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CEMETERY CLOSURE BILL.

Read a third time and passed.

SUPPLEMENTARY WAN BILL.
Read a third time and passed.

The Rouse adjourned at hall-past four
o'clock, P.M.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL,

Friday, B01h November, 1888.

Midland Railwa. Reaption of work-Reniyd for
Gold dsoveiy i the Eastern Districts-Duties of

r. es Ster Asiat Clerk of the
CooncilAproprso tii. send reading-Law

of Distres A mednet IBMi n ommnittee-Sand
Drift Bil. sond reading-Newspaper Libel and
Reitrto Amendment Bill: second reading-
cesIasln Grant:z Gradual reduction of-AId-

journment.

Tnnm SPEAKER took the Chair at

seven o'clock, p.m.

PRAYXRS.

RESUMPTION OF WORK ON THE MID-
LAND RAILWAY.

MR. HARPER asked the Colonial
Secretary if the Government possessed any
information with regard to the resuimp-
tion of work on the Midland Railway,
and what steps they proposed to take
should the resumption of this work be
further delayed ?

Tnm COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir Mf. Fraser) replied: It would appear
from a telegram received yesterday from
the Crown Agents that the financial ar-
rangements in connection with the Mid-
land Railway axe not yet completed. It
does not rest with the Goverinment to
take any steps at present, as clause 12 of
the contract allows four years, expiring
on the 27th February, 1890, for the con-
struction of the first hundred miles of
the railway.

REWARD FOR GOLD DISCOVERY IN
THLE EASTERN DISTRICTS.

Mn. HARPER, in accordance with
notice, asked the Colonial Secretary
whether any steps had been taken towards
paying a. reward for the discovery of gold
mn the Eastern district, to the prospetors
Messrs. Colreavy and Huggins, and, when
would the Government-having proclaim-
ed the Yilgarn Goldifield-be in a position
to act in the matter.

Tnu COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir Mf. Fraaer) replied that the Govern.
ment did not consider that any claim for
a. reward for the discovery of gold in the
Eastern District could be entertained
until it had been conclusively proved
that the goldfleld was payable. As this
had not yet been shown, no steps had
been taken in the matter.

DUTIES OF Mn. C. LEE STEERS, AS
ASSISTANT CLERK.

Mna. HORGAN asked the Colonial
Secretary, whether Mr. Steere, a clerk in
the Colonial Secretary's Department, and
also a salaried Clerk of this Rouse, had
a substitute to do his work in the Colo-
nial Secretary's Department while he was
attending the day, sittings of this Rouse;
and if so, were both p aid?9

Sir Mf. Fraser) replied that Mr. Steers
had no substitute, but himself overtook,
after office hours, any work which might
have accumulated during his attendance
in the House.

Tnm CHLAIRMAN OF COM T-
TEES said he might be allowed to add
that taking one session with another, the
House seldom had more than one da-y-
sitting a week, and whenever there had
been any pressure of work in the Colonial
Secretary's Department, requiring Mr.
Steers's presence, there had been no diffi-
culty in dispensing with his services in
the House. Re thought the Rouse was
under an obligation to the Colonial Sec-
retary'Sa Office for giving it the services
of so willing and assiduous an officer a
the present Assistant Clerk.

APPROPRIATION BILL, 1889.
TE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.

Sir If. Fraser) moved the second reading
of this bill, without comment.

Motion agreed to.
Dill read a second time.
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LAW OF DISTRESS AMENDMENT BILL.
The House went into committee on this

bill.
Clause 1-Repealing portion of mI-

perial Act:
MR. PARKER said of course in pass-

ing a bill repealing an Imperial Act it
could only be meant that the Act was
repealed so far as it applied to this
colony; but as he understood the learn-
ed Attorney General desired them to say
so explicitly in the bill, he wished to in-
sert words to that effect.

Amendment agreed to, and clause put
and passed.

Clauses 2 and 3:
Agreed to.
Schedule (Fees payable): Part I-

"When the sum demanded and due shall
not exceed £20 for or in respect of such
rent:

Levying distress .. .. 3 0
,Man in possession, per day 6 0
All expenses of aodvertisement,

if anysuch ... ... 10 0
Catalogues, sale and commission

and delivery of goods, Is.
in the pound on the net
produce of the sale."

