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'qIstitfiDZ ~semb I'm,
Tutesday, 25th July, 1899.

Paper and Telegram presented-Pabloc service Bill,
fAsk rending--Patents. Designs, mnd Trade Marks
Bill, Orsl reading-Motion: Commonwealtb Bill,
Financial Clauses, etc., to Refer to Joint Corn-
mittee; Amendment, Referendiun; debate con-cluded, Division; Committee appointed-Adjourn-
meat.

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER took
Chair at 4-30 o'clock p.m.

PAPERS ANT TELEGRAM PRE-
SENTED.

the

By the PREMIER: j, Agricultural
Bank Report for year 1898; 2, Common-
wealth Bill, Resolutions passed by ]Ka]-
goorlie Caledonian Society and Kalgoorlie
Mutual Improvement Society ; 3 (at a
later stage), further Telegram as to Corn-
monwealth Bill, from Premnier of New
South Wales.

By the Comnlass.lostit OP R.UmwYS:
Correspondence, etc., as to appointment
of J. P. S. Main as Outdoor Loco. Super-
intendent.

Ordered to lie on the table,

PUBLICC SERVICE BILL.
APPROPRIATION MESSAGE.

Message from the Governor received
and read, recommending an appropriation
for the purposes of the Public Service
Bill.

Bill introduced by the PREMIER, and
read a first time.

PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE
MARKS DILL.

Introduced by the ATTo~n4EY GENERAL,
and read a, first time.

MOTION-COMMON WEALTH BILL[.
FINANCIAL CLAUSES, ETC.

TO REFER TO JOINT COMMITTEE.
AMENDMENT, REFERENDUM.

Debate resumed from the previous
Thursday, on motion by the Premier
"1That the draft of the Bill to constitute
the Commonwealth of Australia, as
finally adopted by the Australian Federal
Convention at Melbourne, in the colony

Commonwealth Bill: [2-5 JULY, 1899.1

of Victoria, on the 16th March, 1898, as
amended at a Conference of the Prime
Ministers of New South Wales, Victoria,
Queensland, South Australia, Tasmania,
and Western Australia, which sat at
Melbourne on the 28th, 30th, and 31 st of
January, and the let, 2nd, and 3rd
February, 1899, be referred to a Joint
Select 6 ommittee of both Houses of
Parliament for consideration; such com-
mittee to report not later than Tuesday,
the 5th September next." Also on
amendment by Mr. Walter James, in
line six, after the word -referred," to
insert the words "1to the electors of West-
ern Australia for acceptance or rejection
at a date not later than February next,
and that in the meantime the Bill as so
amended be referred to."

MR. WOOD (West Perth): I a
sorry the hon. member (Mr. Morgans)
who moved the adjournment of the
debate is not present to resume it;
because it would be a, pity were the
amendment to go unchallenged. The
amendment, so far as I can see, is really
unnecessary. It was dealt with fully and
ably by the member for North-East Cool-
gardie (Mr. 'Vosper) at the last sit-
ting of the House; and that hon. member
distinguished himself even beyond his
own expectation, and showed an amount
of ability and a grasp of the subject on
which he is to be congratulated. I did
not hear the bon. member's speech, but I
bare had the pleasure of reading it, and
from all sides of the House I have heard
nothing but praise for both the matter
and the manner of delivery. Why does
the member for East Perth (Mr. James)
submit this amendment- why does lie
want to run counter to the best traditions
of those who have the interests of West-
ern Australia at heart? The hon. member
dloes not look at this question from a
Western Australian standpoint. In fact,
I cannot understand from what stand-
point he does look at it, especially in
view of the resurrected "interview" he
grave to a Press reporter on his return
from the Convention in March, 1898, far
on that occasion be is reported to have
said the Bill had not b~en properly con-
sidered by the Convention, and he referred
to South Australia in scathing terms,
describing that colony as desiring to
dump down its produce in Western Aus-
tralia. Is that attitude consistent with
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the recent speeches and action of the
hon. memberY The amendment does not
-hold water " at all, and should not he

seriously entertained for a momnt; and
it is, therefore, my intention to vote for
the motion. I must apologise tio hon.
members for inflicting myself on them
at this stage, but it seem~ed to me there
was a necessity for someone to speak, be-
cause opportunity should he given for
other members to follow, and there
is no desire that the amendment should
be put to the vote at once. For
instance, hon. members want to hear
the Premier on the subject, and I gather
there are other members who desire to
speak. When the Premier does address
himself to the amendment, I hope the
member for East Perth (Kr. James) will
he in his seat.

Ma. MORAN (East Coolgardie): Be-
fore the Premier 'replies on the main
question, I should like to hear his views
in regard to the amendment. At present
I do not see what that amendment means;
but if anybody could. show there is any
earthly sense in it, I might vote for it.

MR. Gnoxy: I know what it means.
MRa, MORAN: I am glad to see that

the seconder of the amendment (Mr.
Gregory) has discovered the intention of
the mover, who is, as usual, absent, and
therefore cannot give us the information.
The motion proposes to send this Bill to
a select committee, with a view to that
committee reporting to Parliament as to
whether the measure ought to be altered
ini some particular, or not altered at. all.
I suppose the object of every select com-
mittee is to report to the House, and the
House having set a special committee to
special work, -no doubt lends a special ear
to the special recommendations of that
special committee. What is proposed by
the amendment, which is a, very foolish
amendment, anyhow?, It proposes that
the Bill shall first be sent to the people,
and that afterwards a committee shall be
appointed to inquire into its provisions.

MR. LEASE:- The committee inquire
"in the meantime."

Mn, MORAN: But if the hon. memn-
her rends the amendment, he will see that
" in the mneantime " means that the Bill
must not be altered at all.

THE PR.EMIER: Hear, hear.
MR. MORAN:- Therefore, I ask the

mover and seconder of the amendment,

what is their intention ? The amend-
ment proposes that the Bill, instead of
being referred to a select committee, shall
be referred to the electors not later than
February next. The amendment is com-
plete in itself, and why in the name of
common sense is the tail put on "that
in the meantime the Bill as so amended"
he referred to a committee. What the
amendment means is that the Bill itself
shall he referred to the electors for their
rejection or acceptance. If the amend-
ment be carried, this House affrms the
principle of sending the Bill to the people,
absolutely without any alteration; and if
the amendment means that, why not
say so ? If that is the meaning of the
mover and seconder of the amendment,
why do they not submit a simp2le proposal
"that this House is of opinion that the
0Commonwealth Bill should he referred to
the people for their acceptance or rejec-
tionP" That is the plain English of the
amendment, but, instead, 'we have this
confused proposal, which does no credit to
either the mover or the seconder. It
certainly does no credit to the intelligence
of the seconder, because had that hon.
member considered, he would have seen
that he was supporting an amendment
which means nothing at all. The amend-
ment is a diret negative, or rather a
direct affirmation of the principle that
this Pa~rliament shall not exercise its pre-
rogative in any way by interfering with
the Commonwealth Bil; and there may
be members who believe in that principle
But there are other ways of considering
the matter and of arriving at a vote. The
amendment proposes not only to submit
the Bill to the people, hut also to refer it
to a selkct commuittee, Why not refer the
Bill to the Paris Exhibition Commission,
or any other body in the colony for their
consideration? Such a suggestion would
be just as reasonable as the amendment.
If the amendment be carried, no time
need be wasted on a, select committee,
because such a body would only waste
time, seeing that no matter what their
decision, either in their wisdom or want
of wisdom, or no matter what the
House might think of that decision,
Parliament would be powerless to acet
upon it. The amendment is not such as
ought to be submitted to an intelligent
Assembly; and hon. members should
surely see that proposals they submit are
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sensible and straightforward. To dis-
c~uss the amendment is simply a waste of
breath and time, though there is no
waste of time in discussing whether we
shall refer the Bill to a select committee;
but the questionC now before us, apart
from a select committee or any other
proposal, is whether we- are going to deal
with the Bill as responsible legislators.
Those who wish to send the Bill direct
to the people should simply vote against
the motion, because this amendment is
an abortion, and I do not suppose the
conceiver of it knows exactly what it
realty means. I have nothing to say just
now on the main question, but before the
Premier speaks-and I know I am voic-
ing the feelings of many members-there
is anxiety to know his opinion of the
amendment, which, to my nind, leaves
us exactly where we were, not deciding
the question one way or another. Are
the mover and the seconder of the amend-
ment prepared to say that the referendum
shall not be taken before February?
Why fix an arbitrary date?

MR. GREGoRy: The amendment says
not later than February."
MR. MORAN: Why fix atime at all?

If the committee report on the .5th Sep-
tember, I hope the House will arrive at a
decision on the question before the end
of the session. The amendment abso-
lutely defeats the very aim of the mover,
because it puts the referendum off indefin-
itely until February; and supposing the
people " referend " as much as they like,
what is to be done after they have
'-referended? " There might be no House
to deal with the matter; and is there not
the after-stage of adoption, when the
will of the people imust be made law by
Parliament? This amendmnent is not
worth serious consideration, because, as I
say, it decides nothing. Those who vote
to send the Bill to a select committee
will do so with the hope that this corn-
inittee may be able to recommend to the
House, seriously and after due considera-
tion, whether it is advisable to alter the
Bill. Those who think the House ought
not to deal with the Bill at all should
vote to let it go to the people for their
decision "aye" or "no." As I have
said, I should like to hear the opinion of
the Premier, and also the opinion of hon.
members, as to the meaning and effect of
the amendment.

HoN. H. W. VENN (Wellington):
After the manner in which the member
for East Coolgardlie has just dealt with
the amendment, I think it can be seen
at once he has put a literal construc-
tion on it. I do not rise to make a
speech on the question of federation; but
having listenied patiently to hon. members
on the question before us, and which has
nothing to do with federation, the debate
shows me as clearly as possible, and em-
phasises the fact that hon. members are
all anxious to express their views on the
general question of federation, and if
they have not dlone so while discussing
the motion and amendment before us,
they have gone as near as possible to-
wards doing so. If that be so, I think
the Premier might reasonably allow the
Federation Bill to be generally discussed,
before it goes to a select committee; and
then the discussion in the House will
form a sort of direction to the select
committee.

THE PREMIER: I do not object to
that.

HoN. H. W. VENN: If that is so, I
think it will meet the views of this House
and the views of the country generally to
have a general discussion before the Bill
is referred, because I feel certain that any
select committee which may consider the
Bill will not have the grasp and the feel-
ing of this House, as a guide to them
with regard to the Billl or the amend-
ments which the committee may or may
not. suggest to be made in the Bill. But
if there is a general discussion on the Bill,
it will be with the object of sending it to
a select committee afterwards-remember
that; and thus I think we will not only be
following out the ordinary rule as to re-
ferring questions to a select committee,
but shall be doing a wise and proper
thing.

