, unless ordered
by the House so to do.

Tae SPEAKER: Let me put the other
question first: you can then move that one.

Question—that the committee have
power to call for persons and papers, and
to gt ‘during any adjournment of the
House —put and passed.

Me. MOORHEAD moved that the
committee report this day week.

Put and passed.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH moved that the
sitings of the committee be open to the
Press.

Mr. WILSON seconded.

Put and passed.

ELECTION RETURN—DEGREY.

Tue SPEAKER announced the receipt
of a telegram from the Returning Officer
for the DeGrey electoral district (the
seat having been vacated by the resig-
nation of Mr. E. T. Hooley), informing
him that Mr. Leonard Hawthorn Darlit
had been duly elected, unopposed.

RETURN—MINING LEASES
SURRENDERED.

On motion by Mr. GEoRGE, ordered :

That there be laid wpon the table of the
House a return, showing full particulars of
each and every lense the surface rights of
which have been surrendered by the lease-
holders to the Government, during the last
five years, at Kalgoorlie, the Boulder, and the
surrounding distriets, within a radins of five
miles; such return to show the conditions and
compensation, if any, under which each lease
waa gurrendered.

MOTION—RAILWAY EMPLOYEES' ASS0-
CIATIONS, OFFICIALLY TO RECOG.
N1SE.

Mr. HIGHAM (Fremantle) rose to
speak to a motion of which he had given
notice, as follows:

That, in the opinion of this House, the
refusal of the Commissioner of Railways fo
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officially recognise associations of Government
railway employees, organised for the instruc-
tion and benefit of their several grades, and
intended throngh their officers to act with and
through the departmental officers as a medium
for the satisfactory setflement of all disputes
of a general character, ia and will be detri-
mental to the best interests of the colony.

He said: In rising to speak to the
motion, I shall not say much at the
present time, except to justify myself
and the other members representing
Fremantle and Perth constituencies who
have tauken part in this question, and
who desire to see the Commissioner of
Railways recognise his emplovees’ asso-
ciations. If this be done, we beliave
good will result, not only to the Govern-
ment but to the department. After
consulting with these railway men to-da.ﬁr.
as I have done, and realising the compli-
cations that will ensue if this motion be
pressed

Mg. IvniNneworTH: What complica-
tiona ?

Mr. HIGHAM : I think you Opposi-
tionists and your organ have clearly shown
what complications are likely to arise.

Me. Greeory: Who blows the organ ?

Mr. GEoraGE : Which organ ?

A Mgewmeer: The Sunday Times.

M=r. HIGHAM: After realising thai
the pressing of this motion atthe present
time is likely to lead to complications
and to involve side-issues altogether apart
from the question, 1 can only announce
that I, in common with the other mem-
bers interested, have consulted with the
railway men to-day, and I hold here their
permission to withdraw the motion.

Me. Grorge: Their permission ?

Mzr. HIGHAM: I say * permission.”
If I had not their permission, I, being the
mouthpiece of these men, would be pre-
pared to go onwith it. Notwithstanding
the fact that T used the words * their
permission,” there is no nan in the House
who is politically freer from that railway
influence than I. If any man in this
House has more to gain by moving this
motion than E have, I should like to see
him rise and say so.

Mr. GeoreE: More to gain ?

Mr. HIGHAM : I mean less to gain,

Mg, Wirson: What letter have you
received ? -

Mz. HIGHAM : Here it is, written by
the two official representatives of the asso-
ciations. So far as the unions are con-
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cerned, politically they do not affect mein
the slightest. Nome of their members, or
certainly not more than ten or twelve of
them, are my constituents; and by advo-
cating their canse I am likely to lose more
supgort than I shall gain. On the other
hand, anyone who has watched my
actions in connection with this matter
will realise that I have taken an interest
in the question for the last two years;
that last year I, in common with the
other members for Fremantle, approached
the Commissioner of Railways and advo-
cated the recognition of these associations;
and on that occasion we secured their
provisional recognition for twelve months.
The Commissioner has since seen fit to
withdraw that recognition—why, I do
not know; but I reabse that in so doing
he has made a false step. I do not
intend to go on with this wotion. I have
no desire to waste the time of the House
over it. The Government must realise
that these associations must be to a
certain extent recognised ; and from that
recognition benefit will acerue, not only
to the department itself but also to the
men. Ina railway department employ-
ing something like 5,000 men, 3,000 of
whom are in these unions, the Commis-
sioner must realise it is absolutely
impossible for the men employed to
approach him individually in all cases
where they huve differences with their
superior officers.

Me. InrinewortH: The Government
House ball-room would be required to
seat them.

Me. HIGHAM: I crave permission to
withdraw the motion, feeling sure the
Government will, on reflection, realise that
the claims of these two associations,
and of the other associafion of railway
employees, will meet with due considera-
tion during the recess. I do not want
to complicate this matter with the
Federation Enabling Bill, or the other
‘ations that have been dragged into the
question.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

At 630, the Speaxer left the Chair.
At 7-30, Chair resumed.

FEDERATION ENABLING BILL.
BECOND READING.
Debate on motion for second reading
resumed from previous Thursday.

[30 May, 1900.]
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Mr.MORAN (East Coclgardie) : There
seems an air of sweet repose about the
Chamber, after dinner to-day, like a calm
which precedes a great storm. I am sure
the House will join with me in expressing
a certain amount of joy that we have got
through a verv troublous and objection-
able period in our history. Having taken
such forcible means to vindicate our own
personal honour, we approach a subject
of perhaps more vital importance to this
colony at large than the question whether
any or every member of the House is not
all he should be. Although this great
question of federation will affect the
destiny of all persons in this colony as
long as they shall live and their children
after them, and we are almost safe in
saying for gemerations to come, I regret
thot such an amount of interest has not
been shown in this House by the federal
leaders ns one might have expected. I
regret also that outside the House this
question of federation or no federation
has not yet been considered by the
people. 'We have made vain attempts to
get the federal leaders in this House and
outside to take a national stand. This
country has been doing very well under
responsible government during its few
years under that ségime, and now we
are asked to make o mighty change,
an overwhelming change, a change from
absolute nutonomy to absolute dependence
upon the will of others, for that is what
it amounts to. That will may ba a
good one, and I do not say it will not
be so, but I assert that we are asked
by the federal party in Western Aus.
tralia to make a violent change—a change
at once from responsible governmeut,
carrying with it all the responsibility
of a sovereign State, a State which is
sovereign over its own revenue and its
own taxation. After all, that is the only
sovereignly a people can have. If we
lose the sovereign rights over money
and taxation, our independence is gone for
ever. Wae have in vain asked the federal
leaders in this Chamber and outside 1t to
come forward and tell the people what
they will gain by federation. We have
heard any amount of stormy discussion,
both inside and outside the Chamber, as
to the abhorrence of withholding the
referendum, and, truth to tell, that storm
is mot yet quelled, nor will it he
quelled unless we take that great step
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of baving a vote by the people. So
that, as I said once Dlefore in this
Chamber, we shall have a vote carry-
ing with it a vindication of what has
been done, we shall have a vote per-
haps striking agsinst the Government,
carrying with it, as Mr. Councillor
Draper stated in the Town Hall the other
night, the conviction that it was dealing
o death-blow at the food duties under
federation. I propose this evening follow-
ing on what I said the other afternoon,
to ahsolutely, as far as I can, and to my
gatisfaction, and I hope to the satisfac-
tion of every member in this Chamber
and the country, to take away every cry
from the federal party, and leave them
bare, with the position that they rely on
the popular ery to vote for federation
;vlil.thunt the people inquiring into it at

Mr. IrvinewortA: Do not be so
cruel.

Mgr. MORAN: I shall not be cruel,
but T shall be just. I hope the hon.
member will accept the challenge ; I hope
the federal leaders will debate this ques-
tion of federation or no federation. I
challenge hon. members to debate the
question with me, the merits of federation,
for and against federation. We have
never heard the leader of the Opposition
give one reason why Western Australia
should join federation, and I shall wait
for some reagon from him.

Me. InrivgworTH: You will wait a
long time.

Mzr. MORAN: The hon. member is
incapable of dealing with the guestion,
except we leave him in the position
of proving that for a long time Western
Australia will gain nothing from federa-
tion. The federal leaders on the other
side have never told us what Western
Australia 18 going to gain from federa-
tion. The federal leader mentioned one
word, almost in an awe-inspiring tone:
he said, “Look at defence,” and then he
passed on. I will wmention the word
“defence,” und try to prove that it is
almost & farce.

Mr. LEaks: When was I arguing in
favour of federation here?

Mr. MORAN: Never: the hon.
member mnever argued in favour of
federation: he declaimed. So far the
hon. member has been quite content to

allow himself to be carried as the figure- .
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head of the referendum movement. He
has never allowed his gentle learned
knowledge to consider if federation would
lead him beyond the federal movement.

M. Greeory: Is not this your first
argument ?

Mr. MORAN : If it be, take a note of
it, and try to upset it. I court debate.

Mz. Leage: Court or burk it?

Mr. MORAN: Burk, or Guiness, or
Jamieson, if you like. We will have a
little debate as to the merits of federation,
if you like. On the Address-in-reply we
ingquired what virtue there was in the ery
of the federal party that there was no
precedent for the Parliament to interfere
in matters, after delegntes had gone to a
Convention and agreed to a constitution.
There is no precedent or reason for anyone
to state that Parliament is bound by any
decision come to Ly delegates, and the
people are not beund by the decision of
the delegates, because they did not elect
them. We can inquire, ent and carve, just
as we like, those who are willing and able.
‘We inquired whether Parliament should
take steps to safeguard this colony. We
inguired last year whether it waa too late
to alter the Bill as proposed by the Pre-
mier, and a majority of members of Par.
liament, and we arrived at a conclusion
that it was not too late to alter the
Bill. Those who prevented the alteration
were the federal party, aided by its leader,
the member for Albany (Mr. Leake).
There were a few on the other side who
said that the Bill might be altered. The
day after I moved the Address-in-reply,
Bir William Lyne, the Premier of New
South Wales, expressed his wonder that
the Imperial Government did not alter
the Bill to include Western Australia’s
amendments.  Sir William Lyne said he
had expected that the Bill would be
altered in some particular, in the matter
of the appeal to the Privy Council and
the Western Australian amendments.
Therefore Sir William Lyne would not
have objected if the Imperial Parliament
had altered the Bill, and the Imperial
Parliament would have altered it if
what Mr. Chamberlain has said is true.
That stage has passed aund gone. There
is almost a unanimous opinien on the
floor of the House that the Bill should
go to the people. On the Address-in-
reply I endeavoured to vindicate the
position of Parliamnent. There are some
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prominent party cries that the federalists
use to induce Western Australia to come
into the federation. What are those
cries ¥ I shall lay them out in proper
order, and number them so that they can
be replied to by the federal leader or by
bis party. The first cry which the federal
lender uses always outside the House
when he Sfea.ks on the question, and
which is always used by every other
federal leader in Western Australia, is
“Come in now or you will suffer: you
will never get the same terms again.”
This ery is always used everywhere,
“You will never get the same chance
again,” and we are almost threatened by
the Premiers in some of the colonies in
the East that Western Auvstralia will
never get the same terms again. We
have inquired whether there was a prece-
dent in Canadian or Awerican history to
justify such a cry. If the other colonies
are going to penalise Western Australia
because we will not accept their will, that
is all the more reason why we should not
put ourselves into their power. If the
tederal love is going to dry up so soon, we
should keep out of federation. If weare
to be tangled, if the Federal Parliament
i8 going to pursue the same tactics and
be deaf to the just requests of this colony,
then we had better keep cut of federation.
The second cry is this. The federalists
say, “To stay out now is hostile to
Australian federal union.” The federal
leaders always say that. When the Pre-
mier has said that he is a federalist, and
when the member for Coolgardie (Mr.
Morgans) has said the same, the federal
leaders have replied that there is only one
particular brand of federation, and that
is the brand which was manufactured by
the delegates sent by Western Australia,
sent over to the Conventions without the
congsent of the people of Western Aus-
tralia : that is the proper brand.

Me. LEakE: It is the brand that has
been manufactored by the whole of Aus-
tralia.

Mz, MORAN : By the whole of Aus-
tralis! What has that to do with Western
Australia ?

Me. Leage: We consider ourselves
part of Australia.