T-Hn ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton) thought 6s. a. day was too
much for a man mn possession. In Eng-
land the fee was 3a. 6d. a. day. It might
be that a working mank here could get
more wages than in England, but he
thought 6s. was a big jump from 3e. 6d.
If this colony was such a paradise for
wrorking men that you could not get an
honest man to put mn possession as a
bum-bailiff for less than 6a. a day, al he
could say was it was a good thing for the
working man. It must be remembered
after all that the circumstances of a man
who had the bailiff in his house for rent
must be very poor circumstances. He
moved that 5s. be inserted in lieu of 6s.

MR. PARKER doubted whether a
reliable and trustworthy man could be
had for less. The tenant was of course
entitled to sympathy, but the landlord
was entitled to his rent.

Mia. HORGAN said the remedies
afforded b y the law of distress were very
drastic, and involved very considerable
expense upon the poor tenant. He
should not be inclined to assist land-
lords in any way to oppress their tenants,

nor did he think that House ought to
assist them. It would be better to corn-
pel the landlord to sue his tenant in the
Local Court, in which case the tenant,
would have time to find the money, or
make some arrangement, to avoid the loss
and. exposure of having a man in pos-
session. He should be prepared to re-
duce the whole scale of fees.

Mn. SHOLL thought 5s. a day would
be enough, and that there woud be no
difficulty in finding men at that.

Mn. RAXDEIJI thought it would be
better in the interest of the tenant him-
self to have a decent, respectable, trust-

worh man in his house) and that they
could not get a good man under less
than Gs. a dlay.

The amendment to reduce the amount
was negatived.

Mu. MARMON noticed that there
-was a uniform charge of 10s. fixed for al
advertisements. It might be that an
advertisement did not come to as much
as l~s., and he thought it ought to be
"not exceeding 10a.," and moved an
amendment to that effect.

Agreed to.
M-a. MARMION thought the scale of

charges for levying under the second
schedule would operate unfairly. It was
three per cent. on any sum exceeding
£20 up to £50. Up to £20 there was a
uniform charge of 3s., but if the amount
happened to be £21 the sum payable
would be 12s. He thought this three
per cent, charge was too high.

Ma. PARKER moved to reduce it to
two per cent.

Agreed to.
Schedule, as amended, put and passed.
Bill reported.

SAND-DRIFT BILL.

Tan DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS (Hon. J. A. Wright), in moving
the second reading of this bill, said the
House was aware that a committee was
appointed a. short time ago, by His Ex-
cellency the Governor, at the request of
a deputation, to inquire into the origin
and causes of the sand-drift at Fre-
mantle, and to suggest the best remedy
for preventing the further encroachment
of this drift. The committee recom-
mended that the evil should be dealt
with by legislation, and the present bill
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was the outcome of the committee's sug-
gestions. These sand-drifts, both at
Fremnutle and at Geraldton, were very
serious evils, and particularly at Fre-
mantle, where nothing ha-d been done to
abate the evil, and it threatened to en-
gulf the -whole town in time, and to
cause most serious destruction of prop-
erty, unless some radical steps were
taken at once to stop it. The legislation
recommended was simply that the owners
of property within the area of the sand-
drift shiould pay a certain proportion of
the expenses to be incurred in abating
the evil, and that the municipality should
also pay a proportion, out of a special
rate wich the bill empowered it to levy
for that purpose. The bill also provided
against cattle trespass, or other trespass,
within the declared area. With these
few words he now moved the second
reading of the bill.

31a. SHJENTON thought the pro-
visions of the third clause of the bill
would require some consideration, in
committee. That clause proposed that"
this special rate was to be levied onal
rateable property within the mumci-
pality, although this sand-drift might
only affect a small portion of the town, on
the outskirts of the municipality. He
though a rate like this ought to be con-
fined to that portion of the municipality
threatened with this drift. Generally,
he approved of the principle of the bill,
but he certainly should oppose that part
of it, in committee.

Mm. MARMION did not think there
was anything very peculiar or very novel
about the provision referred to. It was
nothing new for the population of the
whole colony to be taxed to carry out a rail-
way or other works in one particular part
of the colony. He had never heard it
argued before in that House that if a jetty,
or a harbor, or a. bridge, or a telegraph line
was necessary in one particular district of
the colony, it should be paid for by those
who lived in that district, and niot out of
general revenue. Did the Albany people
have to find the money expended on the
sand patch in that town, or was it paid
for out of the general revenue received
fronm all parts of the colony ? Did not
the whole body of ratepayers in a mumi-
cipality contribute towards the upkeep
of streets in parts of the town where they
were of lile use except to those dwelling

in that part of the town. If we were

gon to legislate Cu the principle sug-
gestd by the hon. member for Toodyay,
we should find it rather awkward. Surely
the residents of every part of the town
would be interested in having the
encroachments of this sand-drift arrested.