MR. A. FoRRmaT: What have we been
speaking about, the last two days of the
debateP

HON. H. W. VERN: The motion be-
fore us is whether it is a good thing to
send the Bill to a select committee or
whether it is not;, and if members had
confined themselves to that point, the
question might have been settled days
ago. Inasmuch, however, as hon. mem-
bers have wandered off and have been
anxious to treat the question of federation
in its general aspect. and have been de-
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sirous of not losing an opportunity of
speak-ig on it, the discussion on 'this
motion has consequently wandered from
the particular point and has dealt with
the federation question generally. I feel
disposed to strongly oppose the motion as
it stands on this sheet called a " draft,"
which has never been before the House
in the form of a Bill- I am opposed to
that going before a select commnittee,
without an expression of the opinion of
the House. I do not wish to be offensive,
but it looks like burking discussion of the
main question; and I know there is no
desire on the part of the Premier to burk
discussion, for be is anxious that everY-
body should have his sa *Y. That being
so, it will be better to allow hon. members
to open their safety-valves, even if they
occupy a, week or a fortnight in discus-
sing the question; for they can then dis-
cuss the Bill itself, and we shall have
some idea as to what the select committee
ought to do.

MR. VoaPR : How can the select
committee arrive at an impartial decision
in that way? Their decision will be
shaped accordingly.

How. W. H. VENN: 'Well, why
should it not be shaped accordingly?
We do not want the Bill shaped according
to the views of a select committee.
Whatever may be the views of a majority
in this House, those views should be
regarded as a direction in which the
report of the select cormmittee should be
framed.

MR. VospER: If that is so, there is no
use in having a select committee.

HON. H. W. VENN: I do not want
the actions of the select comnmittee,
which must be a minority of the House,
to rule the majority of the House. I
would sooner have the majority ride the
minority. With regard to the informa-
tion which the select commiittee may
obtain, I do think the general discussion
on the Bill should take place in this
House, and on the top of that discussion
the Bill should be referred to a select
committee. If the question before is
goes fo a division, I shall be compelled to
vote against the Bill being refer-ed to a
select commaittee without a general dis-
cussion p receding it.

MR. QUINLANf (Toodyay): I desire
to say a few words on this important
subject as to the advisability of the

Federation Bill being sent to a select
commnittee. I am strongly in favour
of the motion made by the Premier,
for the reason that it will be the
mneans of thoroughly investigating this
all-important subject, and I believe
the select committee will he able to obtain
evidence and informiation which it is not
possible for lion. members or even for the
public to obtain. I believe the Govern-
ment, at any rate, can furnish some
returns whichi will be of considerable
value in helping to form an opinion on
the Bill. There are very few people in
this colony who are acquainted with the
subject to any extent; and I know that
contrary opinions have been expressed by
many persons throughout the colony,
some believing with all sincerity that it
would be to the advantage of the colony
to join in the federation, and others
believing that it would not. While I
realise the sincerity of some persons who
are in favour of this colony federating on
the terns of the Bill, I believe at the
same time there are many who would be
inclined to vote- I will venture to say,
out of spite -for bringing about federa-
tion on the terms of the Bill; their pique
being to some extent against the Govern-
ment because, and I say this advisedly, I
have heard it said and argued that such a
course would be one means of turning
out the Government.

MR. KENY: Question?
MR. QUINLAN: I am aware this is

perhaps a little beside the subject, but I
am within my right in stating what I
believe to be a fact. There are and have
been reasons in the past for some persons
to have felt somewhat aggrieved, reasons
which it is not opportune now to mention
- more particularly do I refer to the
goldfields; and one important reason why
I favour the sending of this Bill to a
select committee is that if the Bill were

pg in its prlesent form to a vote of the
peple,7I believe it would be carried on

the terms of the Bill, and carried by a
majority who would not be voting in the
best interests of this colony. The Bill, as
at present drawn, would cause a serious
loss to Western Australia, and instead of
helping in its prosperity, the Bill would
probably retard that prosperity, and might
undo all the good that has been done
since the establishment of responsible

Igovernment. While I respect those
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whom I believe to be sincerely opposed
to my view of this question, I have
not yet heard one person who has
given sufficient reason to show that
this colony would lose only a small
amount of revenue, and none have shown
that federation would bring an advan-
tage to this colonyv on the terms of the
Bill. Various sums have been men-
tioned, ranging from.£40,000 to £300,000
per annum, as the estimated amount
which the colony would lose by federating
under the termis of the Bill. I think a
select committee would be a just means
of finding out something nearer the mark
than those figurs; and for that reason
especially, if for no other, I would prefer
that the committee should be appointed,
and that it should thoroughly investi-
gate the effect of the Bill, especially in
regard to the financial clauses. So far as
other features of the question are con-
cerned, in reference to bonuses for indus-
tries, or the control of our railways, or
particularly the question of the transcon-
tinental railway, I will not touch on them
further than to refer to the member for
North-East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) as
having been the first, I believe, to bring
this matter before the public in this
colony since federation has become a
prominent question. I also believe that
when the results of the lahours of the
select committee are phaced before us,
those persons who are in doubt as to
voting one way or the other on the
Federation Bill will be justified then in
expressing an opinion on the Bill; and I
think it would be more just and far
better for our constituents that this
matter should be referred to a. select
committee, and afterwards to refer the
Bill to the people at whatever time and
in whatever form this Parliament may
decide as being the hest in the interests
of this colony. Whatever conditions
may be decided upon as to submitting the
Bill to the people, we shall have to abide
by the result of the vote taken on it. I
am satisfied that those members who
have already spoken on the subject during
this discussion have diverged somewhat
from the matter before us, in as far
as they have dealt generally with the sub-
ject of federation ; but I concur with the
member for Wellington (Hon. H. W.
Venn) in saying that it would he well,
before sending the Bill to a select corn-

mittee, that there should be a. general
discussion on the question of federation,
because such discussion will be an im.
inense advantage to the select committee
and be of general interest to the public.
As I know the Premnier is about to address
the House, I will conclude by merely
stating that I shall vote for the appoint-
ment of a select committee.

THE PREMIER (in reply as mover):
I may say that, when I proposed this
motion, it was not in my mind that there
would be any restriction upon the scope
of the debate; and although I might have
thought that this would be so according
to the rule of the House, that the general
question could not be discussed on a
motion of this kind, yet I was not aware
at that time that it wouild be contrary to
the rule of the Rouse to do so, but I
thought it would be optional with the
members as to whether they would deal
with the Bill or not in discussing this
motion. I did not know that it would
not be open to any member to speak on
the Bill in such a way as he thought
necessary. It will be admitted that most
of uas know something about the Federa-
tion Bill, for it could not hiave been dis-
cussed in this colony and throughout
Australasia, it could not have been criti-
cised and discussed in the Press and else-
where, without hon. members knowing
something about the subject. Speaking
for myself and perhaps for others, I say
we all know something aibout, the Bill;3
but in regard to other hon. members, and
speaking also for myself, I am sure that
if we are going to send the Bill to a
select committee, we do not -want to com-
mit ourselves with regard to the
course we shall take before we have
the report of that committee. It
seems to me that, if we are to make
up our minds now as to what course we
are to prsue in regard to this matter,
there is very little use in our sending the
Bill to a select committee, at all events as
far as our future artion is concerned;
because, if we agree to the amendment of
the member for East Perth (M r. James),
we confine ourselves to a certain course
before the select committee begins its
labours. I quite agree with the member
for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) that
such a course would be absolutely ridicu-
lous; that is, always admitting-and the
mnembier for East Perth himself does not

Commonwealth Bill:
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object to this-that the matter is to goto
a select committee at all. I Canl w1ell
understand, with the member for East
Coolgardie (Mr. Moran), that a plain
motion that this Bill should be referred
to the electors in its present shape, would
altogether obviate any necessity for a
select committee; that is, if Parliament
agreed to such a motion. I am glad the
member for East Perth is in his place,
because I shall have to say something
before I sit down in regard to his argu-
ments and his attitude on this question;
and when speaking of an lion. nmember,
it is always much more pleasant to have
hint in his place than to have him absent.
In other circumstances it might have
been gratifying to me to have heard the
good opiion of me expressed a few
evenings ago by the member for East
Perth; but when one is praised only for
the purpose of being kicked downstairs,
I do not think taiise is very much
valued. I can take no exception to the
terms in which he addressed me onl
that occasion; on the contrary, I
think that, if I had known nothing
but what the hon. member then said, I
should perhaps have been perfectly satis-
fied with the remarks that fell from him ;
but seeing that there are such things as
newspapers in this colony, and that one
reads what people say about one behind
one's back, I could not but call to mind the
remarks of the lion, member a few days
before at Boulder, when he attacked mue
in what I consider a most unfair and very
ungenerous style, and I think in such a
way as, having had sonic experience of
thle him. member for many years, I might
perhaps have expected from him. I would
say to the lion, member: if he has such
a high opinion of me, of my judgment
and of my financial knowledge, as he ex-
pressed the other evening in this House,
how caine it that be made such disparag-
ing and ungenerous observations a day or
two before at Boulder ? And if be bas
such a good opinion of me, of my finan-
cial knowledge, and of my ability to
understand this Bill, why does he not
show a little more respect to the advice
that I give in this House with regard to
the matter? Why does not the beon.
member try to fallow moy advice and to
assist me in the course I think best to
take; always bearing in mind that the
bon. member has such a good opinion of

m e and of my financial knowledge on this
subject.

MR. OLDHAM: He believes he knows
better himself.

TnE PREMIER: Yes; but he did
*not say so. I should like to ask the bon.
member, and also the member for Albany
(Mr. Leakc) why they desire in this mat-
ter to place me in the position of an

*opponent to fe~deration ? Surely that can-
not be in the interest of the federation

*which they have so mulch at heartF Why
should they desire to make my position
on this question more difficult than they
know it alreadyis? They are well aware
that the po.sition I occupy in regard to
federation is a very difficult one ; yet
instead of assisting me, as they ought to
do if they are in favour of federation,
they are doing their best to place obstacles
in my path.

AIR. Lssxs: Are you in favour of
federation? No one knows yet.

Tur PREMIER: I have been careful
*to explain mny position. I have not kept
back anything from this House in regard
to what I think of federation. I think I

ihave clearly stated my views every time
I have spoken.