Mg. MORAN : Whether we go in or
remain out of federation, we shall still be
part of Australia. If the other parts of
Australia federate, we shall still be part
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of Australia. Canada manufactured fed-
eration, but Prince Edward Island got
different terms from the others, and
British Columbia got different terms: why
sbould not Western Australia? Isthere
any reason why the people of the colony
should vote “no’’ on the Bill? Is there
a shadow of argument to prove that we
shall suffer it we do not federate? Is
there any argument that if we go into
federation subsequently, if we wait ten
years, that ‘Western Australia will lose?
‘Western Australia must and will lose hy
entering the federation now : she will not,
and cannot, lose by remaining out of it.
‘When I say she will not and caunot, I
will prove it, lbecause we must now
assume the lead in the matter, for the
federalists will not put hefore the country
their arguments in favour of federation.
‘When the colony is asked to adopt a new
state of things, it would seem to be the
province of those who urge this to give
reagons for it. I propose to give a few
reasons against gommg into federation.
The first and foremnost is the question of
defence. What is there in the question
of defence? Tet us premise our inquiry
by stating that there has heen no federal
union aceomplished in modern times at
the bottom of which was not the question
of defence. Absolutely the cause of
the American Confederation, primarily
and absolutely, was the question of
defence. Everybody knows that after the
‘War of Independence those States were
almogt scattered fragments, standing forth
against the world as independent States,
cut off from the mother country. They
considered that if they did not combine
for defence purposes they would be disin-
tegrated and handled roughly by the
other powers; therefore, they united for
defence. Tf anyone wishes to see the case
of the United States in the same argu-
ments, let him read the early chapters of
the Federalist as published in those
tines, putting forth the reasons for
federation very strongly and conclu-
sively, and they remain to-day as a
standard work. Take the case of Swit-
zerland, surrounded by strong powers
on all sides. Take the case of Germany:
that country federated to keep herself
from being crushed out by strong neigh-
bours around her. Austria is another
ingtance of that. But all these instances
are apart from the British Constitution.
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I now come to Canada, and it may be
gaid we are in the same position as
Canada. Is that so? I say it is not.
Canada federated, for what purpose?
Primarily for defence, to enable her to
resist the encroachments of a powerful
neighbour, the United States: a young,
flourishing, and ambitious republic,
always encroaching on her rights in some
way or other; and it was thought neces-
gary that, as the British navy could not
protect Canada on her land borders, and
a8 Great Britain could not keep a stand-
ing army in Canada, to prevent invasion
Canada must federate for defence pur-
poses. We all know too that Canada
wa3 always in a turmoil of trouble over
three things. In her own borders there
were two nationalities, the French and
British, and in the neighbouring waters
there was always the fishery trouble
between herself and the United States.
When Sir John Macdonald so ably advo-
cated federation for Canada, he gave his
primary reasons, which may be discovered
trom his biography and the history of the
time. The third reason was: ‘‘ Unless
we federats, we will never be able to pre-
sent a front as a great and powerful,
almost a separate, nation under the
Britigh flag”’ The principal reason why
Canada federated was the presence on
her land border of a powerful and ambi-
tious neighbour, who would not scruple
to take advantage of the chance of
acquiring more territory. I want to ask
the federal party, in dealing with this
question of defence, whether there is a
single instance I have quoted which is
analogous to the position of Western
Australia, and whut we could hepe to gain
in the way of defence by federation. To
begin with, Western Australia is not like
the United States, an independent coun-
try. We are a colony with responsible
government, and part of the grandest and
greatest federation the world has ever
geen, namely the British Empire. We
are part of Australia, and we hold at our
command, in the love and protection of
our mother eountry, the services of every
British warship and the life of every
British soldier in defending our rights.
The navy covld not defend Canada on her
land border ; but we have no land border
where a powerful neighbour ia threatening
us, Where is there any danger to West-
ern Australia from a land invasion of
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any kind ? The position of Canada and
the position of Western Australia are
not analogous. Where, then, is our only
danger ? The only danger from which
we could possibly suffer would be an
invasion or an attack from across sea
and now I propose to analyse what help
federal forces would be to Western Aus.
tralia under the Commonwealth Bill. 1
hold that while * Britannia rules the
waves ” we do not want the assistance of
anybody else, because the British fleet
protects British interests wherever the
British flag flies. What help from federal
forces could we hope to have? Tt is
absurd to imagine New South Wales
putting her 100-ton gun into commission
to repel a Russian invasion on the Western
coast of Australia. Xmagine the futile
attempts for many years to resist the
invasion of any naval force! The ides is
absolutely ridiculous, and cannot be con-
templated for a moment; therefore, we
can hope for no protection from the
Eastern colonies by water. Bui the
federal advocate says—and this is his
most powerful argument—that it has
been proved in SBouth Africa a regular
infantry force can repel a terrific number
of troops invading the country. That 1s
quite true; and why is it true in South
Africa ? One of the greatest feats of
people untrained in arms has been the
resistance of the Boers to the British
army, and that resistance containg one of
the greatest of object lessons, as showing
how a patriotic people may resist a mili-
tary people. And why was that resistance
possible ¥ To begin with, the South
African Republics are together, and the
people were crossing the borders every
day. There is no natural boundary
between the Orange Free State and the
Transvaal: on the contrary, the two
States are traversed by road, railway, and
river. They were able to send troops
from Pretoria and Johannesberg right
down to the doors of Cape Colony in one
or two days by railway and by road,
becanse all along the country is civilised,
fertilised, and well watered, and wheve
the country is not. well watered, there is
the “ iron horse” to carry troops. But
does that held in Australia ? The Eastern
colonies are linked by river, road, and fer-
tile country ; and Queencland, New South
‘Walesand Victoria could concentrate their
joint troops inside two days wherever they
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wanted to, as was done by the Boer !
Republics. But what is Western Aus- |
tralia’s position? Could the Bastern
colonies send & single soldier to repel an
invasion of Western Australia? They
could not send one, and nobody contem-
plates that they would attempt to pour a
column of infantry across the Australian
desert,.

A Memeze: They could not do it.

Mr. MORAN: They could not do it;
and the Premier knows well that nature
has placed an impassable barrier through-
out. this country, so far as defence is
concerned ; and since we cannot be helped
by land by the Hastern States, how can
we be helped? We do not want their
assistance by water, so long as the British
navy is afloat; and if the British navy
cannot defend us, how can the Eastern
colonies do so? That ig the position in
reference to defence. I want to know
what is meant by this “combined defence”
of the federalist, because I think it
meany nothing,

Me. IrningworTH: It means a begin-
ning.

Mr. MORAN: A beginning and an
ending in the same place; but why try
and delude the people of this colony into
the supposition that the defence argument
is a good and valid reason for federation ?
I do not object to the argument, all
things being equal: it might be an
advantage to have the whole foree of
Auvstralia under one leader; but, in
speaking to leading military men-—and I
have consulted them in Western Aus-
tralia—1I find they say it is quite possible
to have ome wilitary service under one
head without federation. We see to-day
Anstralian troops fighting side by side in
South Africa. They are Australians
just as much as they would be under
federation. Apd why? Because they are
Australians first and Britishers after-
wards, and if Western Australia stands
out of federation, these men will be none
the less Australians or British. But
here comes in the federalist, who says,
“Ah! but if you go into federation
we will build a federal railway line,
and give the means of defence” If
that be done, ther my argument is
undermined. When the Federal Parlia-
ment decides to build the intercolomial
line, my argument is gone. Tf it be
undertaken to build this railway, all
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things being equal, Western Australia
will go into federation on the same terms
as the other colonies. But when the
federalist auys we are going into federation
with advantage, I tell him he is asking ue
to go into federation under the greatest
disabilities, notwithstanding Mr. Holder's
promise, because this colony is prohibited
from any connection by land with the
Eastern colonies. The desire is to link
the two parta of the continent together,
and yet provisions are placed in the
Coremonwealth Bill whereby the life-
blood of federation is cut off, and cannot
percolate from the Eastern colomies to
Western Australia. That is because of
the anomaly in the Commonwealth Bill,
an anomaly found nowhere else, namely
that the whole of the Western Australian
seaboard shall be cut off from the Eastern
seaboard, excepting with the goodwill of
2 jealous neighbour; and South Australia
has always been a jealous neighbour to
us. We have the promise of Mr. Holder
for what it is worth; but I have said
hefore, I regard the promises of a party
Government as worth nothing. That is
not because the Gtovernments do not intend
to keep promises, but because people
turn Parhaments out, and no Government.
are bound by the promises of their
predecessors. 'The Federal Bill really
provides that Western Australia shall be
cut off from the Eastern seaboard, umless
South Awustralia promises to allow the
construction of an intercolonial railway ;
and yet federalists, in a rude and abusive
tone, always ridicule the people in this
part of Australia because they are mot
enlightened enough to see the advantage
of federation, The federnl leaders of
‘Western Australia do not appear capable
or able to judge of the destimies of amy
colony. The pronounced leader of
federation here is a man of no experience,
who has no interest in the colony, and
has only crept up by means,of a little
popularity in order to make himself
known in the future

Me. Greeory: Why did yon not
oppose federation publicly before this ?

Mg. Moxeer : The hon. wember never
bad an opportunity.

Mg. MORAN : I have spoken on this
subject in this House on many occasious,
and always against federation.

Mz. GrEGORY: But you have not done
so outside.
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Me. Leaxg: The member for East
Coolgardie speaks so much that nobody
cares to ligten to him.

Mr. MORAN: Thank you! People do
listen, though I know there are some who
do not care to listen. The member for
Albany (Mr. Leake) speaks much in the
House, but I flatter myself hon. members
are always very willing to listen to a
speaker who takes the trouble to read up
his subject, and knows what he is talking
about. We have not, however, had the
opportunity of hearing the member for
Albany on federation yet; and I tell him
he does not know the Federal Bill or the
a-b-c of federation. He has not read the
constitution of any Federal Parlinment,
and I should be glad to meet him in the
Town Hall in Perth, and there argue the
matter with him at any time. I tell him
that this colony should not federate,
and I will dave to rebut his arguments,
even before his own picked aundience.
The hon. member (Mr. Leake) has lived
on his popularity so far, but he has never
read his subject up. As to the question
of defence, 1t will be admitted that we,
as a colony, are gaining nothing whatever
by federation ; but if the the whole of the
Eastern colonies, who are linked together,
will give us an undertaking they will build
the intercolonial railway, I will be content.
I am not content, however, with the terms
of Mr. Holder, or of South Australia.
We ought not to go into federation until
the Federal Parliament has passed a Bill
and undertaken to start an intercolonial
railway as soon as possible. I do mnot
want o tentative power given to the
Federal Parliament to do so; because
how could we go to the Eastern colonies
if we happened to be invested by sea?
We would be cut off altogether.

Mz. LEaRE: We could pay our fares.

Mr. MORAN: The hon. member’s
cheap suneers are worthy of their origin.

MR. LEagE: I am referring to cheap
railway fares.