Motion put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

NEWSPAPER LIBEL AND REGISTRA-
TION AMENDMENT BILL.

MR. SCOTT moved the second reading
of this bill He said that in doing so he
would cal the attention of the Rouse to
the report of the select committee, which,
although short, he trusted hon. members
had read through. The bill was thought
necessary owing to the peculiar circum-
stances of this colony in reference to new-
papers, and which rendered it incumbent
on people following the occupation of
journalists to try to obtain some pro-
tection against civil actions of a fnivo-
Ious nature being brought against them.
.Although this might seem somewhat
like exceptional legislation, andalthough
it might by others be thought revolu-
tionary as regards previous law bearing
on libel, he thought that if the circum-
stances under which the press was
carried on in this colony were considered,
it would be allowed that the committee
had not gone too far in the bill. It would
be noticed that clause 3 provided that
no civil acation for libel should be
brought against a newspaper, unless
there be special damage. This, was
one of the most important matters in -
the bill. The committee were of opinion
that the evidence wont to show it was
necessary for the protection of the press,
that where there had been any damage
occasioned to justify a civil action, the
plaintiff should be able to specify that
damage. If this were acne it was con-
sidered that it would do away with the
necessity for a clause bearing on the
question of security of costs. At the
same time if the House should be of

oiinthat the clause was rather too
reouinary with regard to the law

respecting libel, it would be open for hon.
members in committee to suggest that
some clause might be brought in whereby
there should be some security given
for costs. No doubt the hon. and learned
Attorney General who -was on the select
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committee, and who had carefully and
ably considered the bill, would be able to
give such information to hon, members
on the subject as -would convince them
that this was a better way of dealig
with the matter, than by given security
for costs. By clause 4, the plaintiff was
compelled to go into the box and give
evidence on his own behalf, to show
whether he had sustained any damage or
not. He did not know that be need
comment on that matter, for it was dis-
cussed in the recent case of O'Donnell v,
7%e T1imes, tried by the Lord Chief
Justice of England. Then clause 6 dealt
with what was a public meeting, and
while giving protection to the press, gave
ample means for holding meetings of a
semi-public character which could not be
reported. He did not knmow that he need
say any more in introducing this bill. If
the House had not bad time to consider the
bill, he would be glad if somne hon. mem-
ber would move the adjournment of the
debate.

Mit. IURMION, without comment,
seconded the motion. for the second*
reading.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir MW. Fraser): With regard to this bill
which is now before us, I understand that
a bill similar in character has been before
the Imperial Parliament last session.
Whether it has yet become law or not, I
am not aware- It is, however, thought
desirable by this Bench that the present bil
should not be proceeded with further this
session. We have no desire to throw out
the bill, by moving that it be read a
Second time this day six months; but
we think it is well that we should wait
until we know what has become of this
movement in the British Parliament. At
present I am not aware that it is neces-
sary for me to go into the merits or
demerits of the bill; but I hope myself
that the hon. member who has interested
himself in the matter may see the pro-
priety (having got the bill before the
House) of letting it rest, with a view to
its being considered at another session.

Motion for second reading put.
The House divided, with the following

result-
Ayes..
Noes ...

15
5

Majority for 1

ArTs.
Mr. 1B. Drookiaan
Sir T. C. Campbell, Uart.
M. Congdoa
Mr. Harper r
Sir. Keane
MrC.. amion e,
Mr. Morrlson .-.
Mr. PaLrker r
Mr. Foarm
VT. Rmudeli
Mr. Sheaton $-
Mr. Shall Z.-
Mr. lean
Ron. . N. Werton
Mr. SCott'(Tvllrr.)

floss.
Eon. J. Forrest
Mr. Horgan
Mr. Richiardson
Hon. J. A. Wright
Hon. SirMl. Frse,.

(Taller.)

Bill read a second time.

ECCLESIASTICAL GRAINT: ANNUAL
REDUCTION.