MR. TLjAnE: Not in this House.
THE PREMIER: In this House. I

do not k-now why, if the member for
Albany and the member for East Perth
are really in favour of federation, they

Ishould desire to hold me up before the
people of this colony as one opposed to it,
seeingr that I have never said anything in
this House which can be construed into a
stattement that I was opposed to federa-
tion. Why,if they really are ardent federa-
tionists, should they desire to make me
appear before the people of this colony,
and before people elsewhere, as a man
who has broken his pledges, who has not
kept faith with the people of Australia
nor with the Premiers of Australia?
Surely they will admit that my assistance
in this great cause will certainly not be
absolutely' useless to them at the present
time in the work in which they are
engaged.

AIR. LEAKS: Hear, hear. Will You
declare yourself in favour of it? Then we
will help you.

THE PREMIER: The course I have
taken in regard to this matter is, I think,
absolutely clear; and I also think it is
absolutely consistent. The Governor's

to Refer to committee.[ASSEMBLY.]
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Speech first of all declared the views of my-
self and the Government on this questiou.
Then come the Speeches I have mnade in
this House; and then comes this motion
of mine, in which I ask that the Bill be
referred to a select committee for con-
sideration, which course is not only in
accord with all the pledges I have ever
made on this question, hut is absolutely
in accord with the law of this country,
and with the undertaking made by this
House and by Parliament as a whole,
when delegates were appointed to proceed
to, and to take part in, the Federal Con-
vention. What is the object of my
motion P It is that this House, which
has, never hitherto had this question
before it since 1896, when it passed the
Enabling Bill sending delegates to the
Convention-that this House and the
other 1)ranch of the Legislature Should
have one opportunity, at all events, of
examining this Bill before coming to a
decision upon it. It may of course be
said that the Bill was examined by others;
that, as the member for East Perth told
us, it was examined] by the ablest men in
Australia: but has it ever been examined
by those persons who are vitally inter-
ested in it as regards this colony ? we
do not want the views of persons inter-
ested in other countries. [Mn. Kxwwr: -
Hear, hear.] We wanit the views of
people who are interested inl this country
to be brought to bear upon this Bill.
[SEVERAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] And
that is all my motion desires. I ask for
investigation. I do not want to prejudge
what the result may be. I think it would
have been altogether wrong on my part
if I had even held out any indication of
what T thought Should be the decision of
that select committee. Why should
anyone object to that position ? If the
cause be a good one, you may depend
upon it that, the more it is looked inito,
the more it is examined, the better it will
appear. What is there in examination to
be afraid ofP It is open to bon. members
to select the very best men from our two
Houses of Priamnent. setting aside all
party considerations. We do not want
any party question mixed up in this
matter. Let us have the very best men
we have got in the colony-those who
have studied the Bill most attentively.
those who have the greatest ability and
the most extended knowledge of finance,

those who will give the necessary time
and will take the necessary trouble in
this matter: all mny motion says is that
those persons -the selected of the elected
Parliament of this country-should have
anl opportunity of examining this Bill
and of letting uts know what they think
about it. And that is the motion of
which, by the amendment of the lion.
member, we are asked to disapprove.

MR. JAMES: NO; We are not.
Tn, PREMIER: Well, I think we

are: that is practically what it comes to.
The hon. member was not here when the
member for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran)
spoke, or he might have been enlightened
on that point. I need not go over the
same ground; but -undoubtedly the amend-
ment of the lion. member means this:
" Pledge yourselves to send this Bill-no
other Bill but this -- to the people by a
certain time; and in the meantime go on
to inquire whether it is any good."

MR, JAmEs: That is what the memuber
for East Coolgardie said.

THE PREMIER: I say we need not
send any Bill to the people if we do not
like it.

Mu. mYAxE: And that is just what
you are going to do.

THEs PREMIER: I say that, if I am
of opinion, after this Bill comes back to

ipus from the sifting which it will receive
in the select committee, that it is a mea-
sure wh ich will be detrimental to the best
interests of Western Australia, I shall

*most certainly vote against its being Sent
i to anyone; and this is not the first time

I have said so. I have before expressed
IIyself as clearly in regard to this matter.

Ma. TJEAKE: Nobodyv objects to that.
Tun PREMIER: I have said that, if

I went out of this House never to enter
it again, I would not sacrifice the interests

*of this coutry by assisting to pass, this
measure ; because, If I thought this Bill

1would ruin the colony, I1 sho uld, in doing
*so, be fal-se not only to the people of this
country as a whole, but to my constitu-
ents by whose suffrages I sit in this
House. Now with regard to sending

*this Bill to the people, with regard to
what is called the referendum, the only

right that this House or this Parliament
1has, or canl have, to send this Bill to a,

vote of the people, is by anl Act of Parlia-
Iment. We hlave no other power but
that: and unless this Parliament pass an

Commonwealth Bill.
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Act referring this Bill to the people for
their decision, the Bill cannot go to the
people.

MR. OLDHAM: Such an Act you pro-
inised to submit.

THE PREMIER: I would ask hion.
members: suppose I were to bring down
anl Enabling Bill to-day with this Com-
monwealth Bill incorporated in it -with
a simple preamble, and with one clause
that this Comnmonwealth Bill should be
referred to the electors of the colony for
their acceptance or rejection; would 1,
by that action, be forwarding the interests
of federation ? Every hon. member knows
as well as I do that it is very question-
able whether such a Bill would get
through this Chamber; but it certainly'
would have no chance whatever of becom-
ing the law of this colony. Does anyone
think that, if we were to bring down such
at Bill at once, if we could pass it through
this House without any examination or
investigation, such a measure would
become the law of the land ? We know
very well it would not. There would not
be the slightest chance of its becoming.
law; and, in my desire to see this Bill
investigated, in my desire that the people
of Australia, if we do not pass this Bill.
shall know definitely the reasons wily we
do not pass it-do I, because I take this
stand, and say that we will crarefully
investigate the matter, deserve to be
upbraided behind my back at Boulder by
such men as the member for East Perth
-where, in his desire to raise a, laugh of
derision, he used an offensive remark
respecting me, and said I was always
doing my best to prevent federation ?

MR. JAMES: So you are.
THE PREMIER: That is just the soft

of conduct men of the calibre of the meni-
ber for East Perth delight in.

MR. JAMES: I repeat the charge now.
You are deliberately blocking the Bill.
T do not take back anyvthing I said.

THE PREMIER, You said it at
Boulder.

MR. JAMES: I know, andi I Say it now
to your face.

THE PREMIER: And you used acoarse expression in order to raise a
laugh.

MR. JAMIES: T do not seem to raise a
laugh now.

THE PREMIER: You cannot raise a
laugh here. There is no chance what-

ever of the Legislative Council-if I may
speak of that Chamber here-there is no
chance whatever of the members of that
Chamber, in the absence of more infor-
mation and very close examination of
this measure, abrogating their functions

Ior powers-because that is what it
would mean-and Stultifying themselves
before the people who elect them. Hon.
members who have looked into the subject
know that the referendum is uni-cameral,
and not bi-cameral like our constitution;
and, if we send this question to the

Ielectors of the Legislative Assembly, the
electors of the Legislative Council will
have no voice whatever, but, along with
the bi-cameral system, will be completely
swept away. It may be said, of course,
and with ti-i th, that the Upper Houses
in certain other colonies-Victoria, South
Australia, and Tasmania for instance-are
elective, and that these Chambers have
passed the Bill.

MR. MORAN: In some colonies, Upper
House members are elected for life.

THE PREMIER: Life members of
the Legislative Council are nominated in
Queensland and New South Wales, but
in South Australia, Victoria, and Tas-
mania the members are elected; and it
inay be said that these elective Upper
Houses have passed the measure. But,
on the other hand, it can be said that
these Houses were in favour of the
measure, and thought that it would be of
advantage to the respective colonies. We
know that in New South Wales the Upper
House refused to pass this very Bill, as
not being in the interests of that colony;z
and what was doneP

AMEMBER: More members were
nominated.
I HE PREMIER: The Legislative

1Council was "swamped" with twelve
new members, nominated for the purpose
of carrying the Bill. Canl that be called
constitutional ?

MR. ILLTNGWORTH, It has been thle
British constitutional plan at times.

THE PREMIER: I call it destroying
the constitution. Here we have the fact
that in New South Wales the only way
in which this measure could be passed
was by " swamping'" the Legislative
Council with a large number of new
nominee members.

MR. MORAN: Pledged to vote for the
Bill beforehand.
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THE PREMIER: I do not mind that:
that is their business, and has nothing to
do with us. But the members of our
Legislative Council are elected by the
people and have a duty to performi to
this country, and that duty is to examine
the Bill before they agree to it. I say
again, as I have said. several times befor~e
in tht House, that we have no l%;al or
moral right whatever, either in! this
House or the other, to send this Bill to
the people if we consider it to be a bad
Hill. If we consider it to be a good Bill
which will further the interests of Western
Australia, we ought certainly to send it
forward; but if, on the other hand, we
think, it a bad Bill which will bring dis-
aster and injury to the cou]ntry. we
have no right whatever to refer it to
the people. Our duty is to investigate
the Bill for ourselves, and show the
people and the electors of the colony
the reasons for our agreeing or dis-
agreeing with its provisions. The vei-y
best way I can see of assisting the pas-
sage of this Bill through the Parliament
of this country, is to have the measure
investigated by a joint select committee.
We would then have objections put in
the concrete form of words. We would
know exactly what the select committee
considered were the objections to our
joining federation; or, on the other hand,
we might in die report have a great lever
in favour of federation, should the com-
mittee be of opinion that, taking all in
all, disadvantages and advantages, the
Bill would work fairl 'y well, and should
in their opinion be sent for the approval
of the electors. Should the recommenda-
tions of the committee be found on
consideration to be trivial, or not suiffi-
cient to justify interference with a great
question such as this, then I have no
doubt the House will say they are trivial.
If, onl the other hand; should the reconi-
inendations be of great moment, such as
to deserve serious consideration, and to
perhaps compel its, even against our
wishes, to say we cannot afford to do this,
or we cannot do that, because such a
course would bring disaster on the coun-
try, I have not the slightest doubt that
very serious consideration will be devoted
by the House. The select committee
would be able to call expert evidence, so
far as such evidence is procurable in this
colon.y. There is, I believe, a good selec-

tion of expert witnesses here, but if
there is not, the best available could be
called. The committee could summon
before them the General Manager of the
Government Railways, and also bankers,
merchants, manufacturers, along with
gentlemen accustomed to statistics. We
would then be able to say to the people
of the colony that our decision bad not
been arrived at merelyv after a debate
in the Legislative Council or the
Legislative Assembly, but after the
matter had been given careful investiga-
tion by at select committee, whuich bad
taken evidence, and when Parliament bad
amiple opportunity to consider recomimen-
datious, the result of several weeks' work.
This procedure will not do anything to
iujure a. good cause; on the contrary, a
good cause must be assisted by investiga-
tion. It is only persons who want to
take their views ready-made, without the
trouble of thinking for themselves-who
would rather take their views from some
eminent man who has, perhaps, addressed
himself to a set of circustances alto-
gether different from those of this colony
-these are the persons who do not want
any investigation. They want to take
the Bill as framed by other people, and
framed, it may be, tinder other conditions
and inotheriterests; and, worse than all,
they want to refuse Parliament the right
of investigation. AllI can say is that if these
people had their way-though I am sure
they will not, because we are too sensible
in this country to allow, that-they would
certainly defeat federation in a very few
days. As I said before-and I think I

can peakforthis House as well as for
=anoterplace -- Parliament will never

agree to pass this Bill and make a law to
refer it to the elector-s, before there has
been investigation.