Me. MORAN: Oh, we know all about
that. The hon. member (Mr. Leake)
should attend to his own kitchen before
he starts cleaning mine out, vecause I
have no doubt his kitchen would take a
lot of brushing and whitewashing. We
heard much about the question of defence,
with much theatrical effect, from the
leader of the federal party the other
night. But we are now Jooking at the
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question from our own point of vie
and perhaps the hon. member will gi
us e point of view during this deba
or in the Committee stage, because I a
anxious to argue all the points at leng
if the hon. member wishes. There

one other argument that we in Weste
Australia ought to take notice of.

spoke against federation, with all ear
estness and due consideration, at

time when I knew it would probably
more advantageous for me to take ¢
popular side and howl for federatio
But still T see no harm in accepting t
verdict of the people in reference to 1
action in this matter, becanse we kne
that justice will prevail in the end, ar
that those who pointed out the dange
of going in and the udvantages of stoppi
out, and the reascnableness of supposi
we could get better terms, will get the
due, perhaps not for years to come, b
they will get their due some time. The
is one other pgreat argument whi
the federal leader used throughout t
country, and it is an argument whic
I am sorry to say, was repeated he
lately by the member for West Per
(Mr. Wood), and I was sorry to he
the hon. member repeat the argumer
because, after all, 1t will not bear the te
of examination. I propose to examine
It is & powerful argunment to use if it e
be vindicated. The federalists say, ** Lo
at your isolation: you will be left in
atate of isolation if vou do not join tl
Federal Commonwealth.” I deny that
toto. I say there is not a scintilla
evidence to show we shall suffer aa
isolation whatever. On the contrar
Western Australia to-day is the mo
independent colony of the whole Au
tralian group. [SEVERAL MEMBERS
Hear, hear.] Tsolation can never con
to a prosperous young colony whose gol
mining mdustry is developing as ours
here. There cannot be isolation in eow
tries like British Columbia., In Klondyk
even in the frozen, arid region of
North Pole, there cannot be isolatic
where gold is. That place has be
invaded by the world’s Lravest and mo
adventurous spirits. Victoria could n
be isolated. When the father of tl
leader of the Opposition and a gre:
many of our fathers came out to il
gold rush of the early days, what broug]
them there? Did they study what th
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country was? Did they ask questions
about the price of meat and the price of
bread ? No; they said, “It is a gold
country ; let us go to the gold country”;
and they went and lived happy and pros-
perous. The history of New South Wales
and of my own colony of Queensland is
the same. They all had their passport
to prosperity : that prosperity was born
and nurtured in the adventures and the
success attending those who cawme to look
for the gold which was so plentiful in
those colonies, and which is even more
plentiful in Western Australia. What
do we care if every man in the Eastern
colonies said he would isolate Western
Australia entirely? What harm would
it do? I have no patience with the
man who talks of isolation. I come from
the East, and all my people are there
still. Will they think any more or any
less of me because I do mot go into
federation ? It is absurd. We shall
live under the same laws; we shall he
Britishers still ; and we cannot be isolated
whilst we can honourably by our own
industry continue to develop the resources
of our own country. Population will
inevitably come to us; and no one will
come from the East unless he expects to
better his position in the West. Thatisa
certainty ; and if, under federation, & man
finds the prospects of Western Australia
waning by reason, for instance, of a
decreasing revenue, he will stop in the
East instead of in the West.  Probably,
also, if he finds Western Australia 1s
holding sloof for a time, and that she is
not willing to nip her early prosperity in
the bud, wants a few more years of
responsible government, such as Victoria,
New South Wales, Queensland, and South
Australia have had, to give her infant
industries a chance, probably people will
then say, as I have heard many of them
say, “ Give us a young country with some
life in 1t.”" And I maintain, 1n reference
to this threat of isolation, that the man
who uses it i3 either absolutely incompe-
tent to judge of the situation or has no
knowledge of history at all —has no
knowledge of colonial growth; or else he
35 uging the threat with the deliberate
intention of fooling the people of Western
Australia. Should Wesiern Australia
not federate, not one vessel the less will
cotne to our ports; not one telegram the
less will arrive here; not one man the
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less will stop away because we do not
federate ; and the German mail steamers,
which found their advent to Western
Australia so profitable, will not trouble
themselves one fittle because Western
Australia has not gone into the Austra-
lian union. They will continue to come
and to do the good businesz they are
doing at the present time. I have the
profoundest contempt for the individual
who uses the termm “isolation.” et it
be widely known to the people of Western
Australia: they cannot be injured at
all. Isay they cannot be injured. Firstly,
to place it upon its highest basis, surely
the Eastern colonies are not going to show
the world a lesson by penalising a small
State for not coming in? Surely they are
not going to display such an anti-federal
spirit by endeavouring to hurt us. Is
that the sort of federation you want us to
go into? Are these the people with whom
you wish us to join our destinies—people
who will prevent the mail steamers calling
at our port, and who will do all in their
power to hurtus? Why,if that be true,
let us have nothing at a1l to do with them,
if they will penalire me because I cannot
just yet see things in the same light as
they see them. But let ua take the worst
view. Supposing they should try to
perahise us, I await with deep interest
the argument of the federal leader—if he
can get one—as to how the Eastern colo-
nies can make us suffer in any way by
reason of our isolation. How are we
going to suffer by isolation or neglect?
I know this iz one of the federal cries at
the present time. But let the people of
‘Western Australia know that they can
grain nothing from defence at the present
tune; nothing whatever. It is a mighty
ery without the faintest tittle of meaning.
And let them know that the man who
holds the threat of isolation over their
heads, like a mailed fist, is a bully who
will not fight when the other man puts
his hands up, or else he is a man who is
not capable of leading a dog-fight, let
alone a federal movement. T want to
keep as closely as possible to these alleged
advantages, because I hope for a very
exhanstive examination of the Federal
Bill, not, perhaps with the view of altering
it—that 18 not my object at the present
time, and I have dropped that argument.
M=. IinivowortH: I8 it not the
Enabling Bill that is before the House ?
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Mr. MORAN: Oh, yes, my very dear
and learned friend ; and the Enabling Bill
—-you have not perhaps noticed it—has
the Federal Bill behind it. I know the
hon. member has never noticed the Com.
monwealth Bill; but I can assure him
it 18 here, and, being a schedule of this
Enabling Bill, of course we are empuwered
to discuss it.

Mzx. TnuivgworTH: I know as much
about it as you do.

Mr. MORAN : Then the hon. member
displays the wisdom of the owl by keeping
gsilent about it. His address on federa-
tion to the people of Cue was a master-
piece which vught to be stamped on ‘green
hide and hung up in this Chamber as a
monument, as a glorious example of # how
not to say it.” I take this position : Taay
the federalists' two cries are rotten cries:
they will not bear investigation for a
mowment. There is nothing in either of
their cries to be afraid of. And now I
come io this position: I want to ask the
peopls of Western Australia to look
calinly with me into this. 1 want them
to forget the referendum, to turn with
all seriousness to the great question of
the vote. I want them to forget there ia
a Forrest Government in Western Aus-
tralia, as so many of them will not forget.

Mg, Leakg: They are not likely to
forget that.

Mz, MORAN : T think there is one
thing they will be less willing to forget if
it ever happens, and that is if the hon.
member ever ogeupies the Treasury bench ;
they will never forget that, if it happen.
There may be a chance of their forgetting
the existence of the Forrest Government,
because we very often forget those who
are of most benefit to us. But we come
to this position: I want the people of
Western Australia to think with mein
this wisa: Are we necessary to complete
Australian union? I say we are. We
are necessary to the other colonmies, and
they are not necessary to us. That is the
position, that is the high stand I take on
this matter, and that stand I will defend.
We are absolutely necessary to the
Eastern colonies to complete Australian
union, and they are not necessary to us
just yet. Wecan do very well without
them, but they cannot say they have
complete federal wnion unless Western
Australia comes in. Therefore, as soon
as they are federated, and big, and rich,
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and generons, and as scon as we are
necessary to their union, surely they will
make some small effort more than they
have made to get us to come in. I ask
the people of Western Australia to believe
thit by remaining out they will suffer
nothing, and that the Federal Parliament
will be the first to approach them with
different terms, with a view to securing
their inclusion in the Commonwealth, I
believe this, and for this reason—one or
two reasons will suffice. As I said, no
Australian union can be complete if one-
third of Australia is out of 1t. It is an
anomaly to talk about federal defence
whilst Western Australin is not being
protected by that Australian defence force,
whatever it may be. T am presuming now
on the absence of the British fleet. I
am talking now of the rising nation in
the Southern seas which wants to look
after its own deatinies, although it is
still desirons of being a portion of the
British Empire, and loyal to the flag. I
want to presume for the present that the
entanglements of the British navy in
some distant part of the world render it
necessary for Anstralin to second the
efforts of Britain to repel any invasion of
any kind whatever. And what do we
find? The Eastern colonies can never
do this with safety until they have the
whole of the Australian coast under their
gupervision. That is their lookout.
They must do it. Well, we have in the
North of this colony rich country bor-
dering on those very peoples and races—
coloured people, the Japanese and
Chinese—irom whom danger may be
apprehended at a time not very far
distant. And we are bordering in the
North very closely on North Queensland
and South Australia. Therefore what.
ever is a danger to ug must be a danger
to the whole federal union. And who
suffers the pgreater danger? Why, of
course, the Hastern people, who have
very much more to lose than we have,
Pour millions of people will surely do a
little to help 170,000, and to get them to
bring their territory into the federal
union. And why will they do it?
Because they have so much more to lose.
Let there be no danger anticipated with
the federal union, It is satd they will
treat us with contempt. They will do no
such thing. They are shrewd enough to
now that Western Australia must
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ultimately come ie; and I hope we shall
be shrewd enough to know that we must
be given a fair deal; I think we are
shrewd enough to recognise that a fair
deal will be given. I do not ask for one
single advantage over the Eastern colonies.
All T ask for is a little time to get on |
with our enormous public works policy,
a little time to link our distant parts
together; a little time to complete our
great public works at present 1 course
of construction: and before we can do
that and go in on a sound financial
basis, we must have independence for our
customs duties, for our revenue; we
must et least give away nothing which
we connotafford to lose.  Inafew years—
five or six, or I should hope ten years—
‘Western Australia will have reached this
position : she will have completed her
great public works scheme; because her
railways now go North and South, and
East throughout the land, and through-
out good land too. But they are only
tracke through the Dbush; they are only
bridle tracks; they are not populated.
But we are nearing the completion of onr
railway system at present. Now is the
time to build up the land along those
railways as a self-supporting and pro-
ducing arez ; and I maintain we cannot
do that without a little judicious pro-
tection, a little free-trade, a little watch-
ing and o little care—here and there the
nurture of one industry, and perhaps the
witholdinyg of another in some particular;
but we ought to have the control of our
own destinies until we have the colony
up to the atage of being able to produce
all she requires for her own consumption.
That is the stapge at which I wish l
to see Western Australia. Up to that

particular stage when she becomes an
exporter, when she is able to send some-
thing to the BEastern colonies which she
has not got now, up to that stage we
want. our independence ; and if we
federate at the present time, this we know

quite well : we have to give away a great 1
part of the money that is gathered
through the customs. At the very best,
we have to give away what we want
ourselves. Forget for one moment the
effects of intercolonial free-trade in
Western Australia and the loss of revenue, |
and still we have to give away some of |
our customs duties. What has been the
principal war-cry of the leader of the |
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Opposition throughout the country, and
also the principal war-cry of the late
leader of the Opposition ? There is a sort
of duality at the present tame, and I do
not know who really is theleader. What
has Dbeen the ground of their attack on
the Forrest Government for a number of
years past ? What have they been crying
from the housetops of Western Austra-
lia? They have been crying out that
Western Australia is hopelessly in debt,
that the Forrest Government have plunged
the colony into such expenditure that she
is in debt head-and-heels; and yet they
calmly and deliberately, in the same
voice, go to the people and say, “ Yes, we
are hopelessly i debt, but we will rob
Peter to pay Paul”—Paul being in this
case the Hastern colonies, and Peter being
Western Australia. To put the finances
of Western Australiz in order will take
this House all it can do in the next three
or four years. I hope the Premier will
not call me o pessimist, but I hold that
it is going to take Western Australia all
she knows to pay her way and put her
finances in a good position, without giving
anything away to anybody in another
part of the world. Keeping out of federa-
tion and retaining her customs duties,
not Josing a penny of them, it will take
Western Australia all she knows to keep
a sound financial position. Have we not
embarked on a public works policy, and
have we spared money to give facilities to
everyone deserving them in Western
Australia ? It must be said of this House
and Parliament that we have not spared
the finances of the colony in bringing
people together. T say to Western Aus-
tralia, and particularly the people on the
goldfields, the people in Perth, and the
people engaged in the farming interests,
that if Western Australia gets into finan-
cial trouble through going into the
federal union, every wman and woman in
Wegtern Australia will suffer, because
the federal union will not give a penny-
piece to pay your debts, for they cannot.
Supposing the Federal Parliament guar-
antee the financial position of Westarn
Australia, which we know the Federal
Parlisment will not do and cannot do for
many years, for it will take them all their
time to pay 20s. in the pound—suppos-
ing they say they will guarantee Western
Australia financially, our landlord will be
removed from Lrondon to near Sydney, and
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I do not know that we should benefit,
because the London men leave us our
customns, but the Sydney man says, *No,
I want you to eat iy corn, I want to
insigt. upon your usging my mining
machinery, and on your taking my boots,

because we will make yon pay the debt.” ¢

What is the position? TUnder federation
we will lose our customs duties, be-
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place a provision like that is a blot upon
any constitution, and has no right what-
ever to be there. Among comwmercial
men it will stamp those delegates in
future as a pack of fools, or fools on
one side and rogues on the other. There
are the two positions: those who gave

. areeithera pack of fools, or else they knew

cause, bear inmind, the five-years sliding !

scale is an abnormal provision.
into the constitution with such w pro-

gtitution for evermore. That sliding
scale businesy carries no protection at all
after the first vne or two years. Why
do I say the sliding scale 18 no protec-
tion? Why do T call it an abortion ?
Itis self-destroying: it carries the very
elements of its own destruction. The
leader of the Opposition knows there has

Togo :

they were fooling those who accepted.
That is unworthy of any great federal
leader. Whether it be either the one or

i the other, it 18 disgraceful to Le fooled in
vision as that would disgrace the con- °

never been a case in British constitutional

history where the tariff or customs duty
has been fixed years ahead, like that. We
know that when a tariff amendment is
introduced in the British Parliament it
tukes effect on the night it is introduced.
Why is that?
ghall fall wpon everyone at the same time,
nnd that trade may not be hurt by it.
The sliding scale takes off one-fifth of
the duty after the first year.
operation of it, and the ridicule of it!