Min. RICHARDSON: Sir-in rising
to move the motion Standing in my name,
I do not wish to enter into any further
argument upon this question; we have
had it discussed over aud over again.
My object in bringing forward this reso-
lution is a practical object. I desire to
put the views which have been enunciated
by members to a pracetical test. When-
ever any proposal has been made in this
Rouse, either to abolish the ecclesiastical
grant or to reduce it, we have always
been met with the same rejoinder-
"Let it pass this time ; don't let us
interfere with it, without giving the
various churches dlue notice.' That is
always te cry Many members admit
that thetvte oght to cease, at no very
remote timve, and that, so far as the
principle of State aid goes, there is not
mnuch to defend it. But they say it
would scarcely be fair to those who are
interested in it to abolish it at once, and
without warnling. I that way, the
debate upon the grant has been going on
for years, and the object of this resolu-
tion is to bring the matter to some
practical issue, and to let these religious
bodies know that in four or five years
time the grant will cease altogether. I
appeal to those who are opposed to the
principle of State aid to support the
resolution. It will give members an
opportunity of proving the sincenity of
their utterances, and to show that they
are not mere empty words, used in order
to get the vote passed that particular
year, to be repeated again the following
year. The resolution I have to move is
as follows:- " That, in the opinion of this
House, the Ecclesiastical Grant should
be annually reduced by equal amounts,
extending over a period of four years,
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with a view to its final abolition, at the
end of that time." I understand that
the leader of the Government has a pro-
position to make which may possibly
affect my action with regard to the
matter, and until the House has an
opportunity of hearing the hion, gentle-
man's statement, I shall makre no further
remarks on the subject.

MR. RANDELL: In rising to second
the motion, I merely wish to say that I
do not piee mysel to the time named,
withi whic this grant is to cease, nor
do I bind myself as to any other action
that may be taken with regard to the
vote, at this session or any future session.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir Mi. Fraser): The hon. member who
moved the resolution has made a some-
what pointed reference to the Govern-
ment bench, and that, I believe, is in
consequence of a conversation the hon.
member and myself had outside the
House, in which I told him that a sug-
gestion had been made by one of the
principal ecclesiastics interested in this
grat-and I may say that it appears. to
me a suggestion that should receive
thoughtful consideration. It was some-
what to this effet-it is not put-forward
as a Government proposal, though I
believe it would meet with the approval
of my hon. colleagues-that the Govern-
ment, during the recess, should place
itself in communication with the heads
of the various denominations who benefit
by this grant, with the view, if possible,
of arriving at some amicable arrange-
ment with regard to the grant, before
this House is called upon to deal with
the grant again- I think all hon. mem-
bers will agree as to the reasonableness
of this. If this is done, possibly the
Governmeut may be in a. position to come
forward with some definite proposals, in
which it may be said the various relig-
ions bodies concerned have agreed. I
know the hon. member for the North has
brought this motion forward in an en-
tirely good feeling, and I hope the hon.
member will accept this suggestion, and
that the House will agree to leave it to the
Government, in order that they may be
able to confer, during the recess, with the
heads of the various churches interested.

Mu. VENN : Although I have for mauy
years appeared in the divisions voting
against this grant, I have always thought

there was a great deal in the argument
that the churches had a sort of vested
interest in the grant. I never knew for
a certainty until the other evening that
there was anything like a real contract
between the Government and these
ecclesiastical bodies. If that was ever
mentioned before, it had slipped my
memory. That was the first time I re-
member it being stated that there was
any contract.

Tar COLONIA.L SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir B1. Fraser) : Not a. contracat, but an
understanding. There is no contract in
writing, but correspondence.

MR. VENNY .Ten tere is no obliga-
tion on the part of the Government to
place this granton the Estimates at all ?

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
Sir Mi. Fraser): A moral obligation.

Ms. VENN: Then it appears to me
that if this motion were withdrawn the
object in view would be lost, for there is
nothing at all definite about the state-
ment which has been made by the leader
of the Government, with reference to the
conversation he has mentioned as having
had with some high ecclesiastical author-
ity. The motion now before us cannot
be said to be likely to press heavily
upon these bodies. It virtually extends
the time before the grant is totally
abolished to five years from the pre-
sent date, as the grant has been
voted for next year. It seems to me
a very reasonable notice to give before
it disappears from the Estimates alto-
gether. I am not quite sure whether ifll
had brought the motion forward I would
not have reduced the time, to three or
even two years. I am very glad to be
able to support, honestly to support, the
motion, and if the hon. member feels
inclined to push it to a division, I shall
feel myself bound to support him. On
the other hand, if the Colonial Secretary
can speak more definitely upon the
subject of the conversation referred to,
and will move an amendment pledging
the Government to bring a definite pro-
position before the Rouse next session, I
shall be prepared to go with him.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
C. N. Warton): Mr. Speaker, sir-a direct
appeal has been made by the hon. mem-
ber for Wellington to the Government.
It has struck my leader-and I heartily
agree with him-that we might give
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effect to the general principle of this
resolution without pledging ourselves to
any particular date, or to any particular
detail. I therefore beg leave to move
two verbal amendments. The resolution
now stands: "That, in the opinion of
this House, the Ecclesiastical Grant
should be annually reduced by equal
amounts extending over a period of four
years, with a view to its final abolition at
the end of that time." I beg to move
that the words "1by equal amounts ex-
tending over a period of four years " be
struck out, and also, as a consequential
amendment, to omit the words "at the
end of that time." The resolution would
then read thus: "That in the opinion
of this House the Ecclesiastical Grant
should be annually reduced, with a view
to its final abolition." I think if the hon.
member gets us to agree to that, be will
have gained a very considerable advant-
age.