MR. MORAN: Parliament in the other
colonies investigated the Bill.

Tar PREMIER: Members of Pai-lia-
nient and1 the people, before they are
asked to decide the question, ought to
have the best information procurable iii
the country, and not arrive ait their de-
cision hastily. An effort hais been made
to make a great deal out of what has been
called a "breach of faith" on my part
with the Premiers of the other colonies.
If hon. members will look at the amend-
meats agreed to at the Premiers' Confer-
ence. they wvill see, if they read between
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the lines, that there is a great difference
between what the Premier of New South
Wales promised and what the other
Premiers, including myself, promised.
What did the Premier of New South
Wales promise? The memorandum reads:

The Premier of New South Wales expresses
his willingness to take steps for the passage of
a mesure, through the Parliament of New
South Wales providing for the reference of
the Hillt as proposed to be altered, to the vote
of the electors in New South Wales as soon as
conveniently may be.
And why did the other Premiers not
promise to " take steps for the passage
of a measure" through the various Par-
liaments i

MR. LEAKS: Because the promise
would be of no use unless New South
Wales passed the Bill.

THE PREMIER: But we could have
used words promising to take steps forI
the passing of a measure as soon as New
South Wales had agreed to the measure.
Hon. members will notice that the words
used in reference to the other Premiers
are not the same as those used in refer-
ence to the Premier of New South Wales.
As to theother Premiers, the memorandum
reads:

The Premiers of the other colonies are of
opinion that, after the people of New South
Wales have accepted the Bill as altered, it
should be submitted to the Parliaments of their
respective colonies for reference to the electors.
I ask hon. members to read between theI
lines, and ask themselves wh y there are
two clauses when one only was neces-
sary. I will tell hou. m~embers the
reason. The reason was that I would not
agree to one clause. I could not pledge
myself to submit the Bill to thle electors,
or do anything with it, until I had con-
suilted my colleagues. There is no record
of the Conference proceedings, but I make
this statement with the knowledge that
it is true, and wvith the responsibility
that attaches to ine for making it. I was
asked by the Premier of Now South
Wales, -"If that is your opinion, why are
you here at all ?" andlI said to him " I
amu here at your invitation, but I ain not
here to make promises, or be coerced by
anybody." That is what occurred at the
Conference. My loyalty in this cause
Puts ine in it position in which T may be
misrepresented by those who desire to
use the circumstances unfairly ; but so
long as I have a clear confscieflce, I do

not care what misepresentation the
member for East Perth or anyone else
may delight in as regards mn'yself. The
Premiers desired to fasten a promise
Onl me, and hom. members should read the
two clauses, and ask why they were put
in the record. Then hon. members will
see later on :

The remniers are also of opini,,n that it is
desirable that the decision of a majority of the
electors voting in each colony should be
sufficient for the acceptance or rejection of
the Bill.
Why was the word "desirable" put in?
Because I would not agree to an 'ything
except the mildest term that could be
used. I was not going to bind my colony
hand and foot, simply because there were
five men there all of* one mind. I was
not going to bind my colony without con-
sulting my colleagues, or without con-
sulting the Parliament of this country,
by whose authority-an authority which
I stated to those other Premiers--it had
been provided in the statute that if the
Bill were approved by Parliament it
would be submitted to the electors.
Every Premier in Australia knew that
ini our statute it bad been provided that
the Bill, as it came from the Convention,
had to be approved by Parliament before
going to the people. That was not the
case in the other colonies, but it was the
case here. floes anyone suppose for a
moment I am so devoid of sense of what
is right, that I would give a pledge that
this Bill should go to the people, when
I knew that on the statute book there
was a provision that it should not go to
the people until it had been approved by
Parliament? Was I going to bind every-
one in this country, and bind my
colleagues here without permission or
without saying one word? The other
Premiers h ad all consulted their col-
leagues, who had already expressed them-
selves in favour of the Bill, which, fur-
thier, had been through their Parliaments,
and had even been submitted to the
referendum. But that was not the case
with me, because I dlid not know where I
was standing, or what the people would
say to any action I might take, seeing that
I had not consulted my colleagues even.

MR. JAMES: The whole of the Cabinet
were in Melbourne.

THE PREMIER: At the Premiers'
Conference?
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MR. JAMES: Yes.
THE PREMIER: I did not know

anyone was there but myself.- The hon.
member cam make offensive observations
at my expense, especially when I am not
present.

MR. JAMES: You are present now.
THE PREMIER: I do not mind his

laugh here, but I do object to his going
up to Boulder township and misrepre-
senting me.

MR. JAMES: I repeat the statement
here.

TnE PREMIER: In dealing with this
question it would be all very well for us
if we were in the throes of difficulties, if
federation meant that we should get three
meals a day instead of only one, if we
were dependent upon others, and were
about to get a great advantage by federa-
tion, then I could understand our run-
ning a good deal of risk in order to get
out of our difficulties. But what is our
position?9 It is all very well for my
friend, the Premier of New South Wales,
to write somewhat mandatory telegrams
to me; but it is my duty to Say that we
own a third of this continent of Aus-
tralia.

MR. MoRAN: He is the "Czar" just
now, you know.

THE PREMIER : That we are the
most progressive country in Australia at
the present time, and that we are the
best customers that any of those colonies
have got, for we imported three milflions
worth of goods last year, if not more;
therefore, we are in such a position that
the Eastern colonies of Australia require
us for their trade. We are also the
nearest of the colonies to Europe; and
we bold the key really for strategical
purposes in possessing St. George's
Sound, at the south-west corner of the
continent. In fact, at the present time
we are in a splendid position to manage
our own business; there is no doubt
about it. Then, I say, it must occur to
those who are not fired with the enthu-
siasm and the desire to be " one nation,"
and to be the great power dominating the
southern seas-it must occur to them
that having a magnificent territory like
this, with great possibilities, with indus-
tries and a revenue advancing by leaps
and bounds, and with everything in our
own hands and under our own control-
it may occur to some people who are not

fired with those ideas of nationhood, to
ask, why should the people of Western
Australia band over to a power two
thousand miles away, separated from us
by the ocean and by a thousand miles of
Unoccupied territory, why band over to
them the control of a. business that we
can manage for ourselves ? Therefore,
the only reason why we would enter this
federation is because we desire to make
Australia a nation; because we desire to
have a higher political life; desire to be
in closer touch with our neighbours in
every way, though that is very difficult to
obtain when there is a thousand miles of
Unoccupied territory between us and our

nextneihbor. sa, tatbeing so,
Unesthere is sornething very good for

us, or at any rate nothing very bad,
unless we are sure there is no harm to
come to us on account of federation, I
cannot wonder that people here hesitate
to take that leap. If those hon. members
who are so enthusiastic about federationIwould devote their time to letting the
people know-not letting me know, but
letting the people of this country know-
in what manner and to what extent we
will gain by federation, or at least will
not lose by it-and that is what I hope
this select committee will do, that it will

Idirect its attention to showing that
Western Australia will not lose anything
by federation-if those persons, or this
committee, can show that, and show also
that we Shall have the control of our
affairs to an extent almost as great as
now, then this desire to be "one people,

Ione nation" will overcome many minor
Iobstacles. A good deal has been made by
members and others as to our joining as
an original State. That is a nice idea,
and, if 'we are tojoin, I certainly would
like that we should join as an original
State. But I am not going to believe
that, if we do not join as an original
State, some great disaster is going to
overtake us. I would like to know why
the member for East Perth (Mr. James)

Iand the member for Albany (Mr. Leake)
are so anxious for our j.oining as an
original State. Do they desire office-do
they desire to be members of a Cabinet of
Australia--wbat do they want? Why is
there this great desire for our joining as
an original State ? Isad nthg

MR. LztxR: HaveIsadnyhg
about an original State'P
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THE PREMIER: The member for
East Perth has certainly talked a-bout
the necessity of our joining as an original
State. My idea, is that we had much
better not be an original State if,' by
becoming so, we shall bring disaster on
this country. We had better not be an
original State, than do anything which
will injure this country even for a, few
years or perhaps a generation. I do not
think much about joining as an original
State. It will be much better for us to
investigate this thing for a whole year, if
necessary, so that we may clearly under-
stand it.

MR- MORLN : 'Where is there any State,
in history, which has been penalised for
not joining as an original State?

Tus PREMIER: I do not think any-
thing of the fear as to our being penali seci
if we do not join as an original State,
because the other States of Australia
will always be glad to receive us into
their federation. On the contrary,
whether we join as an original State or
do not, if a, State 'which does not join the
federation happens to languish and fall
back, then, no matter whether we are in
the federation or out of it, we will not get
much consideration. Those of us who
look into this matter know very well, and
we should tell the plain truth about it,
that with all our efforts and all my efforts
we have not been able to make out that
there will be any gain to us in the early
days of federation, at any rate, if we join
it. As far as I can make out, I cannot
see that at the beginning there is going
to be any gain at all for Western Aus-
tralia ; but my hope is that, if we do join,
there will not be much loss. Among all the
statists, all the financiers, and all the
newspapers3 which have examined this
question, not one has shown where
Western Australia would gain any advan-
tage, financially, by joining the federation.
It never has been shown, and no attempt
has been made to show it. The evidence
has been all the other way. We do not
want to make anything by federation, but
we do want to be assured that we shall
not lose by federation. We want to keep
the position we are in, and we want to be
assured that our position under federation
will not be worse than it is at the present
time. As I have said, you may consult
those bulky folios containing the speeches
at the Federal Conventions, and you will

Inot find a sentence which shows that
iWestern Australia can gain financially by

I joining the federation. The best that the
Iadvocates of federation have said is that
we would not lose;, many have said we
would lose something; and more have
said that our circumstances were so
abnormal that it was nut desirable to
spoil the Federation Bill by making it
suit our abnormal condition. Mr.
Coghlan, thu Government Statistician
of New South Wales, who is considered
one of the most able of the statisticians
in Australia, and his views are thought

Imore of perhaps than those of any other
statist in Australia, has estimated in a
paper from which1 I am quoting, that
Western Australia must lose from the
first. Ho said Western Australia must
lose from the beginning, and that our loss
must annually increase until 1908-that
is the year when the amount of loss will
be at the rate of .9541,000 per annum.
I would not mind that so much, but the
worst of it is, that he goes on to tell us
our position will be worse afterwards.