M=z. Leaxge:
take it.

Mz. MORAN: That is a very happy
and most learned remark. I thank the
hon. gentleman for saying we are not
bound to tuke it, for that shows he must
have read the Federal Bill. I only want
to “ draw" the hon. member, Lecause we
know that when he is drawn he is gener-
ally interesting. Supposing we have a
penny duty on something: at the end of
a year it will be four-fifths of a penny;
at the end of the next year three-fifths;
at the end of the following year two-
fiftha; wnd finally one-fifth. Did ever
unyone gee such a disgraceful clause issue
from the brains of a federal delegation,
including our vwn lawyers who accepted
it ? Did anyone ever before hear of such
u thing being accepted by sensible people?

We are not bound to |

So that the alteration

Fancy the

I am not sparing the glorious and noble .

ten who fought against the best interests
of Western Australia in this case. I am
not sparing themn at all. What will be
the verdict of posterity? To the first

the matter, and a bigger disgrace still to
juggle people out of their rights. I repeat
that the provision of the five-yeurs shiding
scale is a clause which is a disgrace to
the constitution; it is a disgrace to the
men who guve and the men who received.

Me. ILuivgworTH : It was accepted by
your leader.

Mz. MORAN: I have no leader on
federation. Yes, I have a leader; wmy
own intelligence and common-sense being
my leader on the question of federation.
I hope to lead the Premier on some phases
of the federal question, and perhaps he
will lead me on others. This is outside
party leadership altogether. I should be
very glad to follow the Premier if he
would take up a strong stand against
federation.

Tue PrEMiER: Would you like to
follow the leader of the Opposition ?

Mz MORAN: I would like to follow
him because I know he would leave most
of the good things to me. I want to
speak more particularly through this
House to my own constituents in Kal-
goorlie and ‘the goldfields. My hon.
friend the member for North-East Cool-

. gardie (Mr. Vosper) will say “ Why deo

you not ?eak from the platform up
there ?” Listen! I am going to make a
candid counfession: you may not believe
it, but I am much better received here
than there at the present time; and do
not blane me if I wish to speak where I
can be heard. I frankly and freely con-
fess that I never met an audience I
am afraid to face, if they are * game” to
give me a hearing. 1 have met the
biggest and rowdiest audiences that
have been met by any member of the
House, and I am, I say, afraid of no
audience, if people will be reasonable, and
interested agitators will not work them
up to a frenzy and say, ** Don't give that
man a hearing: he is an anti-federalist.”
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I want the people on the goldficlds to
know this, and from my place I ask if
they are game enough to give a Britisher
fair-play on this question. If they are,
let them say so, and I will be with them
at once. Tf they are game to act as
Britishers, as Australians, and to listen
to me, I am willing to go and address
them in every possible centre I can. TLet
me gay that in my opinion the goldfields
will suffer just as much under federation
at present as any other section of the
community in Western Australia.

Mg. Monexr: More so,

Mr. MORAN: I do not say that with-
out proving it. I never say things I do
not try to prove. The leader of the Oppo-
sition should watch the course of my
argument on this question, for he is
interested. On the goldfields we have a
large population engaged in une industry,
and one industry only, They produce
one commodity, that commeodity of course
being gold, the only mineral. Gold is
worth the same in every market in the
world, not rising or falling as the tariff
rises and falls: its standard value is the
same. The mines on the Kastern gold-
fields in my eclectorate, and largely in all
the others, are owned by external capital-
igts. They are not—and I want this to
be particularly noted, becaunse it is an
argument that takes a lot of getting
over—owned by capitalists who are
merely external to Western Australia, but
by capitalists who are external to the whole

of Australia. They are owned by British

capitalists. The capitalist gets £4 an
ounce for his gold. I am taking an arbit-
rary amount for the sake of argument, and
£4 an ounce is about the price: it is
worth that as a standard value in West-
ern Australia and in London. It is
produced at so much cost, and is
worth so much an ounce. On the other
hand are the whole of the people.
There is a eapitalist, 2 mine owner, and
all the profit he gets goes into his pocket
in dividends in London. It goes away
from Western Australia, and we hear
no more about it. Tt may come back
in future investments or it may not.
Kalgoorhe turns out yearly hundreds of
thousands of poundsin dividends. What
is the position of the mine owner? On
the one hand, £4 an ounce is paid for
the gold, and he says it is costing him £3

[30 May, 1900.]

Second reuding. 199

Australia, and therefore he only gets
10s. profit. The profit is really bigper
than that, but I take this sum for the
sake of argument. Every political move,
every movement in Western Australia,
every operation in the government of this
colony which forces down the cost of
getting that-gold Ly any means whatever,
benefits not Western Australia but the
mine owners, Every sixpence the mine
owner gets by forcing down the price of
labour products on the one hand and the
eost of labour on the other, goes to London.
I say to the miners in the drives and levels
of the Great Boulder and every other
mine in Western Australia, that every
threepenny-bit saved by federation in the
production of gold in Western Australia
goes not into their pocket, but into the
pockets of the bLig mine owners who live
elsewhere.

Mge. IntinaworTE: That will be the
effect of the great water scheme.

Me. MORAN : I want the leader of the
Opposition to followne in these assertions,
because they are grave questions. Here
we have a clean problem to work out,
and there are no ramifications. Under
federation the mine owner hopes to
reduce the cost of the working man’s
food—by how much ¥ By the paltry foed
duties that hold in Western Australia.
What are they? Are they one shilling
a week to the working miner, or are
they two shillings? If they are two
shillings, what will the mine owner
do when he can see his way clear
to manage it? He will reduce wages.
Wages will come down, not one shilling
or two shillings, but ten shillings, and
that will be made possible by the very
men who howl for keeping up the standard
of wages in Western Australia. I repeat
that the working man will lose ten shil-
lings, becanse, when they start, the mine
owners will not reduce by odd shillings.
The miner will lose ten shillings, and
gain two shillings in regard to the cost of
food, whilst labour will be taken from
farming at Beverley, because the farmer
will not be able to compete against the
other colonies ; labour will also be taken
from the factory in Perth, becaunse boots
will be made cheaper in the Bastern
colonies ; also from the timber industry,
and the agricultural induastry. The boot-
maker or the carpenter will be no longer

10s. to got that ounce of gold in Western | required. Men will not be required to
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build factories: these people will go to the ' are gathered together in large numbers

goldfields at Kalgoorlie. So not onmly
will the miner lose a portion of his
wages, but he will find all around him
a hungry army, turned loose by the
patriotism of those who are afraid to stand
out of federation till the West Australian
industries are fixed upon a good basis.
He will have that to compete with as
well. That is the position of the gold-
miner, who is doing well at the present
time. He is in a countty where wages
are high, and where food is, perhaps, a
little bit high in price, butit is nothing to
be compared with what the position will
be if we have federation. The English
capitalist is the man who is watching
federation, and he wishes to bring the
wages down to the level of the wages in
the Eastern colonies, because it will mean
58. or 108, more profit to him in London.
That is what federation must do and will
do. Why? It resolves itself into one
question. In a young colony like this,
with such a large area in its raw state,
there are heavy burdens to bear, and we
must adopt, Im my opinicn, as it has
always been adopted all the world over, a
wise and judicious form of holding our
revenue as a balance against the flood of
outside and older countries, and the new
industries inside. T do not believe in
running protection-mad, like Vietoria did,
nor do I hold allegiance to the school of
politicians who say that Victoria suffered
altogether through protection. I say that
to-day, under protection, Victoria has a
large and well trained army of artificers
and mechanics, and that colony is going
to run riot over the whole of Australia,
because protection has given her factories,
although they are a bit idle at present,
yet in Victoria there are traimed arti-
ficers and workmen ready and waiting
to pour their goods all over Aus-
tralia. What has Victoria to thank
for that? Its wise protective policy in
its young days, when that colony taught
the young people to learn trades. In
Western Australia we shall not be allowed
to do that under federation. We are
asked, after nine years of responsible
government, to place ourselves in an
inevitable position, so that we canmot
give a single bit of help to the agricul-
tural industry, or any other industry in
this country. TLet me speak to the
people of Perth, where the inhabitants

!

! What are they doing?

and are earning their bread by workin
in small factories,. What is Perth living
on? What is the capital eity going to liv
on? What are our sous and daughter
going to get? What are they doing
now ? Taling in one another's washing
They are enjoy
ing a little of the prosperity of Western
Australia; they are enjoying a little tha
ig cut off the capitalist’s dividend. The;
are making boots, I hope, for the miner
the clothes, I hope, for the miner, anc
sundry other little things in the factories
and doing other works which I hope t
see, under wise protection for a few years
grow into large industries. I wan
Vietoria to give to Western Australis
the same chance that it had. I wan
Victoria to know that it bas grown ink
full age, and has trained its sons anc
daughters in the methods of carrying or
factories. Victoria is fully grown now
and Western Australia after all is but
babe. Let the people of the goldfield,
ask themselves what will be the value o
federation if wages go down, what will bx
the value of federation to Perth if it shut:
up her factories? Some people are alway:
“running with the hare and hunting witl
the hounds.,” They are always willing t«
knock at the door of the Government, t«
go with deputations asking aid for som
smgll industry, and with the same mouth
the day after we find them on federa
platforms asking for the power to com:

. and prevent the Government fron

doing what they asked only the da)
before. Do these men think they cac
fool themselves? Can they fool thed
own workmen ? Is the workmman to b
fooled in this way? Is he going t
quarrel with his own bread-and-butte
for the shadow of something whicl
means neo federation for Western Aus
tralia at the present time, Dbecause ther
can be no federation unless we are boun
together by railway communication. I
we wait for a few years we may be in :
position to say that we have a farming
popuiation in Western Australia produc
ing a little more than we can use, tha
we have factories in Perth which car
compete with Victoria, New South Wales
and Queensland., Why? Because the fooc
which the people require will be growr
right here, and we are not dependent o
the Eastern colonies. That is the positiot
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I want the colony to be in before we
federate; and when anyone tells me I am
behind the times, that I am wnworthy to
be an Australian, I tell him that he does
not know what he is talking about. I
am after all w Britisher ; ufter all X belong
to the greatest federation, with the
union-jack floating over us always. We
are surrounded by an invineible British
navy, which the world cannot break up
at the present time; but we can get no
help from our weaker sisters yet. What
cau happen to us? We may be put
into the ring with a terrier, and we
may be the kitten, and I can assure you
the kitten will get the worst of it. In
conclusion, let the people of Western
Australia be not carried away by any
ill-feelings : let them be able to forget
that there is a Forrest or an Illingworth
in the colony. We can do without either
of them ; we can find men to replace either
of them, but we can never find anything
to replace our sweet independence and
liberty. If we struggle on a few years
longer s0 as to build up the industries in
Western Australia, we shall be able to
hold out the hand of brotherhood to the
rest of Australia, and say we are Awus-
tralians. Remember that federation is
not a day old. Tt started 20 years ago,
and it has taken those 20 years to get
five colonies to come in: cannot we wait
a little longer for the sixth? What is
another ten years in the life of this great
coutinent ? It is a great deal to this
young and prosperous colony, which has
everything that nature can give it to
make it great. The colony only wants
independence for a little while; 1t wants
wige government, and a little assistance
to encourage our industries so as to make
us fit, willing, and ready to stand side by
side with the sister colonies. (General
applause.