Six T. CQCKBURN-CAIYIPBELL:
Sir, I am quite surprised at the way in
which some members seem to approach
this question. They talk about religious
bodies, and the heads of religious bodies,
as if it was these religious bodies who
had particularly to be considered; I
maintain, sir, it is the people of the
colony at large who have to be consulted
in this matter, and who are most deeply
concerned in it. I contend it would be a
most extraordinary aet on our part if, an

exiig Council, we took, any sort of
action whatever in this matter without
reference to the feeling of the country at
large. Within a, few short months we
shall have a geueral election, and I think
our only right and proper course is to
leave this question to the electors, and
let them decide whether they wish this
grant abolished or not. I may say that
I have obtained a certain amnount of in.
formation since the House dealt with the
subject before, and I am, in a position to
state that so far as the Anglican Church,
to which a very large proportion of the
population belong -and I believe the
same thing can be said of the Roman
Catholic Church, which is the next
largest in number-so far as the An-
glican Church is concerned, three-fourths
of their share of this vote goes towardspayingythe stipends of the clergy in the
country dstricts; and, if the House
passes any resolution of this kind, and

the grant is cut off, the people them-
selves in those country places will have
to make up these stipends. It will be
a direct tax upon them, that will press
much more heavily than it does now,
with this grant coining out of the general
revenue; and it will be a very serious
matter for the different country parishes.
Therefore I think this question is one
which should be left to the people them-
selves to decide. It should not be decided
according to any prejudices or fads which
the members of this House may have.
The proposed method of dealing with this
matter is utterly crude and unworkable.
The hon. member for Newcastle I think,
when he spoke of this matter the other
clay, referred to the way it had been dealt
with in the other colonies, upon the aodop-
tion of Responsible Government. I have
since tried to obtain all the information I
could on that point-it is not extremely
precise, but I believe it is fairly accurate,
with regard to two of them at any rate,
Victoria and New South Wales. In
Victoria, when Responsible Government
was adopted, the Government distributed
amongst the various religious denomina-
tions sums amounting to X50,000 a year,
and the arrangement come to with regard
to the continuance of the grant was this:
aspecial Act-not a miserable resolution

of this kind-was passed, and the vote
was provided for under that special Act,
so that there should be a distinct statutory
contract with these bodies. It was'pro-
vided too, that the grant should be con-
tinued for ten years, so that the various
churches there had ten years' warning;
and, so far as my information goes, they
renmained during the whole of that ten
years in possession of this £560,000
a year, and at te end of that time it
completely ceased. That was what was
done in Victoria. In New South Wales,
when that colony ado pted Responsible
Government, they has not commuted
the stipends paid to the clergy as
we have done; they were still paying
various ministers of religion in a large
number of country places direct stipends
from the State, and the arrangement
made theri-it was a deliberate arrange-
ment-was that these stipends should be

continued tothse clergy during the
course of their natural life. That is the
way this grant was dealt with in two of
the neighboring colonies, and a very
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liberal arrangement I call it-infinitely
more liberal than is proposed here. I do
not propose to argue the question of
whether it is desirable that the grant.
should be cut off at all. For my own
part, although not a very strong church-
masn, I may say this -I think it is a most
useful appliction of this small sum of
money, and I should be sorry to see it
take off our Estimates. At the same
time, I think, in the interests of the
churches themselves, seeing the strong
opposition there is to the vote in certain
quarters-an opposition which may prob-
ably row - some definite arrangement
should be made, and made by virtue of a
special Act, so that it cannot be broken
by this or any future Council. In the
meantime it may be desirable that some
step should be taken, between the pro-
rogation and the nest meeting of the
Council after the general election, such as
that proposed by the Colonial Secretary.
I altogether disapprove of the amend-
ment suggested by the Attorney General;
for we do not 'knowr whether this would
be a suitable way of dealing with the
question. Let the church authorities
and the Government confer ; and let us,
when we go to the country, ascertain,
through the voice of the country, what
the feeling of the country is with regard
to this vote.