MR. ILLINGORTH:' It is utterly im-
possible to say anything about it.

THE PREMIER: We know that a,
statist may be wrong in his estimate or in
his calculations, for no statist can look
into the future, and there mnay be other
circumstances arising in this colony
which will altogether change those
figures, and place us in such a position
that we can defy any injury that may
come to us from federation. I have often

Isaid there are two sides: those who say
we shall lose a tremendous lot, and those
who say we will not lose anything.

Ma. JAxEs: Nobody says that.
Tn PREMIER: Well, I think the

advantages will not be so great under
federation as some people have supposed,
and I think the disadvantages also will
not be so great as some persons have
stated.- It appears to me that the middle
way, the -via media, will be the most
likely way for us to look at federation.
At the same time we cannot shut our
eyes to the fact that all those men of re-
pute who have examined the question,
and spoken or written on it, have told us
that Western Australia is going, to lose
by joining the federation ; and that, I
say, is a reason in itself why this House
ought to investigate the matter, and the
joint committee can assist the House by

[ASSEMBLY.] toRefer to Committee.
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looking into the facts and reporting to us
what those men of repute have actually
said as to the probable effect of federation
in the case of Western Australia. Surely,
if we do that, no one will blame us for
making inquiry and ascertaining facts.
I would ask this House whether my
proposition is not a reasonable one; and
it will be observed that by adopting it we
do not express an opinion on the Bill, for
we do not say the Bill is a. good or a bad
Bill, but we merely say we refer it to a
select committee of both Houses for
examination and report. I shall assist
in choosing the best men we can get in
this House for appointment on the corn-
mittee, without reference to party feeling
or party ideas; and we Shall, in a few
weeks, get the committee's report. Mem-
bers of this House are entrusted with a
great responsibility, as representatives of
the people; and the worst of it is that if
we make a false step in this matter, we
cannot undo it. Generally, if we pass a
bad Bill, we can repeal it or amend it
afterwards ; but in the case of federation
we cannot alter or amend that, if we pass
the Bill.

MR. ILLINOWOETH: YOU want Mr.
Ewing's Divorce Bill.

THE PREMIER: Divorce is out of the
question in this case, for there is no
getting out of the union if we once enter
into a federal marriage. Are we to act
like reasonable people, ad investigate the
bearings of this Bill, or are we to follow
the jack-in-the-box enthusiasts, who tell
us we must not stop to consider or investi-
gate, but must go headlong into this
bargainP As I have said, if we gave a
year to the examination of the Bill, it
would be better to spend that time than
to rush headlong into a6 bargain which may
do injury to this colony for a generation.
And are we to be guided in this matter
byv those who, when they bad an oppor-
tunity, the greatest possible opportunity,
of doing something to throw light upon
this measure by giving that Convention
the benefit of their knowledge and ex-
perience-are we to be guided by those
who, when they had that opportunity,
did nothing? Thbat is what I want to ask.

MR. JAMES: The anti-federalists were
the very men who, at the Convention,
said nothing in opposition to the Bill.

TuE PREMIER: And what is the
position of this hon. member who had an

opportunity and did nothing, as I will
show directlyP What does he advise?

i Why, he advises us to pledge ourselves
now- right off," and afterwards to
inquire into the matter.

MR. JAMES: That is misrepresenta-
tion.

THE PREMIER: I ask, what neces-
sity is there for us to pledge ourselves
now ? He is a very foolish man who
pledges himself before lie is called on to
do so. We do not so act in every-day
life. We leave the pledging to the last
moment. We negotiate first, and make
up our minds; and, having made up our
minds-having all the information before
us-then we pledge Ow-selves to the
course we think best to follow. Shall we
not be aeting reasonably if we decline to
follow the advice of a gentleman who sat
for three or four months amongst the
best men in Australia, and who, accord-
ing to his own statement, only spoke
twice P-who sat for several weeks at the
Convention in Melbourne and never spoke
at all? When we came to the crucial
point, when we camne to the last sitting,
when we got to close quarters, when the
interests of each colony had to be fought
inch by inch, when the decision was near
at hand, we have it from the hon.
member that he never opened his month.

Mt. JAMES: Wha~t did the others doF
THE PREMIER: Never mind about

the others. I am talking about the hon.
member.

MA. JAMES: Be fair, and talk all round.
THE PREMIER: And I have also

taken the trouble to look up how many
divisions there were at the M elbourne
Convention. There were 81 divisions,
and from 62 of those divisions the hon.
member was absent: Athere were only 19
divisions in which he voted, and in 8 out
of the 19 be voted against me; and he
went away from Melbourne three weeks
before the Convention was over, quite
disgusted with the turn things had taken.
He felt, as he told the people when he re-
turned home, that there was no use what-
ever in Western Australia having any
idea of entering this federation; that the
terms would not suit us. Therefore, he
came away. Although he was elected,
and had very much desired to be elected to
be a representative of this Parliament at
that Convention, after gaining what he
desired, after being a member of that Con-
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vention, he came away; be camne home
three weeks before the Convention was
over, thoroughly disgusted with the turn
things had taken, and expressing hinself
on his return to the effect that the Con-
stitution, as it was being framed, would
not at all suit Western Australia.

MR. Jnrss: That is exactly what von
say 18 months after I said it.

THE PREMIER: If that is the sort of
man we are going to follow, I think we
will do very mischievous work. I think
we had better be careful not to follow a
man who went away from his work three
weeks before it was over, at the very
time when all his influence should have
been exerted to try to do the best lie
could for his country. With regard to
the speech of the member for Albany
(Mr. Leake). I do not wish to say much
against it, because the bon. member,
though sometimes fair and reasonable,
is generally tinged with opposition: the
hon. member cannot always forget that
there are times when you can fling
opposition awa 'y altogether, and deal with
a matter on its merits. I do not mean to
say the hon. member is ungenerous; but
sometimes lie certainly tinges his remarks
with the fact that he is leader of the Oppo-
sition. After listening, however, to the
member for East Perth (Mr. James) the
other evening-an hon. member with that
fluency of words, which fluent words I re-
gret to have to say are his worst enemy,
for they lead him into an immense amount
of trouble-after listening to the member
for East Perth, it was a relief, I am sure,
to myself and doubtless to everyone else
in this House to bear the speech of the
member for North-East Coolgardie (Mr.
Vosper). The manner of the lion.
member's speech was exemplary; and
the matter of it I can only describe as
most excellent. He knew his subjcet.
He was not talking about a question that
he had not thought out and tried to
understand. He appreciated the difficulty
and he understood the responsibility that
were before him and before this Rouse;
and there was one thing I liked more
than the matter, which as I said before
was excellent, and that was the indepen-
dence of thought, the high sense of
responsibility, and the expressed deter-
nination to do his duty at all hazards,
which I should like every one of us to
emulate in this Assembly. Those qualifi-

cations of that excellent speech were
altogether absent from the fluency
of wvords of the member for East Perth;
but the member for North-East Cool-
gardie, by that speech which he made
the other evening, has earned his right to
be a member of the proposed select com-
mittee, if we appoint one, as I am sure
we will do; and niy vote, if I have an
opportunity of giving it, I shall certainly
have very much pleasiu-e in recording in

Ihis favour. He has made it evident to
us that lie has studied this question, and

tt he will bring an independent mind
tberupon it. I am all the more

plear to make these observations
b~ecause, asyou all know, the hon. mem-
bet- and I have not always the same ideas ;
but Ilam very glad when I have an op-
portunity of giving honour where honour
is due. Moreover, we must remember
that the hon. member is not a West
Australian, that he is not bound to this

Icountry in the way in which one would
expect the member for East Perth to be
bound to it, by the ties of birth. But,
in my opinion, he showed far more pat-
riotism than the member for East Perth,
who desires to burk inquiry, and is not
satisfied or- willing that we should even
investigate this Bill.

A MEMBER: Rubbish.
MR. JnA-s: Gross misrepresentation.
THE PREMIER: I do not think it is

Irubbish. Read the amendment and you
will see. The amendment can only be
intended to burk inquiry, and to send
this Bill without any alteration to the
people, for them to say whether it shall
or shall not be accepted. Will the
hon. member say he does not want
thatP
I MR. JAm Es: I want the inquiry. Look
at the date in the amendment. Look at
the speech I made on the subject. I
want the people to get a chance of saying
" yes " or " no " to the Bill. If you
want the people to consider the Bill
with amendments, refer the amendments
separately. What do you want?

THE PREMIER: I want investigation,
and you do not want investigation. Yon
want this House to-night to pledge itself
to send this Bill to the people, however
inimical the Bill may be to the interests
of this country. You say: "I want yon
to pledge yourselves that von will send
this Bill, and nothing but7 this Bill, to
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the people; and upon their verdict let
the result depend."

MR. JAMES: Let the voters decide.
TnE PREMIER: Well, I say on the

contrary that, if it is proved b 'y this
select committee that this Bill is a bad
Bill, one that will injure this country, I
shall never lend my voice or my vote to
sending it anywhere-either to the people
or to anyone else. Let -us understand
one anoth~er; let us get to close quarters.
The hon. member says: "We will send
this Bill, and nothing but this Bill--it
does not matter how ad it is-to the
people: they shall decide. This Chamber
and another place shall abrogate their
functions, as if there were no Parliament
in this country." I have pointed that
out. a dozen timnes before, and I can only
imnigine that the object of the hon.
member is to defeat the Bill. That is
the only idea I can conceive about him;
because, as sure as T stand here, if this
Bill were sent to the people ais it is-and
that is the hon. member's desire, for
when I moved this motion he said so
over and over again, he said it at Cool-
gardie and wherever he spoke-if this
Bill were sent to the people in its present
fornm, there is nothing more certain than
that it would be defeated. Anid it would
not get to the people: it would not have
a chance of getting to the people, as it
will have if we inquire into it in a select
committee. I think I know something
about public matters in this colony, and
the feelings of members of Parliament;i
and I say that, if we sent this Bill as it
is to-night to another place, without in-
vestigation, without the report of the
proposed committee, then even if it got
through this House-which I do not
think it ever would-it certainly would
never become the law of this counitry.