Mz. HOLMES (East Fremantle): I
have oo desire to prolong the debate on
this subject, but I should like to express
my opinions on federation, and also on
the way in which the question has been
handled by, shall 1 say, my delegate, the

. Premier. Since I came inte Parliament
the Premier has had the matter of federa-
tion in hand, and has been acting on
behaif of the people of thie colony, and,
in my opinion, he has handled the gues-
tion very badly. I can say we are all of
us federalists, not at any price, but on

(30 Mav, 1900.]

Second reading. 201

fair terms and conditions. I consider
that it was the duty of our delegates
to obtain those terms and conditions.
I have no hesitation in saying that
| federation under the proposed Common-
wenlth Bill does not sufficiently protect
the interests of Western Australin. I
am not veieing opinions of my own,
but they are the opinions of the leading
statesmen and statists in Australia, and [
am backed up by the Secretary of State for
the Colonies. Therefore if I err in my
statements T err in very good company.
When I come to consider what might
have becn done for Western Australia,
and what has been done, I must either
blame or pity those who have been acting
for Western Australia for the hopeless
mess they have dvagged us into. I blame
the delegates, and I say the delegate
whom all of ue locked to for everything
in this matter was the Premier himself.
L blame him for having undertaken to
protect the interests of Western Australia.
Of course it may be argued he was not
asked or instructed to nct on our behalf;
but that makes the position all the worse.
He ussumed to act for us in this all-
important matter. I pity the colony
also for being compelled to federate under
the proposed Commonwealth Bill, which,
itis admitted by the leading staiesmen of
Australia and the Secretary of State for
the colonies, does not protect the interests
of this colony as it should do. The
conference of Premiers was the place
where the Bill was finally decided, and
we find the Premier there agreeing to a
measure that was, in his opinion, an ideal
Bill, which safeguarded the interests of
this colony. We find him agreeing to
submit the Bill to the peoﬁe of this
colony for their ratification; but, at a
later stage, we find him making a speech
in 8t. George's Hall, Perth, and, stall of
the same opinjon, recommending the Bill
to the people amd revelling in the
honour and glory that would attend its
accomplishment. At a later stage stil,
we find the Premier making all manner
of erratic statements to the effect that
the Bill did not sufficiently protect the
interests of the colony; and these state-
ments were made without any apparent
explanation as to why he had agreed to
the Bill in the past, and had now decided
to alter his opinion. When he was intro-
ducing the Enabling Bill o few evenings
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ago, he made a statement to the effect
that we would be able to live under
federation, and probably would flourish,
but during the first few years there would
be a great many disappointments.
Premier bad no hesitation in saying thak
we ought to have had better terms; and
that is an admission by the man who was
acting on our behalf. I do not know if
the people of the colony will be satisfied
with the action of their delegates who
attended the Convention, eonsidering the
latter might have obtained any reason-
able conditions. At the Convention the
suggestion was made, I believe, to treat
this colony liberally; but then the
Premier, as our representative, said we
were not paupers, and were prepared to
stand side by side with the other
colonies under the Bill that was proposed.
Continuing on the Enabling Bill, the
other evening the Premier expressed the
opinion that federation would make no
marked difference in Western Australia,
and that we would be able to work out
our destiny as heretofore. If that be the
case, where was the necessity of demand.
ing the amendments we have heard so
much about? Where was the necessity
of the appeal to the Secretary of State
to recommend these amendments ?  Why
send Mr. Parker to London to obtain
amendments in a Bill which would make
no marked difference to the prosperity of
Weatern Australia ? On these points, I
contend some explanation is necessary.
Owing to the wmanner in which ths
important subject has been treated, and
dragged from pillar to post, the people of
this colony have become the laughing-
stoek of the Bustern colonies, and of the
civilised world. The Premier, speaking
the other night, went on to say, at the
eleventh hour, that it was & pity the
federal delegates did not know as much
at the Convention as they did now, and
that, had they known, there was not the
slightest doubt they could have got every-
thing they asked for. I contend that it
was the duty of the delegates at the
Convention, when entering into a contract
and a deed of partnership for the pevple
of Australia, and when they were draffing
u Bill that wasg to he submitted to these
people, to have known what to ask for,
and they should have insisted upon having

The
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what they considered ‘Western Australia
was entitled to, they should never have
comupitted this colony to federation on
any other conditions. The Premier
further snid that we had nearly succeeded
at the last moment; that it was found
the right hon. the Secretary of State
*“was on our side and regarded ourrequests
as rezsonable.”  Of course, our requests
are reasonable. We all admit that the
transcontinental railway and fiscal free.
dom for five years were very reasonable
requests. But the requests were nof
made at the right time. The time f«
malke such requests was at the Conference
of Premiers, before 95 per cent. of the
people of Australia had committed thsm.
selves to the Bill to which the Premie
has agreed. I repeat that that was
the time the concessions ought to have
been asked for, and the time when
the concessions would have been granted
Further, the Premier stated that we
should have had ten-vears fiscal freedon
and the transcontinental railway as well
Of course we should, and my cotplaint
is we did not get these tevms ag one of
the conditions of the Commonwealth Bill
because they could have been obtained af
the right time and at the right place, ant
it is absurd to come here and apologis
for what was not gol at the Conference
I think it is admitted that when thi
sliding scale was granted, it was expecte
to act as a magic wand; and having ob
tained that sliding seale, it was considerac
we wanted nothing else. But, if T an
allowed to express an opinion, 1 wouls
say the sliding scale when applied t
Western Australia, or indeed any par
of the continent, would be found to be
entirely unworkable. The member fo
BEasgt Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) has dwel
somewhat on these points, and therefor
there is no necessity for me to labour this
part of the question. Further, in intro
ducing the Enabling Bill, the Premie
said that if we took a vote on the presen
electoral rolls, it would be a good sounc

+ expression of public opinion; but, imme

what they considered Western Australia -

was entitled to.

Ouce having asked for -

diately afterwards, we find the Premie
sliding—I do not kmow whether he
brought the *“ shdinyg scale into requisi
tion or not, but he did slide round an
express the opinion that every adult mal
aud female in the eolony who had Dbee
resident here twelve mnonths should
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entitled to a vote on the federation ques-
tion. In that I agree with him.

Tue CoMmisstoNEr oF Rarmwaxs: Tdo
not think the Premier has ever said any-
thing to the condrary.

Mer. HOLMES: The Premier expressed
the opinion, when introduciog the Enabl-
ing Bill, that if we took a referendum
on the present electoral rolls it would be
a good sound expression of public opinion,
and I bave no hesitation in saying it was
the intention of the Government to take
a referendum on the present rolls. But,
when the Government found thatmembers
on this side of the House and the people
of the country would not stand that pro-
posal, the Government * climbed down,”
as they usually do.

Me, Davip Forresr: That is your
opinion.

Me. HOLMES: T express my opinion,
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and hope the hon. member will also -

express his opinion, because he has not
done so up to the present.

Mz. Davio Forrest: He will do so
later.

Mre. HOLMES: The Premier con-
cluded by saying that he would not
describe the Bill as a bad Bill, or say the
electors were not competent to deal with
it, because he believed that in the mass of
the people there was wisdom. That is
what hon. members on the Opposition
side of the House have been saying all
along. As an anti-federalist, I have
always been opposed to the Common-
wealth Bill, and I believe that had the
people had an opportunity of voling on it
at the right time, when it was a question
of federation and unot a question of the
downfall of the Forrest Administration,
us it i8 to-day—if the people had had an
opportunity of voting at that time, they
would have rojected the measure, and the
anti-federal object would have Deen
gained. I will tell the House why that
1z my opinion. If the Bill had been
referred to the people when the Premier
perforined his first somersault and dis-
covered the measure did not sufficiently
protect the interests of Wesiern Aus-
tralin—if the vote bad been taken when
the Premier was a power in the land,
which he is not to-day-—and if then he
hud expressed his opinion that he had
been outflanked at the Federal Convention,
and that the delegates had got the best of
hiw, and that he had not discovered the
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fact until he returned home and was told
by the editor of the West Australian--if
the Premier had made a statement to that
effect, I honestly believe the people of
Western Australia would have rejected
the Bill, and the representatives of this
colony would have been able to negotiate
terms on a proper basis. It is the duty
of the ‘Premier, who has this matter in
hand, to explain to an anxious public,
who wish fo be enlightened, wiy he
has altered and tacked about in this
manner, and exactly where he is to-day.
The people do net understand his position
or their own, and the least we wmight
expect of him is that he should explain
his explanation, We have had from the
Premier himself that at the Premiers’
Conference, Mr. Reid said, in effect:

Gentlemen, I am instructed to federate on
the following terms and conditions. TUnless
these concessions are granted to New South
Wales, then I have no time to spend here, and
cannot negotiate further.

Needless to say, South Australia and
Victoria, anxious to federate at any price,
agreed to those terms and conditions, and
Mr. Reid, having got all he wanted,
agreed to federate. 1f our delegate had
followed Mr. Reid’s example, and said
he wanted the transcontinental railway,
and that five-years fiscal freedom was
necessary for protecting the interests of
Western Awustralia, there is not the
slightest doubt Victoria and New South
Wales would have consented. There is
no doubt that was the right time to
make the bargain, and the later attempts
to amend the Bill, after 95 per cent. of
the people of Australia had agreed to it,
have pgoved fruitless, as we always
believed they would. As I said, when
we contemplate what conld have been
done and what has been done, some of us
might well say, « Save Western Australia
from some of her political friends.” We
have from the Premier an admission
that he was pushed one way by the

Premier of New South Wales, and we

know lhe has been pushed onother way
by the editor of the West Awustralion.
We have him riding on the box-seat,
with his amendments nearly achieved.
He has led the people to believe he had
a trump card in his right hand; and
suddenly we find him toppled over in one
blow, and that blow struck by no less an
authority than the Secretary of State for
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the Colonies. I say the opportunity was
offered at the Premiers’ Conference to
make those amendments. The oppor-
tunity was offered, but the man was
wanting. The Premier has often said:
“If you want a monument of the present
administration, look around you.” In
the course of a few years the possibilities
are that the Premier will have an’ oppor-
tunity of saying: *“If you want a
monument of what I did at the Federal
Conventions, look around you”; and I
hope he will be pleased with the result,
and that the people of Western Australia
will also be pleased with what has bLeen
accomplished. For my own part, I
express the opinion that the result will
neither be satisfactory to the Premier nor
to the people of this colony. There is no
reason whatever why we should not have
got everything reasonable and everything
that was asked for. Our delegate wus
backed up by the people of the country ;
he had in Western Australia an asset
equal to any of the Australian colonies
—rich in 1ts agriculture, rich in its
pasture, rich in its mineral wealth, rich
in everything except, perhaps, in its
political pgenius. We gol pracfically
nothing. We got what was offered to
us, and no demand was made, or it the
demand was made, no determination was
gshown to insist on our demand being
complied with; consequently we got a
Bill that is entirely nnsuitable to Western
Australia. If, when the Premier per-
formed his first somersault, he had taken
the people of this colony into his condi-
dence, if he bad relied upon them then
a8 he seems to rely upon them to-day,
there is not the slightest doubt the good
sense of the people would have prevailed,
and we should have then been able to
a.pYroach the Secretary of State for the
Colonies with a mandate from the people.
The Secretary of State has admitted that
we were entitled to special terms and
special conditions.

Tue Premter: Well, your leader would
not assist us in getting them.

Mg. HOLMES: I always understood
federation was not a party question.

Tue Premier: Itis not easy to dis-
tinguish a man from his followers.

Mi. HOLMES : I am making an anti-
federal speech, and wmy leader is a
federulist.
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Tae Premier : Then pitch into him
little bit for his actions.

Mg. HOLMES: The Secretary o
State for the Colonies has admitted tha
Western Aunstralia was entitled to certail
concessions, which she could have obtaine
at the right time and place.

Tag PreEmier : We ought to have ha
them.

Me, HOLMES: And you should bav
obtained them at the Premiers' Confer
ence and the other conferences, when th
opportunity offered.

TrE PrEmier: Pitchinto your leader
he did nothing.

Mgr. MiTCHELL :
have no leader now.