Mat. SHOLL: I regret that this ques-
tion should have been brought before us
again; it has been discussed already two
or three times this session, and the
House has divided upon it. I respect
the conscientious opinions of hon. mema-
hers, but I do think that when a. majority
of the House decide against them, they
may well let the matter rest, and not try
to force their opinions down the throats
of the majority. I quite endorse what
has fallen from the hon. member for
Plantagenet. We are now on the eve of
a. dissolution, and really in a matter like
this, which seriously affects the whole of
the population of the colony, I think our
proper course is to allow the different
constituents to decide it, by making it a
platform question. It is all very well
for the hon. member for the North, or fox
the hon. member for Wellinigton, or fox
the hon. member for Toodyay, to talk is
this Rouse about cutting off this grant:
possibly if it is made an electioneering
question, and these hon. members ani

confronted with the ministers of religion
and others who are interested in this
grant, and they hear both sides of the
question, they will be inclined to trim a
little, or else they may find somebody
else occupyin their place another ses-
ion. I tUink the Press of the colony
should make it a point to put this
question clearly before the constituents,
and let the people themselves decide
whether they will return members who are
opposed, or otherwise, to State-aid to
religion in this colony.

MR. MARMION: I am quite in ac-
cord with the two hon. members who
have last spoken. Although it is gener-
ally understood here that constituents
are aipt to be forgetful of some of the
questions they have to consider, and
especially of 11inor matters, I think there
wil be those knocking about who will
take good care that this question is put
to candidates- Are you, or are you not,
in favor of the small pittance which is
now paid to the various religious bodies,
oat of public funds, being continuedi"
And it strikes me very forcibly that some
of those hon. members who have been so
loud in their declaration against this
smiall dole may then be inclined to alter
their opinion when they are face to face
with their constituents. I may be wrong
in assuming this. I know this much:
it is not my inteution to alter my opinion
-I say that clearly and distinctly. My
answer to the question will be my answer
to this resolution: that I ame not in
favor of the grant being withdrawn. I
do not say that the time may not arrive,
and possibly before many years are over,
when it may to a majority of members
seem desirable that the vote should be
annually reduced, and that we may be
compelled by force of circumstances to
bow our heads to the opinion of the
majority. But I do -not think that time
has yet arrived. This is one of those

thng that are not brought about by a
sudde change in public opinion. This
grant has been continued now for a great
many years, and -with the approval
of the great majority of the public
-for we have never heard of any agta-
tation in favor of its abolition-and I am

inot aware. of there having been any rev-
sion of public feeling of late. I am afraid
there is a, good deal of pharisaical feeling
about what we hear about its being the
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duty of all Christians to support their
own religion without coming to the State
for aid. That may be all very well in
older communities, but I maintain that
in a colony like this, which is still in a
rudimentary state of development, with a
small population scattered over thousands
of miles of territory, the State may wel
come forward to aid in assisting the
various churches. I do not think myself
it would be found that the moral con-
dition of the community would be im-
proved if this grant were withdrawn, nor
that it has been the case in other
countries. I do not call it State aid to
religion at all. In the ordinary accep-
tation of that phrase, State aid to re-
ligion means State aid to one church,
with which the State associates itself, to
the detriment of other churches. It is
not so here. This grant is fairly dis-
tributed among all the religions bodies
who care to accept it, and if there happens
to be any sect or denomination who does
not choose to accept this assistance,
it is not for us to consider that par-
ticular set, so long as the assistance
is offered to them. If they chose
to place themselves on a pedestal above
other churches, and say they are too proud
or too independent to accept this assist-
ance, that is no reason why those who
receive it, with the knowledge that it
enables them to extend the sphere of
their ministrations, should be deprived of
it. I think it would ill-become this
House, at this stage of its existence,
when the present Constitution may be said
to be on its deathbed-I think it would
if-become this House at this stage that
its last act should be to deprive these
religious bodies laboring in our midst of
this miserable pittance, which had been
granted to them ever since this Constitu-
tion was established. I am sorry myself
that the Government have shown any
disposition to compromise in this matter
-for that appears to me to be the mean-
ing of the Attorney General's amendment,
a sort of compromise. I think the feel-
ing of the majority will be against any
compromise whatever at the present time,
and that the question should be left to
the decision of the country at the ap-
proachm~g general election.