ME. JAxrs: The samne result wvould
follow from the report of the committee.

THE PREMIER: I do not know that
it would: we shall see what the resultwill be. If to defeat this Bill be not the
object of the hon. member, I am at a loss
to know what his object is; because that
would be the result if he got Wis way? H le
can have no other object in trying to
baulic those who are tryfing to do their
best to have this matter investigated, and
to place this Bill before the country in
such a mjanner that the people will under-
stand it-in trying to balk those who

say that this Bill shall be investigated so
that we may know, if it is not for the in-
terests of this coluntry, in what way it is
not for our interests. The only other
object the hon, member can possibly have
is to place before the country those per-
sons who are desirous of having this
investigation, as persons who are trying
to defeat federation altogether. He Said
that at Boulder the other night.

Ma. JAMES; Quite right.
THE PREMIER: You had no right

ever to say so.
Ma. JAMS- Well, I do Say SO.
TEE PREMIER: I know you 4o

Ieverything that you ought not to do;
and there is no doubt about it, that most
ungenerous speech miade by the hon.
member behind my back, at Boulder, was
designed in order to raise derisive laughter
at my expense, and to place me, if he
could-and I have no doubt he did it to
some extent-in as bad a light as pos-

Isible before the people on the goldfields.
MR. Jamus: Not at all. I said what I

believed, and I say it again.
THn PREMIER: R e held me up

before the goldffields electors as one who
distrusts the people, one who will not
trust the people, and who will not let
them decide this great question irrespec-
tive of what Parliament may say. Be-
cause we are cautious, because we desire
investigation, because we demand inquiry,

Ibecause we want to protect the interests
of this country, we are to he toldl that
our object is to defeat federation, anid
that we distrust the people of the colony.
I. ask hon. members not to trust such an
unreliable guide as the member for East.
Perth. He is a protectionist, we all

Iknow, when it suits him; he is a free-
trader, when it suits himin; he is an anti -
federalist, when it suits him; he is a

Ifederalist, when the spirit moves hint
MR. JxmEs: A good, progressive de-

velopinent, is it not?
THE PEMIER: He was not a

federalist when he had the great chance
of hiis life, when he had the responsibility

Iof protecting his native country at Met
bornne; then "he was not a federalist. Ile
turned his hack and came home three
weeks before the work was ended.

MaE. J AESs: That is what you are doing
18 months afterwards.

THE PREMIER: I have only one more
word to say. I commend this motion of
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mine to hon. members. I ask them to
support the motion, because I know that,
4f the cause is good, nothing will be lost
by its being carefully inquired into, by
its being thoroughly investigated. We
will all gain knowledge, every One
of us, and the people of the country
will be instructed. And finally, I feel
certain of this, that we are not going
to flinch in doing our duty; that we
will be, I am sure, unmindful of every-
thing but what is best for Western Aus-
tralia.

Mat. GREGORY (North Coolgardie):
My reason for seconding the amendment
was to endeavour to get an expression of
opinion from the House as to whether the
Bill ought to be placed before the people
of Western Australia. From what I can
see of the action of the Premier, every
effort is being made to swam-p federation,
or to make it as late as possible, by
sending the question to a select committee,
whose recommendations will be such that
there will be no chance of Parliament
referring the Bill to the people this session.
An Enabling Bill ought to be introduced
at once for discussion in the House.
There may be a, great many knotty points
to consider, and reasons could be brought
forward in debate showing whether the
Federal Bill is good or otherwise for
Western Australia. If it be shown
there is danger in the Bill for this colony,
I do not think many members will be
found to vote for it, and if the Premier
knows of any danger, it is his duity to tell
us where the danger is. He has attended
all the federal conventions, and gone corn-
prehensively into the subject: and there
is no doubt that the Premier'at one time
was in favour of Western Australia join-
ing the other colonies, and he was bound
by the resolution affirming that the
Premiers were of opinion that after New
South Wales had accepted the constitu.-
tion, it should be submitted to the people
of the other colonies.

Tn PnmyIRII: To this Parliamnt.
MR. GREGORY: To the Parliament

for reference to the electors. Hon. mOrembers
need not go f urther than the clause which
says:

The Premniers are also of opinion that it is
desirable that the decision of a majority of
the electors voting in each colony should be
sufficient for the acceptance or rejection of the
Bill.

To speak of the word "1desirable," as the
Premier has done, is simply a quibble on
his part. [SEVERAL MxkNBsa-: No, no.]
It is a. quibble, most decidedly, and the
signature of the Premier is a definite
promise that when Parliament met an
Enabling -Bill would be brought in, and
the constitution submitted to the people.
What we want to know. is whether the
Premier is willing to trust the people of
the colony or not; and the vote on the
amendment will give us the information
whether Parliament will trust the people,
or will arrogate all the power to them-
selves.

THE Panimrmn: That is good.
MR. GREGORY: It is a question

whether this Parliament is representative
of the people. In Melbourne the Premier
said he did not bind this colony or this
Parliament; and I think " our cat is
getting a very big tail." TV le Premier
can only tell us what he thinks, and we

jlisten to him with great pleasure, and an
amount of respect; butvthat we want to
find out is where the danger is in federa-
tion. That we want to know at once, so
that the Premier may not get out of his

Itrouble by means of a select committee.
IThat is the object in view, and for that
reason I hope the amendment will be
carried.

Mu. MITCHELL (Murchison): It
seems to me that this is not a question of
federation or no federation, but a question
as to whether the Federal Bill shall be
submitted to a joint select committee;
and surely no ono can reasonably object
to the latter proposal. If the mnotion be
carried, time will be given for considera-
tion, and I -see no reason why this matter
should be hurried. The member for
Wellington (Hon. H. W. Venn) told us
just now that there was not a Bill before
the House, but only a piece of paper; and
if there is no Bill, we have nothing to deal
with. If we have no Bill, and if we are
not to be allowed to alter at Bill which
mar, be introduced-and I gather from
Mr. Reid's telegram that it would be
useless to endeavour to make any amend-
ment in the Bill-the best thing, if the
measure is not a suitable one, would
be to throw it, out at once, and have
done with federation. There is no reason
whatever why the motion should not
he carried, and the Bill go to a select
committee, with whose reoed we can

r SSETABLY.I.LA to Refer to Committee.



Commonea~t Bll: 25 Jtn,rY, 1899.] to Refer to Comtntee. 49

deal when it comes before the House.
It is not for a select committee to say
that we shall or shall not federate, hut
simply to gather evidence pro and con,
and I for one shall support the motion.
I may say that I have been absent from
the last three sittings of the House, and I
am not qnite familiar with what has
been said or done, but I gather that the
motion proposes to send the Bill to a,
joint select conmmittee of both Houses,
and I quite agree that this should be done.

MR. RSON (South Murchison): I
have already made a few remarks on the
original motion, and I therefore pro-
pose to confine myself to the amendment.
When the motion was submitted by the
Premier, there were objections raised by
certain members to referring the Draft
Commonwealth Bill to a select committee,
and those objections were openly and
somewhat forcibly stated. [But I take it
the mover of the amendment does not
join in these objections, and cannot
object to a select conmnittee, because his
amendment carries out the original
motion. He is quite willing that this
Bill should. be referred to a select
committee, but he seeks by the amnend-
ment to provide that the Draft Common-
wealth Bill, the Bill now before the
Rouse, Shall be referred to the electors
not later than February next. That, if
it mean anything, means that the Bill, as
submitted to us, shall go to the people-
that this Bill, without an~y alteration or
comment by this House, shall, as it
stands, go to the electors of the colony,
and that with themi only shall rest the
question.

MR,. Vospms: I do not see that that is
the affect of the amendment, which is a
mere promise for a. referendum.

Mrs. RASON: The amendment pro-
poses that the Bill, that is the Draft
Bill as amended at the Premiers' Con-
ference, shall go the people. That means
the particular Draft Bill before the
House, and no other, and it will be im-
possible to submit to the people a. Bill
with any suggestion or suggested altera-
tions either from this House or from
another place. The amendment means,
if it means anything, that this Bill, and
this Bill only, must be submitted to the.
people-

Mn. JAMEss: What other Bill do we
know of at present ?

Mr.. RASON: The mnember for East,
Perth (Mr. James) is quite willing that
the question should be inquired into by a
select committee; but if this Bill, and no
other, without any alteration or sugges-
tion. of alteration, is to go to the people,
what is the good, either of inquiry by
a. select committee, or discuss ion in this
House or another place'?

Mn. EWING: Does the amendment sarv
the Bill shall not be amended ?

MR. MORAN: Certainly.
MR. RASON: The amendment provider,

that the Draft Bill as amended, which is
the Bill before us now, shall be submitted
to the people not later than February
next. Those who vote for the amendment
distinctly pledge themselves that the Bill
now before -us shall1 be submitted to the
electors without any alteration, or sugges-
tion of alteration.

MR. VosERn: The amendment itself
does not exactly say that, but it does say
so in contort with the original motion.

Mn. RASON: That is so, and the
amendment is tacked on to the original
motion.

Mn. LilARE: ft is interpolated.
Ma. RASON: I think I am correct in

saying that if the amendment be carried
as iuterpolated, those who vote for it
pledge themselves to submit the Draft.
Bill as it stands to the electors of the
colon-y. Ts that the wish of the House?
If so, I take it there is no need for a
select committee, or for any discussion
at all, because neither Would be of the
slightest good, ins smuch as by the amend-
mnent we pledge ourselves to submit this
particular Bill and this Bill only to
the electors. That, being so, I cannot
think that anyone who desires inquiry
can possibly vote for the amendment.

At 6830 the DEPUTY SPEAKER left the
Chair.

At 7'80, Chair resumed.

Mit. WILSON (Canning):- Before the
adjournment, I regret to say that we
b ad another exhibition of the offensive

Imannler in which the Premier generally
Itreats those members who are opposed to
him. It is only necessary for any mnem-
ber to dare to get up in his place and op-
pose the views of the right hon. gentle-
max, and that member is pretty sure to
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be met with a torrent of personal abuse
and gross misrepresentation. I cannot
help but refer to this, and I regret it ex-
ceedingly, because I do not think the
right bon. gentleman has ay right to
call members " traitors," " unpatriotic.'

THE PREMIER: I never said "trai-
tors."

MR. WILSON: He has no right to
descend to personal abuse because some
members happen to disagree with him in
the opinion which he advances. The
Premier accuses the member for East
Perth (Mr. James) of wishing to defeat
this Bill, because that lion. member has
had the temerity to oppose the reference
of the Bill to a select committee; and the
Premier also said the hon. member
wished to burk discussion, whereas I
maintain that it is the Premier who
wishes to burl- discussion, because the
action of the member for East Perth on
this question has been to encourage dis-
cussion in every way possible.