Mr. HOLMES: 1t was pointed ou
from this side of the House by the federa
leaders-——

THE PrEMIER: Who are they ?

Mg. HOLMES: The right hon. gentle
man knows them as well as I do. Lt wa
pointed out by the federal leaders—and
they have been right for once, I think, a
the Premier will admit—that it would b
impossible to amend that Bill after it ha
once been submitted to the people of th
Eastern colonies, without further refer
enda being taken in the Bastern colonies

Tae PrEmier: But it is being amen
ded now, for all that, in the old country

Mr. HOLMES: I amn not going to b
led off the track.

Tee PrEMIEr: But you know tha
fact.

Mzr. HOLMES: 1t is being amended
and there is not the slightest doubt i
would have been amended to suit West
ern Australa.

Tug PreMiEr: Yes; if we all ha
joined together, we could bave had |
amended.

Mz. HOLMES: Iam with the Premie
there. If we had all joined together w
might have done it; but the whole of th
people in Western Australia were con
cerned in this, and the whole of ou
people should have joined together an
made that dewand. As it is, there ha
been too much Premier and not encuy)
people.

Tre PrEMier: What about your ow:
leader ?

Mer. HOLMES: The Secretary «
State for the Celonies has suid we wer
entitled to certain concessions; but hi
position was that we had our Premie

They (Opposition
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seeking to amend 2 Bill to which the same
Premier had originally agreed; and the
Secretary of State had also the people of
Western Australia, or a large proportion
of them, erying out, not for federation,
but for the same right that their friends
in the FEast had had, to say “yes™ or
“n0’ to the Bill. That was the posi-
tion of the Secratary of State. He had
the people of Western Australia over-
ridden, and the Premier on the box-seat.
The Premier had no mandate from the
people. If our people had refused to
federate, as they would have refused at
the right time and place, if the Premier
had taien them into his confidence and
described the faults m the Bill, then the
Secretary of State would have been able
to say to the delegates from the Eastern
colonies: * I am anxions that Australia
should federate as a whole.” The Pre-
miers themselves admitted that we were
entitled to special concessions; and the
Bill could have been amended in the
interests of the people of Western Aus-
tralia.

TrePreMIER : Well, blame the Federal
League.

Me. HOLMES : The Secretary of State
could have amended the Bill; and T feel
confident, if he bad done so, the people of
the Eastern colonies would have agreed
to Western Australia’s coming in on those
terms and conditions. And it is owing to
our Premier's action that there has heen
friction throughout the colony. The
people have been crying out for the same
right as their friends in the Hastern
colonies have had, and the Premier has
been denying their right.

Tee PrEmier : When did I deny it ?

Me. HOLMES : You refused indirectly
to send the Bill to the people.

Tee Premrer: I do not like to call
anyone to order, but when the hon.
member makes such a misstatement, I
really must protest. Did I refuse to send
the Bill to the people when we passed it
in this place ?

Mr. HOLMES : It wag thrown out in
the other Chamber.

Tae PrEmier : Well, do not blame me
for that.

Mzr. HOLMES: What has been the
result ? Members in the other House
voted to please the right hon. gentleman,
and some of their constituents have deait
with them in the right way since.
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Tae Premizr : That is not fair.

Mer. HOLMES : Tt is true.

Tae MiN1eTER oF MIngs : It is wrong.

Mr. HOLMES: We have had the
Premier demanding that the Bill as
originally agreed to be amended, the
people of Western Australia erying out
for the right to say whether they would
adopt or reject the Bill; and, with all
these facts before him, the Secretary of
State for the Colonies says in his cable of
the 27th April: “ Under these circum-
stances, I cannot press the matter further;
and I would urge upon your responsible
advisers to consider earnestly whether, in
the best interests of the colony, as well as
of Australia, they should not make a
resolute effort to bring the colony into
federation at once.”” That was the in-
struction from the Secretary of State for
the Colonies to the Premier, that the
best thing to be done was to give the
people of Western Australia the right
they were entitled to of saying ** yes” or
“no” to the Bill. Had it not been for
that circumstance, I have no doubt the
people of the colony would have been
refused what we always contended they
wera entitled to. The Secretary of State
went on further to say, “ It appears to me,
under the circumstances, of the utmost
importance to the future of Western
Australia to join at once.” The member
for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran), who
is more intimately acquainted with the
Secretary of State than I am, or rather I
should imagine he was from the manner
in which he referred to him in moving
the Address-in-reply, when I think he
referred to the right hon. gentleman asg
* Joe Chamberlain,” or “ my pal Joe,” or
something to the same effect——

Mr. Mograw: Where did you see that ?

Mz. HOLMES: The hon. member said
the Secretary of State says that federation
for Western Australia means ruination.

M=. Moran: “ Worstoration.”

Mz. HOLMES: No; I think these are
your words : “ The Secretary of State for
the Colonies had said federation meant
ruination.”

Mr. Moran: What hag all that to do
with the present position ?

M=z. HOLMES: And yet the Secretary
of State says it appears to him of the
utmost importance to the future of
Western Australia that she should join
at once. The only inference I can draw
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is that the Secretary of State has come
to the conclusion that the affairs of
Western Australin have been so badly
managed in the past, and the federal
question handled so badly, that the best
thing those heads of the Government who
have had the matter in hand can do is to
join the federal movement at once.

MEr. Moran: How will that meet the
difficulty ?

Mr. HOLMES: There, at all events,
these political leaders will be taken care
of, as they do not seem to be able to take
care of themselves to-day.

Mz. Moraw: That is o very keen,

argument—as clear as mud.

Ms. HOLMES: There are great num-
bers of people in the colony who are
anti-federalists, and who would have voted
against the Bill at the right time and
place.

Mr. Morax: Why not now ?

Me. HOLMES: But the mover of the
Address-in-reply—he and I are of the
same opinlon on some questions at all
events—says it will not be a question of
federation or no federation, but a question
of federation or the Forrest Government.

Mr. Mogavw: It loocks like it, in many
places.

M. HOLMES: I agree with the hon,
member in that.  And why is this so?
Because the leader of the Government
has been endeavouring to prevent the
people from having the same say on this
important subject as the people in the
Eastern colonies have had.

Mg. Moran: But he is the introducer
of this Bill.

Mr. HOLMES: At the point of the
bayonet he introduced the Bill, when the
Secretary of State told him he had belter
do so.

Mr. MoranN: Where is the bayonet ?

Mg. HOLMES: I suppose the Secretary
of State had all the bayonets in use in
Africa, otherwise he might have sent some
out here. But the Emabling Bill was
introduced here when the Secretary of
State lold our responsible Ministers the
best thing they could do was to join the
federal union at nnce.

Mge. Moran: The best thing and the
worst thing.

Mz. HupsLE: The Bill was introduced
last session, and passed.

Mr. HOLMES: The Premier has not
only alienated the sympathy of the people
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on the goldfields by his past action, but
the sympathy of the people of the coast
and agricultural districts, by his present
action. He has alienated the sympathy
of his supporters in this House, and we
have had an exhibition of that to-day,
when the member for Fremantle (Mr.
Higham), one of his most consistent and
persistent supporters, was found moving
a vote of no confidence in the Govern.
ment.

Me. Moean: Over federation ?

Mr. HOLMES: Not over federation,
but, like others, because he is so disgusted
with the action of the Government in
power.

Mr. Woop: BSo disgusted, that he
withdrew his motion.

Mr. HOLMES: That was owing to
pressure. He showed his independence
by moving his motion ; but pressure was
brought to bear on him, as it is brought
to Dbear in respect of all important sub-
jects in this House; and he was squeezed
out, ju the same wanner as some of the
gentlemen on this (Opposition) side, who
would have acted on the present select
comunittee, were squeezed out at the last
moment.

Mr. Mora¥: There will be a lot of
them squeezed out of public life, directly.

Mr. HOLMES: You give him credit
for the Enabling Bill, and I give him
credit for wanting the decision to be on
the present rolls. .

Me, Moran: Is there any credit for
that ?

Mr, HOLMES: I am giving him
tlaredit: you can take it in any way you
ike.

Mzr. Moran: You are giving him
debit.

Mr. HOLMES: You can call it debit.
Pressure is brought to bear, and he is
surrounded by so many difficulties that
he is prepared to de¢ anything that will
get him out of them. Probably the
sliding scale, which has been of so much
use in the past, will be of much use in
the future. As I said at the begiuning,
it will be useful to the Premier, but of no
use to the country. My opinion is that
every adult who has been resident in the
colony for a period of twelve months
should not only be entitled to vote on
federation, but should also be entitled to
vote at the uext general election. It
seems to be suggested that the adult
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population of Western Australia will be
allowed to vote on the all-important
question of federation, and be denied a
vote at the next general election, becanse
the Premier said that, if the roll was
framed to allow everyone who had been
resident for twelve months in the colony
a right to vote, that roll would be of no
further use after the referendum was
taken, and would have to be consigned to
the waste-paper basket.

Mgr. Moran: How can it be of any
use P

Mr. BOLMES : The people are to be
given the right to vote on the question of
federation, which is the most important
question which has ever come before the
electors of this or any of the other
colonies; nud that right having once been
granted them, there should be no further
question as to their having a right to
vote at the next election,

Mz, Moraxn: Weare all wiiling, but
how can we do it?

Mr. HOLMES: You can transfer the
names.

Mz. Moran: Oh, can yofi ? We have
a Constitution Act.

Me. HOLMES: I happen to know
there is a Constitution Act, and perhaps
2 Constitution Act can be so worked as
to balk in & way not expected. I repeat
that, if the adult population resident in
the colony for twelve months are to be
allowed to vote on the question of federa-
tion, that fact ought to be suflicient for
them to be put on the roll.

TaE ATroRNEY GGENERAL: The mea-
sure would have to be sent home for the
royal assent.

Mzr. HOLMES: T am expressing my
opinion.

Me. Moran:
you suggest ?

Mr. HOLMES: Whether those who
are allowed to vote on the question of
federation have the right to vote at the
next general election or not, 1 hope that
those who have the right to vote at the
general election will vote wisely and well.

Mgr. Moraw : Poll early and poll often.

Mr. HOLMES: No; not poll early
and poll often. I do not think it is wise
for anvone in the House to advocate any
such thing.

Me. Morax : T mean carly in life.

Mr. HOLMES: I regret to hear the
member for Bast Coolgardie say “ early

How can we do what
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and often.” T hope the colony will be
able to get over the errors and omissions
which have been committed by some of
the leading public men on the question of
federation. No doubt there have been
errors, and I hope the people of the
colony will remember the actions of those
who committed them, and pay out those
men accordingly. We will be bound to
federate under present conditions.

Mr. Moran: I hope not. Why so ¥

Me. HOLMES: It seems to me that
there is no help for if.

Mr. Moran: Why?

Mr. HOLMES : The member for East
Coolgardie himself admitted, when moving
the Address-in-reply, that the referendum
would be as to whether there should be
federation or no federation.

Mr. Moran: T hope it will not be
federation.

Mz. HOLMES: It will be federation
under the Forrest Glovernment.

Me, Moean: We might not join
federation yet. _

Mz. HOLMES: To my mind, there is
no doubt we have been ordered by the
Secretary of State for the Colonies, we .
have been instructed to join at once in
the interests of Western Australia; and
the people are so annoyed at the treatment
meted out to thewn in the past that they
will not consider the question of federa-
tion at all, but will think of the position
they have been placed in, and the wanner
in which they have been treated by those
who have the matter in hand. T hope
that if we are forced into federation, as
we shall be, we shall have a soul to call
our own, and that on the terms dictated
to us instead of the terms that we our.
selves should have dictated, ouwr Bastern
friends will treat us fairly and liberally.

Mr. Moraw: So they will under the
Constitution.

Mg. HOLMES : I hope that, notwith-
standing the errors and omissions of the
past, the proposed Commonwealth Bill
will be for the good of the country.