MR. PARKER: Sir, I ask members to
look at this matter from a6 practical point
of view. Supposing the House passed

this resolution, as submitted by the hon.
member for the North, what effect would
it have, at the present timeV It would
have absolutely no effect whatever. This
Council is just about to expire, and in a
few months a new Council will take its
place, chosen for the purpose of consider-
ig and dealing with one great question
of nationalimportance-the constitutional
question. All the members at the corn-
ig general election will be chosen and
sent here for that particular purpose, and
I do hope and trust there will be no side
issues raised at this election, and that the
minds of the electors will not be diverted
from that one great question to consider
this ecclesiastical grant or anything else.
I hope the whole country at this im-
portant juncture in its history will con-
centrate its mind upon this constitutional
question, and return members to this
House who represent their views and
their wishes with regard to that mo-
mentous question. I hope we shall have
no " red herring," ecclesiastical or other-
wise, drawn across. the track, and that
the only question which the electors will
apply their attention to will be this great
question of the future constitution of
their country. What binding effect
could a resolution of this kind have upon
a Council elected solely with the view of
determining that question, or what pos-
sible effect could it have upon any future
Parliament? Does the hon. member sup-
pose for one moment that the new Govern-
ment-a Government responsible to the
people and perhaps pledged on this very
question-would shelter themselves be-
bind this resolution passed by an expir-
ig Council, about to quit the stage for

ever? Seeing that this vote has appeared
on the Estimates for the last seventeen
years, I feel certain that no Government
would take upou itself to omit it, or any
portion of it, until it was directed to do
so by the representatives of the people, in
the Houseof Assembly. Therefore, look-
ing at it from that point of view, it
appears to me a complete waste of time
even to debate this subject at the present
moment. I certainly cannot accept the
amendment of the Government-[The
ArronNnP GENERAL: We withdraw it.1
-still less can I accept the resolution o!
the hon. member for the North. But I
hope, notwithstanding what has been said
by7 the hon. baronet, the member for
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Plantagenet, and by the hon. member for attempts made in this House to interfere
Gascoyne, that this question will not be with it, but the country at large has
made a platform question at the approach- entirely ignored these attacks upon the
mng elections. Thisa House is about to be grant, and, so far as the people are con-
sent to the country for the express purpose cerned, I think we may safely conclude
of ascertaining the views of the country that they are in favor of the grant.
upon the constitutional question, and I do Therefore I hope members will not allow
hope that no attempt will be made to themselves to be carried away by any
divert the minds of the electors from that flights of oratory on the part of a few
great question by any side issue of this individuals who have made a fad of this
kind, question.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. MR. RICHARDSON: I think I am
THE COMMISSIONER OF CROWN entitled to a word or two in reply. As I