THE PREMIER: To " burk inquiry," I
said.

MR. WILSON: A distinction without
a difference. And because I agree with
the member for East Perth That this
measure will be better discussed on the
floor of the House than in a select com-
mnittee, and that we will have a more full
inquiry and get a better grasp and a
better knowledge of the subject than by
referring it to a select committee, I sup-
pose I also am " unpatriotic'" and do not
wish for the federation of Australia, or
it may be said I am arguing so that the
people may not give a 0decision on the
matter. The Premier is in an unen-
viable position, one in which no other
hon. member would care to be in to-
night; but I should like to remind him
that he has made that position for him-
self. He wants the views of the people,
he says, on this measure. That is exactly
what we are aming at and fighting for.
I maintain that no select committee th at
may inquire into this Bill as it stands
can possibly give us the views of the
people on the measure; and the only
way to get the views of the people on
the gr-eat question of federation is to
submit the Bill to them and let them
accept or reject it. In submitting it, will
the right hon. gentleman follow the ex-
ample of the Premer of New South Wales?
If the Premier is now honestly opposed

to the terms of federation, let him submit
the Bill to the people of Western Austra-
lia, and let him go himself on the hustings
and state his objections to it, and advise
the people to reject the Bill. That is
the right position for Ima to take, and
not to shelve this measure, as I con-
clude he does, by taking the course
now proposed. Isay he isnot inearnest
in his expressed opinion that the Bill
should be submitted to the people.
The Premier has openly stated to-night,
in very forcible language, that he does
not see why this country should be ruined
by this Commonwealth Bil, and that
therefore the Bfi ought to be submitted
to a select committee. I want to let hon.
members clearly understanid, and I also
want the people of Western Australia to
clearly understand, that I do not care
whether this measure is submitted to a
select committee or not; I do not care
whether this House passes the Bill as it
is now, or amnends it, if they can amend
it; I do not care whether this country

acpsfederation or rejects it; but that
feeaindoes not mean ruination for

Western Australia.
THE PREMIER: I have never said it

did.
Me. JAMEs: That is the inference from

what you said.
THE PREMIER: I do not want infer-

ences; I want what I said.
MR. JAmEs: You never speak out

"straight."
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Ma. WILSON: The right hon. gentle-

man said. he was afraid the Bill would
mean run to WVestern Australia if
accepted by the people; but I will tell
him to-night that which he ought to
know by his past experience, that whether
we accept it or reject it-and I do not

icare which we do-it will not bring ruin
to Western Australia.

MR. MITCHELL: That is a matter of
opinion.

MR. WILSON: Let us examine for
a moment the right lion, gentleman's
position. For eight years, I think, he
has been engaged in discussing this
momentous question. At least eight
years ago he attended the first Federal
Convention; and he boasts that he has
attended every Convention held since;
and last year he made a speech in St.
George's Hall to a crowded audience, a
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speech which we were all proud to hear.
a speech ini which he strongly advocated
the cause of federation, and in which lie
never pointed out any of those objection-
able matters which he has just brought
before us. We were proud of that speech;
and the only people who were not proud
of it were the pessimists and the croakers,
of whom we are always hearing in West-
ern Australia.

Mn. ILLINGWOETH: Ohi, they are dead
nkow.

MnR. WILSON: Early this year the
Premier attended the Conference of Pre-
miders in Melbourne. There the whole
question was threshed out; an agreement
was drafted which he now wishes. to inter-
pret in a way different from that in which
it reads to every member of this Rouse.
He put his signature to that agreement,
and he now comes here and tells us that
agreement does not mean what it decidedly
implies in the English language-that it
does not mean what it plainly implies,
and he wishes to go back on it. Strong
exception has been taken to the ac' ion of
the Premier of New South Wales in
daring to telegraph to Perth and to dic-
tate to us, as the member for North-
East Coolgardie said.

'MR. HREL Iua Quite right.
Maz. WILSON:- That hon. member

said the Premier of New South Wales
was dictating to us by telling us that we
must accept federation at his price, or it
would be the worse for us hereafter. Now
I say, with all due respect to the opinions
of our Premier, that Mr. Reid was per-
fectly justified in wiring to Perth in the
namnes of the Premiers of the other colo-
nies, pointing out to the right hon.
gentleman that he had entered into an
agreement whereby he undertook to sub-
mit this measure to Parliament, so that
it mighit be referred to the people, and
asking him to stand by that agreement.

Mn. SAmzs: Hear, hear.
Mn. WILSON: Our Premier talks

very glibly about trickery and dodgery,
and accuses the leader of the Opposition
of trickery in all his movements; but the
right 'hon. gentlemani is, to my mind, a
past-master of the art. What is all this
fuss about ? Why has the P1remier made
such a change, and why h as he once
more "turned turtle," as he is always
doing? I cannot understand it. I can-
not understand how it is, except that it is

1a political move, and that he wishes to
Ishelve this important question of federa-
Ition once and for all. The attempt was
first made in the Governor's Speech,
where it was said that the question of
federation would be submitted to Parlia-
ment after all the other colonies, including

IQueensland, had accepted it. Then the
Premier comes down here after pressure
is brought to bear upon him, and wishes
to refer the matter to a select committee,
and in that idea he is backed up by the
member for the Ashburton (Hon. S. Burt),
who wants more light.; wants to know all
about it; cannot understand the measure.
Well, that is begging the question

Ialtogether; for if there is one member of
this House who ought to understand all
about the Bill, who ought easily to grasp
the provisions of a measure of this kind,
it is the member for the Ashbiurton,; and it
seems to me that the request of the mem-
bers who are following the member for
East Perth in this matter-that we shall
have free, full, and open discussion-is a
reasonable request, and one that should
meet with the support of the Government.

I The debate on this question, although it
has somewhat departed from the terms of
the motion and of the amendmrent, has
certainly been an education so far as it
has gone. It has educated me, and I have
no doubt it has educated other members,
to the fact that sonic members of this
House can " turn turtle " whenever they
think proper, and that they can also con-
sider, at the same time, that they are
patriotic in so doing. I 'want to know what
all the trouble is about; I want to know
why our Premier cannot stand by the
bargain made at the Premiers' Confer-
ence; I want to know why he cannot
bring down an Enabling Bill to this House
at once; I want to know why he cannot
allow us to discuss the provisions of that
Bill and to voice our opinions as freely as
'he voices his own; and why he wants to
refer this matter to a select committee so
that it may be hnig up till the 4th of
September, when we shall have to start
all our work over again. J can only
come to the conclusion that it is not the
question of the transcontinental railway,
which he has made so much of: it is the
mnatter of revenue; anad I think that I
hit the nail on the head when I say that
the Premier is afraid, and that his G3ov-
erment are afraid too, that federation
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will wnean a, loss of revenue; and there-
fore lie and they are anxious to shelve the
question and to delay the measure as lonkg
as possible.

MR. MITCHELL: That would be a very
good reason, would it not ?

THE PREMIER:- Yes; a very good
reason, I think.

Ma. WILSON: I do not think it ab
good reason at all. I maintain that the
right bon, gentleman has had far too
much revenue to play with and to squan-
der in the past, and that the sooner his
revenueis broughtdown to a normal figure
the better, so that hie will not be able to
continue dragging a revenue out of
people at the rate of £20 per head,
as he has been doing till within the
last year or two. The thing is ab-
surd; it is preposterous; it cannot be
expected to go on; and, if the Premnier is
going to expend his power in trying to
continue to extort that revenue from the
people of this country, he is doing the
greatest injury to this country that any
man could possibly do. To hack up the
Premier's opinions, we have had the Gov-
ernment Actuary trotted out. That
officer is " put on to the job," sand lie has
to go into figures so as to bowl us8 all out,
and to show that if we enter into federa-
tion. it means ruination to Western
Australia. I do not care how many
actuaries are set to work on this question7;
I do not care how niany million figures
are brought before us, or how many cal-
culations are put on the table; it will not
alter the main principles of the iuove-
went; and I want, if possible, to lay
these down clearly and distinctly to-night,
as they appear to me. The first principle
is this, that there can he no loss to any,
State of the Commonwealth except that
State's proportion of the cost of the
Federal Government. I lay that down as
the first principle. The second is that
reduction of revenue does not mnean loss.
If the money he in the pockets of the
people, it cannot represent a loss to the
country. And the third point is this great
principle, that no miatter whether we
federate. or whether we do not, sooner or
later the right hon. gentleman w-il have
to face the question of a. reduced customs
revenue. As soon as the local supply
equals the demand, he is bound to lose
the revenue accruing fromt the customs.
What dnes the Government Actuary lay

before us in the first instance? I want
briefly to analy se a few of the figures, just
to 4bhow that no real reliance can be placed
upon figures which have evidently been
gathered together with one object, that
object being to discredit the federal
mnovemnat.

THE PREMIER: That is most unfair
and ungenerous to a professional man.

MR. WILSON: I am not attackiug
-the professional man. He is the servant
of the Government, and I believe that
these figures have been compiled by the
instruction aind b)y the direction of the
Premier.