Mz, WILSON (Canning): [ do not
intend to take wup very many minutes
in discussing this question of federation,
which bas Leen so thoroughly threshed
out that very little is left to say on the
subject, After the very eloquent speech
by the member for Bast Coolgardie (M.
Moran), which I listened to with a
considerable amount of pleasure, I do
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not think we need thresh the question r Perth? And what about the Northert

out in all its phases. T would like to say |
that, although the eloquence of the hon.
member for Bast Cool
convinced him absolutely that federation
is bad for this country, it has still failed
to convince me, and I am ae ardent a
federalist as T ever was in the past. It
appeared to me during the hour [
listened to him with pleasure that the
two main arguments he adduced were
that federation would not be desirable
because the defence of Australia could
not be adequately carried out without a
transcontinental railway, and because the
fiscal policy of reducing the tariff was
calculated to cheapen the cost of living
in this country, and therefore to increase
the dividends which would go to London,
and that would be defrimental. I think
these were the two wmain points the
hon. member enforced in that long and
eloquent speech. In regard to defence,
I would not for one moment say that a
transcontinental railway is not necessary.
We have never for one moment contended
that it is not, but have always said that
the transcontinental ruilway was a work
which ought to have been stipulated for
by our delegates, and ought to have been
obtainable by Western Australia. We
have further argued that the railway
would be granted to us as soon as
federation was an accomplished fact. To
nty mind the delegates neglected their
duty in not stipulating for that railway;
vet I say that South Australia having
acquiesced as far as she is able to do at
this juncture, and the good feeling of the
other federating colonies having Dbeen
gained, there is little doubt that a federal
railway will be an accomplished fact very
shortly, because without it we cannot get
s proper defence, as the hon. member
for Bast Coolgardie has pointed out.
But, because we cannot get the same
defence without a transcontinental rail-
way as we can obtain with i, are
we going to allow that to he an
argument against entering foderation?
Shall we be any weaker in defence
if we federate, although we do mnot
get a transcontinental railway? If the
argument is toe hold, then what about
the Northern Territory, what about
the North-West part of this colony,
which are further from the seat of Gov.
ermment than the other colonies are from

die may have .

Territory of South Awustralia? If the

' argument were followed out to its logica

conclusion, those portions should be cw
off and should stand alone, because unde
federation they cannot have an adequate
defence without railway communication
My argument is that because at the pre.
sent time we are defenceless, according i«
the member for East Coolgardie——
Mze. Moran: No; I say we are fully
defended. ’
Mg. ILLINGWORTH :
under federation.

So we shall be

Mr. Moraw: I quite agree with
ou.
Me. WILSON: The member for East

Coolgardie, as I understood him, thinks
we could not get a proper defence with.
out a transcontinental railway, and thai
because that railway was not granted i«
‘Western Australia we should not entex
federation.

Me. Morayw: That is your argument,
not mine.

Mr. WILSON: I say that with the
transcontinefital railway we shall have a
much stronger defence than without it.

Mr. Morax : How?

Mr. WILSON: On the question of
fiscal policy, the hon. member for Easi
Coolgardie argued that keeping the cosi
of living up and wages high would be a
good thing, because less dividends would
be sent to London and elsewhere. 1

cannot follow him for one moment.

Surely it would appear to every reason-
able person that increased profits must
mean of necessity increased investments,
and, if you have a cheaper production,
it surely means that properties which
cannot be worked now, because the cost
would be too great, will then be able o
be worked, and that means that more
men will be employed, which means an
extended market for onr producers.

Mr. DorERTY: A reduction of wages
at once: now we have you.

Mg. WILSON: If reduced wages and
reduced cost of living are going to mean
inereased prosperity for this conntry, then
I have no hesitation in advocating such
reduction. If you follow to its logical
conclusion the argument which has been
used, then the higher the wages and the
higher the coat of living in Western Aus.
tralia, the better for the country. I say
that such an argument is a fallacy. The
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cheaper people can get their living, the
better for the country!

Me. Moran: India then must be a
grand country, for you can live on 1d. a

duy; and China must be a grand
zountry !
Mr. WILSON: I say that even

though such reduction means more divi.
dends going into the pockets of mine
owners in London, it will certainly have
an accrued benefit to this country in
investments and the working of mines.

Mr. Moran: More population I gave
you at starting.

Mz. WILSON: That is the position.
I do not think any one will misunder-
stand me, and I am not taking advantage
of this evening’s debate so as to put
forward any opinion which will bring me
a vote at the next general election.

Mr. Domsrry: You should not give
your case away 8o quickly.

Mer. WILSON: I do not intend to
try to convince my hon. friend, the mem-
ber for North Fremantle (Mr. Doherty).
It would be a hopeless task, of course.

Mr. DorerTY: You have to convince
the country.

Mz. WILSON: Exactly, and I expect
the country will convince the hon. mem-
ber. We may all conpratulate ourselves
on the very happy pusifion the great
federal question is in to-night. 1 do not

wish to cast any aspersions on anyone, |

but I say a different phase is put forward
and shown by the Premier and others of

his supporters, which to say the least of |

it is interesting, if not fo some extent
amusing. Every action the Federal

TLeague has taken has been perfectly °

justified by the position we have reached
to-night on this question. I take it thatthe
federalists in this House have felt the
sense of their responsibility equally with
those who are fighting against it. Ido not
want to take any objection to the action
of the member for BEast Coolgurdie (Mr.
Moran) : that hon. member has the right
to fight against federation fairly, as he
has been doing. We have felt the
responsibility equally, and we have come
to the conclusion that federation is good
for Western Australin. 'We have fought
for the right of the people, and to-night
we may congratulate ourselves on the
success we have attained. As to the
charge that has been made that we
would not asgsist in getting the five-years
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fincal freedom, which the Premier at last
applied for, that cannot be substantiated
for & moment. Did not the Federal
League send a wire to the Conference of
Premiers, saying that we would waive
that point. Have we not pointed out all
along in this great movement that the
Prewier was bound by the conditions of
the Premiers’ Conference last year. Five
out of the six colonies having federated
and having consummated federation, it is
impossible for Western Australia to hold
back and say that we must have fresh
alterations and arrangements. The mem-
ber for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran)
admits that his argoment means standing
out of federation and negotiating, perhaps
five or six years hence, to get better terms.
‘We prefer to join federation now. We
think there is a grand fnture before
» Western Australin; in fact, we are sure
of it. 'We believe that being united with
the Eastern colonies and entering into
the federal compact under the Bill which
has been accepted by the other colonies
will be the best thing for this country.
Me. ILLINGWORTH (Central Mur-
chison) : At the eurly stage of this
session I explained to the House that as
this session was called for the specific
purpose of considering the Commonwealth
Bill, and sending that Bill to the people
for consideration, it was my wish and the
wish of hon. members sitting on this
side of the House that the member for
Albany (Mr. Leake), who has been in
the forefront of the battle on this ques-
1 tion, should carry this matter through to
J a successful issue, and should have the
right to be considered the leader on this
. question. I did not speak on the ques-
. tion, nor do I wish at this stage to say
t much on it. 'We have listened to-night
to one of the most eloquent speeches that
| the hon. member for East Coolgardie
+ (Mr. Moran) has ever favoured the House
| with, and it seems to me that the
| hon. member has been studying a book
recently, which I judge he does not study
too often, called the Book of Lamenta-
tions, to which he has given a complete
study, and whick has brought out the
speech which hLe has given to us to-night,
It amounts to this, possibly. If I beliaved
one-half of the evils that are coming to
the colony by entering into federation,
which have been so well described by the
| member for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran},
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if I believed one of the principal things
that these evils will do, according to the
member for East Coolgardie, then 1 should
be bound to use every form the House
possesses, and every power [ possess, to
hinder the Bill going to the people, and
for this reason—

M=z, Moran: You would ?

Mgz, ILLINGWORTH : I would.

Mg, Moran: I am glad of that
admission.

M. ILLINGWORTH : If a member
of this House fairly believed that the
Commonwealth Bill is to preduce the
evil effects which the hon. member has
described in this House to-night, it would
be his bounden duty to his country, and
to the people, to hinder the progress of
the movement at the outset, and continue
it to the furthermost end.

Mr. Moraxn: Now, give us a few.

arguments.

Mr., ILLINGWORTH : As we have
bhad the hon. member's arguments, it is
not necessary to repeat them. We have
had an eloquent speech from the Boolk of
Lamentations, and I give the hon, member
credit for making one of the most eloquent
speeches I have ever listened to in this
House. I listemed with pleasure to it,
and in fact if I believed the arguments
I should oppose the passage of this Bill.
What is the position we occupy? We
have come to-night to a stage in the
history of the colomy in which we are
asked by the Government to give our
assent to a Bill to remit to the people of
this colony the question *“ yes " or “no "—
will they join with themrr brothers and
sisters in the other colonies in federating
under & Bill which has been accepted by
over three and a half millions of people,
or the representatives of three and a half
millions of people? We are asked to
federate under a Bill which has been
declared by one of the ablest statesmen
in the world to be one of the best drawn
and most comprehensive Bills that has
ever been placed before the British House
of Commons.

Mr. HARPER:
though.

Mz. Morax: That is the reason he has
amended it.

Mgz, ILLINGWORTH : The very first
time the Bill was placed on the table, I
ventured the statement that the British
House of Commons would never pass the

He has amended it,
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clause which took away the right ¢
appeal, and I am glad to see they hav
exercised their powers on that questior
I am glad to say we still hold that lin
with the old country, and I for one woul
be unwilling to see that link broken. 1
for no other purpose but that of assertin
their rights over the Bill submitted t
them, 1t waa the duty of the Britis
House of Commons to make some altera
tion. Just as we claim our rights whe
Parliament meets to pass a Bill, so th
House of Commons invariably makes a
alteration in a Bill of this character, t
maintain its rights. The right of
Britisher to go to the Privy Councilison
of those questions on which we expec
the British Government to give thei
opinion, and T suid that we in this colon
need not consider this question, becaus
it was certain the Imperial Parliamen
would watch over the nation in thi
respect.

M=r. Dorgrzy: Is that an argumen
for ua?

Me. ILLINGWORTH : Coming bac
to the point, the subject matter befor
the House is the discussion of the federa
question. This is not the time for mem
bers to be called on to give their reasons
and to ocoupy a large amount of time i
discussing the federal question.

Mg. Moraw: When will that tim
come ?

Mg. ILLINGWORTH : The time ha;
passed. Speeches have been delivered it
this House and elsewhere, and it is too lat:
for the hon. member to come to thi
House at this stage, when the Bill is i«
be submitted to the people for thei
ndeeptance or rejection, with his advice
now.

Me. Morax: I was speaking to the
people. _

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: The hon
member has spoken to the people. He
has told us that he preferred to speak &
the people from the floor of the House
because he could get a better hearing by
speaking on the floor of the House, and
the hon. member is perfectly justified in
go doing. And it is more instructive tc
the public generally for members tc
express their opinions in the House,
because they speak in the House under
greater advantages, and with greater care,
and with a clearer conception of their
responsibilities ; for hon. members have
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o meet with the necessary ecriticism,
vhere speeches are reported, than is usnal
vith speeches which are made.from public
latforms. When this Bill is submitted
o the people, everv hon. member no
loubt will, as far as opportunmities are
sranted to him, endeavour to put before
he people a clear conception of what is
n the Bill. T have been a federalist
rom the start. I announced in 1894,
vhen I was first elected to the House,
hat I was a federalist, and I have never
et said, nor do T now say, that in the
Jbatract it is desirable or useful, or for the
ighest good of the colony, to enter the
edevation. I said in the House, and on
he public platform, that as far as this
olony is concerned it would be to the
dvantage of the colony if federation
ould be put back for five years; but at
he same time I have said, and I say
gain now, that if federation is going to
ake place, which it is, it would be disad-
antageous to stand out.

Mz. Mogaw: Tell us some of the
isadvantages.

Mz. ILLINGWORTH : I say that is
ay opinion, and the hon. member has
xpressed his opinions from the Book
f Lamentations—I express mine from
nother book, which has more life in it,
nd more expectations.

Mz. Morax: Yours is from the Book
f Anmanias.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: The hon.
nember Js not acquainted with that
book,” because there 18 no book of
\nnaniag in it. There is a chapter about
innanias, which he might well study.
‘he result, however, was not satisfactory
o Annanias. I say that the consequences
f standing out of federation would be
teater than all the evils which could
ome to us by federating. I do not
hink the changes which will take place
nder federation will, for many years to
ome, be very remarkable, either for or
gainst. I do not believe that all the
vils which, it is said, will sink the colony
wo-hundred fathoms deep will come to
¢ Dby federation, thongh I have no
xpectation that we shall rush ahead by
reat bounds and enjoy great prosperity
n congequence of joining the Common-
realth.