LANDS (Ron. J. Forrest): I must say, said when bringing this resolution for-
sir, that I quite concur in the observa- ward, I did so with a practical object in
tions just made by the hon. and learned view; I wanted to see whether hon.
member for Sussex. I cannot see why members who said they were opposed to
we should' be in such a hurry to place the grant on principle, but did not like to
upon record a resolution of thiis nature, see it cut off suddenly, without warning,
This question has already been before were sincere in their expressions or not.
the House on two occasions during this I see now that they were not; I see it
session, and a majority has decided was mere empty talk, and that they did
against it. It appears to me the hon. not mean what they said.
member for the North does not know THE COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
when he is beaten. Twice this very LANDS (Hon. J. Forrest): I rise to
session the matter has been decided order. Has the hon. member any right
against him, but th6 hon. member will to make such an imputation ?
persist in pressing this fad of his-for it THE SPEAKER: The hon. member is
is a fad-upon the attention of the not in order in casting imputations upon
House, by hook or by crook. 'The hon. other members.
member is evidently very strongly op- AIR. RICHARDSON: Then I will
posed to this grant, but I think he will withdraw it. But their actions seem to
find there are others in this House who indicate that what I have said is correct.
are as Strongly opposed to its withdrawal, They have told us that in principle they
at the present time, at any rate; and I are opposed to this grant, but that they
think members must be sick and tired of thought there ought to be some notice
these continual discussions upon the given to the churches before it was abol-
same subject. I do not see how this ished. I Propose to give them that
House can presume to dictate to a future notice;i and when the question comes to
Legislature, differently constituted, and the test, they vote against it: Several
not likely to be affected one way or the bon. members said they believed it was
other by such a resolution as this. The only a question of time when the grant
bon. member for Plantagenet says it is would be cut off, and that they would be
for the people to decide whether this prepared to support the proposal, pro-
grant ought to appear on the Estimates. vided due notice were given to the parties
I think, sir, the people have already concerned. The hon. member for Fre-
decided that, and decided it in a very mantle, for one.
emphatic manner, during the many MR. MARMION: I said I wished it
years this vote has appeared on the dlone in a statesmanlike way. I do not
Estimates. If the people of the col- consider the hon. member proposes to do
ony had not been mn favor of it, we it in a statesmanlike way.
may depend upon it we should have MR. RICHARDSON: That is a mat-
heard something about it. But I am ter of opinion. The hon. member can
not aware that a single section of the have his, and I will have mine. As to
people have ever raised their voice the absurd idea of making it an election-
against this gant, during the twenty eering cry, or a platform question, side
years or so it hsappeared on the Estim- by side with the constitutional question,
ates. There have been some desultory I1 do not see anything very statesmanlike
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about that. They watu to go to the
country with the consttuinal question
in one hand, and this ecclesiastical grant
in the other, and they say let the electors
decide whether this grant should be con-
tinued or not. I should like to know
how the electors are going to discriminate
between the two questions. It appears
to me it would rather puzzle them. Are
they to vote for the candidate who is in
favor of Responsible Government and
op posed to the ecclesiastical grant, or are
thiey to vote for the candidate who is in
favor of the ecclesiastical grant and op-
posed to Responsible Government? It
doesapr to me richly absurd to talk
about putting two such issues before any
body of electors. Furthermore, it ap-
pears to me it would be a. mistake to in-
troduce controversial religious subjects
into our politics, which appears to me to
be what some hon. members axe advo-
cating when they propose that this should
be made a. platform question. If the
idea is that candidates, when confronted
with the electors upon this question, are

ntlikely to hav the curage of their

opiion, b t wll e c wedand sink into
thi shoes, ad promis not to oppose0the gant-_If that is the idea, I strongly
deprecate it. I trust we shall have none
of this kind of work at the comning elec-
tion, and that the election will be made
to turn on the one great question of con-
stitutional change. As to jamming the
opinion of the minority in the House as
to this ecclesiastical grant down the
throats of the majority, I do not think
there is any wish to do so. We only ask
the majority to give a calm, intelligent
consideration to this question, which,
although it has already been before the
House- twice this session, has never yet
been before it in this practical form.
The first proposition was to reduce
the vote by one half, and the plea then
put forward against it was that the*
proposal was too sudden, that the no-
tice given was too short. Many mem-
bers, but for that, seemed to be in
favor of the idea. 'The next proposition
was that no portion of the grant should
be expended in the towns of Perth and
Fremantle, which appeared to me rather
an absurd proposition, and I was unable'
to support it. The proposal now before
the House is of a different character, and
places before us an entirely different

issue. But now that the matter is put
forward in an intelligent and practical
form, we are told that the minority are
trying to jam their opinions down the
throats of the majority, and that this is
only a fad of mine, flit is only a fad
all I can say is it is a fad that is shared in
by nearly the whole of the Australian
colonies at the present time, and not only
by nearly the whole of the Australian
colonies but also by that great country,
the 'United States of America. There-
fore if it is a fad of mine, I certainly am
in very good company. Then again it is
argued that the grant here is not really
State aid in the sense in which State aid
to religion is generally regarded-that is,
State aid to one particular church. I
admit that. But the question is where
are we going to draw the line ? If this
grant is to be distributed amongst all the
sects and denominations who wish to
participate in it, how can we logically
refuse it to the Jew, to the Mahomedan,
to the Mormon, to the followers of
Confucius, and to all other religious
sects ? floes this not show the utter
absurdity of the grant as at present ap-
portioned, and of the State interfering
in matters which does not concern it--
interfering with the affairs of a Kingdom
which the Founder of it has told us is not
of this world, and which is beyond the
Ton derstanding of the children of this

wrd. I snpreared to accept the
amendment of the Government.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, (Ron.
C. N. Warton) : It is withdrawn.

MR. RICHARDSON; Then I will
amend my own motion.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. member
cannot amend his own motion.

M&. RTCHARDSON: Not with leave?
THE SPE AKR: I do not think the

House could give the hon. member leave
to move an amendment already with-
drawn-an amendment upon his own
motion. I cannot put his motion in any
other way than it appears on the paper.

Question put-that the resolution be
adopted:

Negatived on the voices.

The House adjourned at nine o'clock,
p.m.