ME. Hromam : There is not the slightest
hance of that,
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Me. ILLINGWORTH : There may be
something in that interjectiom, but the
hon. member (Mr. Higham), of course,
belongs to the *lamentation” crowd. I
neverexpected thiscolony would experience
any very great chaoges on joining
federation, but I believe, if we remain
out of federation, we shall realise some
very great disadvantages.

M=. Moran : Mention one.

Mg, Doarrry: Mention a disndvantage.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: I willi not
mention any disadvantage, because if the
imagination of hon. members is not
sufficient for the purpose, I am not going
to assist them. The rules of the House,
Mr. Speaker, seem to be only reserved for
the Ministerial side, because members of
the Opposition get no assistance from
members on the Govermmment benches.

Mr. DouErTy : Surely that is a re-
flection on the Chair.

Mz. ILLINGWORTH : No; it is not.
I should be sorry to reflect on the Chair;
but I have listened for an hour and a
quarter to the member for East Cool-
gardie (Mr. Moran), who has been
making reflections on the consequences
to this colony of federation, and in that
time I think I gave him very little inter-
ruption. .

Mx. MirceELL: The member for East
Coolgardie was saying something worth
hearing.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: That is a
reflection from a member on the Govern-
ment side of the House, that T am
saying something not worth hearing. I
for one shall be pleased to listen to the
member for the Murchison (Mr. Mitchell),
if he will give us something worth
listening to. He does not often enlighten
the House, and hon. members would be
pleased to hear his opinions on this great
question. What I was trying to say was
that we have before us to-nmight simply
the Enabling Bill, and this is not. the
time and place to discuss the question of
federation. At this stage the only course
open to hon. members is to go on the
public platform and assist the people
n coming to a right decision on the
question.

Mr. Moraw: This is the better place.

Me. ILLINGWORTH: There is, I
believe, good reason why the member for
East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) does not
take the course I have suggested, because
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he would have a considerable amount of
difficulty in obtaining as quiet a hearing
at Ealgoorlie as he has had on the floor
of the House to-night. But T can speak
on federation at Cue without any inter-
ference.

Mk, Dorerry: You did not do it.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: I did not
speak on the planetary system and a few
other subjects at Cue, but the audience
stood there for two hours listening to me,
and I did not think it wise to enter upon
another speech of three hours at the end
of that. What I am contending is that
at the present moment we have the Fed-
eration Enabling Bill before us. I am
entirely in harmony with the Bill, reading
it in econnection with the notice of motion
which the Premier has on the paper. The
sooner we can get the Bill into Committee
and those amendments inserted and sent
to the Legislative Council the better, so
that the people may have what they have
been looking for and crying out for so
long.

Mr. Moran: Good old ery! Keep it
up !
pMB.. ILLINGWORTH : Itis a good
old cry, and has been a most excellent
ery. Is it too much toask that the people
who have to live under federation, who
are entering into a contract which is to
last for all time, and which fixes the des-
tinies of themselves and their children—
is it too much to ask that these people
should be allowed to say '‘aye” or  nay 7

Mpn. Moran: Who says they should
not !

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: I say there
has been a distinct attempt for years to
prevent this question from being put to
the people. )

Mgr. Morax : Talk to the “ gallery ” ag
hard as you can.

Mz, ILLINGWORTH: There has
been an attempt for many years to keep
this question from the people.

Tar PrEMIER : Not for many years.

M. ILLINGWORTH : Itis desirable
that not too many members should talk
at once. I will say two years,

Tax PreEMIER: Say one year.

Mgz. ILLINGWORTH : The question
ought to have been put to the people two
years ago.

Tue PrEmIER: I think not.

Me, ILLINGWORTH : Then I will
gay three years, or four years, when the
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people ought to have had a voice on thi
question. Four years ago, when the
question was put in these colonies, the
people of Western Australia ought te
have been asked to elect delegates to the
Federal Convention.

M=. Moraw : You did not move in ths
matter.

Me. ILLINGWORTH:
opportunity.

Mr. Hicuam: You had the oppor
tunity, because you were in the House.

Me. ILLINGWORTH: The hon. mem-
ber does not know what he is talking
about.

Mg. Mograx: The member for Centra
Murchison (Mr. Illingworth) could have
introduced a Bill.

Mg ILLINGWORTH: Could he!
That suggestion shows the hon. membe:
{Mr. Moran}) does not know much about
Parliamentary practice. We ought tc
have had a Bill introduced enabling the
people to elect delegates to assist in the
framing of the Commonwealth Bill. That
however, was not done, and the Premie
bas admitted, practically I think, tha
there was no serious belief at the time
of the first Convention in Adelaide, thai
Western Australia intended to enter the
federation. But the Premier went to the
Convention. What was that Convention !
Was it a picnic to which hon. members
picked out from two Houses of Parlia
ment were to go at the public expense!
Were they sent to attend a Conventiox
when there was no serious intention oo
the part of this colony to enter federa.
tion ¢

Tre Premier: I did not say that was
my opinion, but the general mmpression
wasg there was no expectation this colony
would join federation.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : Had the people
elected the delegates, it would have been
known whether we were going in for
federation or.not. The delegates would
have known they were responsible to thei
constituents, und would have realised the
desirableness of making necessary con:
ditions. If the delegates had been elected
by the people, conditions even more favour.
able than those named by the Premier
would have been obtained in the Com-
monwealth Bill for the colony at the
proper time.

Mr. Hiemam: What colony elected
their own representatives four years ago?

I had nc
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Mr. ILLINGWORTH: When we
know that three and a half millicns of
people have already settled this question,
it would be painfully childish for ug fo
18k them to review the whole question in
the interests of 180,000 people. We had
a0 opportunity of discussing the sliding
scale, which I for one have from the first
Jescribed as truly fallacious and unwise.
[t was hopeless to attempt to get any
ilteration, and now we are pinned down
to take the Bill as it is, or stand out of
federation.

r%‘ma: PrEmier: Why did you not help
ue F

Me. ILLINGWORTH : We have given
avery assistance possible.

Tae PreEmier: Not the federal leader.

Mz. ILLINGWORTH: Yes; the fed-
sral leader also has given his best services
to the Government, masmuch as he has
iontended from the begioning to the
present day that the time has passed for
zetting alterations in the Bill, and that
the only course is to federate on the Bill
18 it is. There has never been any issue
before the House and the country except
this—the Bill, or no federation as an
ariginal State.

M=r. Moraw: Nonsense! Rot!

Mz. ILLINGWORTH: The hon.
nember says *“ nonsense,” and I suppose
that is the classical language of the
T'reasury benches, to which, bowever, we
are becoming somewhat used.

M=z. Mogan : Give as a bit of federa.t.ion,.

for goodness sake!

Mz ILLINGWORTH : I say we have
arrived at o stage in which this House
is practically united.

A MemBER: No, no.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : At any rate,
we are united on this side of the House,
We have a lot of members on the Oppo-
sition side who are opposed to federalion
ander this Bill, but we have always said
that the measure ought to be referred to
the people for decision. Members on the
Government side can account for them-
selves, seeing that they have their own
leader and their constituents. What I
sary is that at present we have before the
House 2 Bill on which, for all practieal
purposes, members are agreed. The
mentber for Bast Coolgardie (Mr, Moran)
believes this to be a bad Bill which, if
passed, will bring the country into ull
sorts of difficulties, reduce wages, and
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under which all we shall have to do will
be to endure. But strange to say the
hon. member holds that the Bill must go
to the people, and, from that, I suppose
be is going to vote for the motion.

M=r. Moran: I have regard to the
vights of the people, about which you are
always howling,

M. ILLINGWORTH : The rights of
the people ?

Mr. Mowran: Do you respect those
rights ?

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : I do respect
the rights of the people.

Me. Moran: Then do not blame me

‘for doing so.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: I must con-
gratulate the member for Bast Coolgardie
(Mr. Moran) on having done his best to
asgist hon. members in maintaining the
rights of the people. In that respect he
has on this question, as in others, always
held a consistent position ; and I congrat-
ulate him on that fact, and assumne that
he intends to maintain the rights of the
people to-night, and vote for the Bill.
That being the case, what is the use of
our occupying hours in discussing the
measure, and going over the speeches
which have been delivered two or three
times alrendy, on a watter in which we
are allagreed ?  Why not pass the second
reading of the Bill, make the necessary
alterations in Committee, and send the
measure to the Legislative Couneil, aud
thence to the people, when if hon. members
want to speak, they may speak for six
days a week if they like ?

Mz. Moraw : You speak on Sundays,
too.

Mer. ILLINGWORTH: The hon,
meinber, like other people who make these
wllusions, seems to imagine there is only
one Illingworth who preaches on Sunday,
and that I am that man. T may sayIdo
preach occasionally, and am not ashamed
of it. I wish I could preach more, and I
wigh I could preach better.

Mz. Donerry: There is an Illing-
worth who sells whisky at Bunbury.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: He is cer-
tainly not connected with me; but, ab
the same time, I hope he sells good
whisky.

Mg. Moraw: He does. He is a decent
fellow.

Me. ILLINGWORTH : I hope he is.
I hope he does not dishonour the name
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he Dbears. I have occupied more time
than I intended, because hon. members
have forced me to do so by interruptions ;
but I rose particularly to say that I think
we ought to pass this Bill into the Com.-
mittee stage, that we should vote on it
almost at once; and I shall be glad to
vote on it without speaking. I think we
should getinto Committee as soon as we
can, make these amendments, get it into
the Council, and get it to the people; and
then let hon. members nake as many
speeches ns they like in their own con-
stituencies.

Me. MITCHELL (Murchison) : I think
many hon. members have a ground for
complaint in reference to this session of
Parliament. We have been brought here
by false pretences. I was under the im-
pression we were brought here to discuss
whether or net to send the Bill to the
people, and not to discuss the merits or
demerits of the Bill. I wish to say I
have in no way changed my opinion as to
the merits of federation from the point
of view of Western Australia. I still
think that to federate would be the
greatest mistake that could possibly
be made; but at the same time, I have
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never been opposed to sending the Bill to
the people, though it is true I stood out
for a three-fifths majority; and I will !
stick out for that still, if anyone will
propose it when we go into Committee.

Mz. IvvizeworrH: A three-fifths
majority P

Mr. MITCHELL: Yes; I should like °
to have that. But it is.no use kicking !
againet the pricks; and I say, let us
finish this ‘debate, and send the Bill to
the people with the hope that they
will exercise their wisdom in voting

no” to what must be the ruination of
this colony; and that they will not only
vote “mno,” owing to that consideration,
but will vote “no” as a protest against
what has been said in some of the other
colonies What did Mr. Lyne say the
other day? He said: “I hbave no
vbjection to the alteration of the Bill as
regards the Privy Council, but I strongly
object to any alteration being made in the
Bill for the benefit of Western Australia.”
Iz that a federal sentiment? No, sir.
But that is what we shall find when once
we put our necks in the noose by joining
the federation. I do not want to prolong -
the agony. I hope hon. members will ,

South Perth Post Office.

bring this debate to an end, let tl
Bill get into Commitiee, and see wh
alterations we can make there.

On motion by Mr. Harrer, deba
adjourned till the next sitting.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 19 minut
past 10 o'clock until the next day.

Aegrslutibe Counerl,
Thureday, 31st May, 1900.

Pnper presantecl—Quest.wu Fost Office for Sow
Perth—Question : Public Works O#ficers, disrati
and dismissnl (alleged)—Adjournment.

Tue PRESIDENT took the Chair:
4730 o’clock, p.n.

PrAYERS.

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the CoronTaL SECRETARY : Regul:

‘tions (Railway Department) for cor

trolling traffic on bridges over the Swa
River at Fremantle.
Ordered to lie on the talle.

QUESTION — POST OFFICE FOR SOUT:
PERTH.

How. R. 8. HAYNES asked th
Colonial Secretary: 1, If itis the inter
tion of the Government to proceed wit
the erection of a post office at Sout
Perth. 2, If so, when. 3, If there is an
reason for the long delay that has take
place.

Tur COLONIAL SECRETARY i
plied :—I may premise my remarks b
stating that the question is out of th
hands of the Postal and Telegrap
Department and in those of the Publi
Works Department, and this is the repl
I have received. 1, Yes. 2, A large
building than the one originally propose
has been designed. The plans are no