THE PREMIER: Absolutely false!
MR. WILSON: On page 4 of his

report the Government Actuary tries to
prove that the cost of the Federal
Government to Western Australia will be
£Q33.500 per annum, or 4s. Id. per head.

i These figures are deduced from a table,
table C on page 5. I wish hon. members
wvould kindly follow me in these figures,
because they take some following anid
some grasping. If you look at the item
IINew Expenditure" on page 5-that is,

expenditure on the new services of the
Commonwealth Government-you will
find that the Actuary states such expendi-
tine at £744,000 per annumn; but in that

Isum he includes £300,000 interest on
Ifederal bonds created to compensate State
property taken over; and he includes 1
per cent. maintenance on the siame
property, amounting in all to £400,000.
Now what I want to point out is that
this is a wrong basis to go on. If the
Federal Government take over all the
liabilities to the extent of ten millions-
that is the joint liability of the States-.
wve are relieved (if the cost of th at liability,
which we pay at the present time; there-
fore von cannot fairly say that that is an
additional c ost to the Federal Govern-
nient. In othmer words, at the present
time we pay this interest on the debt
which it is proposed that the Federal
Governmaent shall take over and pay for
the future. Therefore it is not an in-
creased expense; for it reduces that item
down to a sum of less than 2s. per head,
which rate has, I believe, been mentioned
by the member for East Perth as our
p roportion of the cost of the Federal

ivemnment-something like £17,000
in -all. That, I take it, is beyond
doubt. On page 10 of this report
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we have table K, which shows the loss
each year, as it is called, the loss to
Western Australia by joining federation.
It begins in the first year with an in-
crease-a profit of X9.500; for the second
year it shows a loss of £2150,000, and so
on year after year until we arrive at
£2333,000 as the loss to~ Western Austra-
ia for the sixth year. I have shown that
on page 4 the Actuary puts down the cost
of the Federal Government to Western
Australia, in each year before uniform
duties, as £233,500 per annum; and
though I dispute these figures and say
they are wrong, yet, if we -admit them for
the sake of argument, we wvill perceive
that the Actuary takes no account of the
difference between £33,500 per annum
and the one-fourth of the customs revenue
which is to he detained by the Federal
Parliament, the surplus of which revenue
must be returned to Western Australia.
If you admit the principle that the cost
to Western Australia can only be this
colony's proportion of the cost of the
Federal Government, then I take it you
must admit that this table K in the re-
port, showing the loss to Western Aus-
tralia, is inaccurate, inasmuch as the
balance of the customs revenue must
be returned to Western Australia. I
hope hon. members follow me there.
Before leaving the figures, I may say the
result of my argument, which I maintain
is unassailable, is that in the first year
we shall gain, according to the Govern-
mnent Actuary's figures, some 1239,000,
aud in the second year £25,000, while in
the third year we shall lose £35,000, and
in the fourth year £295,000, in the fifth
year £156,000, and in the sixth year
£2217,000. That is presuming my argu-
ment is correct, and I say it is correct.
Taking table 0, I want to show at vital
inaccuracy, to which I have had my
attention drawn by Mr. Matheson, M.L.
In this table the Government Actuar~y
brings forth figures which show that the
balauce of total customs and excise re-
venue retained by the Commonwealth
will he.£1,710,000, and that this will he
required by the Federal Government to
carry on with; and front this he deduces
that we must have a customs tariff which
will produce something over £27,181,000.
1 want to show where the actuary is inac-
curate in that. If hon. members will follow
the figures, they will find that £1,710,000

includes a sum of £2233,000, the cost of
collecting the whole of the customs re-
venue throughout the federated colonies.
The actuary has evidently multiplied the
balance of £1,710,000 by four -the three-
fourths, which is returnable to the differ-
ent States, and the one-fourth which the
Federal Government retains--making a
total of over £6,000,000, and then he has
added £233,000 to that sum, to make up
the total of £7,073,000, which he states
the Federal Government will extract from
the customs.

TEE PREMIER: The Federal Govern-
iment will want more than that.

Mr. WILSON: I want to prove that
the Federal Government will not want
more, but less. The correct method is to
deduct the S233,000 from the.£1,710,000,
and multiply the result by four, which
gives the total of £5,908,000; then to
add the cost of collection, namely,
£233,000 ; and the result is the customs
revenue of £6,141,000, which is all
that is required under these figures.

THE PREMIER: It is generally admitted
in all the other colonies that the Federal
Government wrill want an eight-million
tariff.

Ma. WILSON: I am. not arguing
what is generally admitted, but I am

going on the figures placed before us by
the Government Actuary.

THE PREMIER: The Government Actu-
ary does not under-state, the case.

MR. WILSON: It is not an under-
statement, butt a miscalculation.

THE PREMIE: You have not read the
clause aright, perhaps.

MR. WILSON: I thought I could read.
THE PKExiEE: Read the " Braddon

clause," as you call it, and see.
Ma. WILSON: I ani dealing now

with the Government Actuary's report,
and he goes on to prove that Western
Australia is going to lose money. That,
I take it, is the basis of the Premier's
opposition to federation.

THE PsREM: There are two or three
constructions to be placed on Clause 87,
known as the " Braddon clause."

Mn. WVILSON: Exactly; and when
the Premier places his construction befor-e
me, I shall be prepared to consider it and
to debate it if necessary. At present I
am putting my construction on the
Actuar~y's figures. and I say the figures
are wrong.
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THE PREMIER: The Actuary has
placed a different construction on Clause
87 from what you do.

ME. WILSON: I am not speaking of
that. Why does the Premier not get up
and prove that my contenition is wrong.
If the figures are worked out, it will be
seen that it is impossible to prove the
Government Actuary right.

THE PREMIER: Well, we say the matter
wants investigation.

MR. WILSON: I think I have suffi-
ciently shown that the Actuaryv's report,
which is supposed to convince us that we
shall lose enormously by federation-in
fact, according to the Premier it shows
we shall be ruined if we accept federa-
tior-

THfl PREMIER: I did not say anything
of the sort.

Mn. WILSON: If the Premier sayvs
he did not express that opinion, I must
accept his statement; but I certainly
understood him to say that he was afraid
federation would mean ruination to
Western Australia.

THRE PREMIER: I am sure I did not
say so.

MR. WILSON: And that, therefore,
he courted inquiry' by a select committee.
The cause of his fear, if he dloes fear
federation, is this national statement
drawn up by the Government Actuary,
and which I have proved, in my brief re-
marks, to be wrong; but I take it, or at
least I hope, that what I have said has re-
moved any fear the Premier may entertain.
But I will now leave figures, which at any
time are difficult to listen to. It has~
been stated, I think by the member for
North-East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper).
who is in favour of the motion and of
delay, that the people of Western Aus-
tralia should have the same right and
power of amendment as the people of
New South Wales.

MR. MITCHELL: They ought to have,
at any rate.

MR. WILSON ; And I am quite
prepared to give the people of Western
Australia that right. How did the people
of New South Wales exercise the right of
amendment ? They, exercised it byhabving
the Bill submitted to them for acceptance
or rejection ; that is how they amended
the Commonwealth Bill in Nfew South
Wales at the first ref erendumi. The
Premier went on to the hustings and said

" Here is the Bill, I advise you to reject
it, because it does not suit New South
Wales," and the people did reject it.
Then Mr. Reid set to work to negotiate
with the other Premiers, and had the Bill
amended to suit his colony. That is the
line that ought to be adopted in Western
Australia by the Premier. Let the Bill
go before the people, and let the Premier
go before the people and tell them that
unless there be a transcontinental railway
Western Australia will be ruined by
federation. Let him go before the
people with these figures, amd tell them
that if wye join federation we shall
be muined, and advise the people to reject
the Bill. If the people throw out the
Bill, well and good; we shall have
done our duty. I shall go before the
people and tell them that, in my opinion,
ruination will not follow our joining
federation, but that the possibilities are
we shall gain an immense advantage. Of
course, the people may believe the Pre-
mier, and if they do they will be quite
right in throwing out the Bill, and then
we can set to work, if we have the power
and the other colonies will permit us, to
dictate terms on which we will enter
federation. A. great deal has been said in
the debate with regard to altering the
Commonwealth Bill by subuiitting amend-
ments to the Imperial Parliament, but I
nmaiutain, though of course I may be
wrong, that we shall have no power
whatever to amend the Bill in that way.
Federation is an accomplished fact, so far
as two or three of the other colonies are
concerned, and undoubtedly will very
shortly be an accomplished fact in Queens-
land and Tasmania ; sand I do not think
that any request to the Imperial Parlia-
ment for amendment of the Bill from this
Colony would receive consideration for a
moment. I do not see how the Imperial
Parliament could delay the federation of
the colonies which have accepted the Bill,
simply because Western Australia wishes
to impose additional terms. To my mind
the Enabling Bill, which ought to be
introduced at once, should set forth the
stipulations and conditions of the Gov-
ernment, and then we could debate the
question; and if the House pass an
Enabling Bill containing these amend-
ments, it can go before the people. One
of the stipulations might be the construc-
tion of the transcontinental railway, and
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the people could vote on the Bill as it is,
and also on the question of the railway,
and possibly on additional financial or
protectionist clauses if they wished.
Suroly these questions could be put to
the referendum, and there is no need to
say as the Premier has said, that none of
the Bill shall go to the people. The Pre.-
tuier "avs that if the select committee
do not report favourably -if they show
by their report that it would be injurious
for Western Australia. to accept the Bill
-bie would not allow it to go to the
people, and he hopes the House will not
allow it to go. That is a wrong attitude
to take up, because it is our bounden
duty to submit the Bill to the people of
Western Australia. Along with the
measure, let there be submitted any
alteration which the Parliament think
ought to be submitted, and let the people
veo and their decision be final.

THE PREMIER: Where has our con-
stitution gone to- overboard ?

MR. WILSON: The object of hon.
members who are spaking in favour of
debating the question at once, or at any
rate in favour of the amendment that
the question be submitted to the people
not later than February, is to get some
finality. We do not want the question
humbugged about any longer. We do
not want the question to be referred to
the committee, come before us, and then
be referred back and thrown out, or so
altered that it will not be worth baring.
We want some direct statement from the
Premier that he will keep his promise to
refer this matter to the people, and refer
it at a certain date. That is all we ask,
and surely the amendment is a proper
one whichi the Government might very
well accept. I hope the Premier will see
that it is in the interests of the country,
and in the interests of Parliament also,
that the amendment should be accepted,
and that there should be some finality on
the question, so that we may know what
course is going to be talken and that
within a reasonable time it will be sub-
mitted for the rejection or acceptance of
the people. I do not want to sit down
before admitting that I do see some
gave objections so far as the fiscal
clauses of the Commonwealth Bill are
concerned; and one great objection is
connected with the gradual reduction of
the customs tariff of this colony. AR I

understand the Bill, we have a, perfect

right to retain our existing duties, re-
ducing them 20 per cent. each year
over five years. If that be so, adl I
can say is that the proposal is almost
impracticable, because it will interfere
with our commerce and cause trade dis-
organisation, if at the end of each year
we have to bring our duties down 20 per
cent. That can be seen at once, because
it is patent on -the face of it. If mer-
chants and others who are importing
goods to Western Australia, know that
on the 31st December the duties will be
reduced one-fifth, trade will practically be
paralysed, because merchants will suspend
trade for the last two or three months
before the termination of the year, in
order to get rid of stocks on wvhich they
have paid full duty.

MR. VosrEa: And consequently increase
the price of commodities.

MR. WILSON: And increase the price
of commodities, no doubt. I can see
that this going on year after year will

*cause such a state of disorganisation in
trade and commercial circles that it would

*be better far to sweep away the duties at
once and enter into federation, putting
up with the reduced revenue which the
Premier says he is afraid of, and bringing
our expenses within our income. The only
question that app~eals to me very forcily
on this matter is as to whether the reduc-
tion of the duties would not increase our
population - whether federation would
attract many people to our shores, or
the reverse. I am strongly of opinion,
personally, that as soon as fe'deration is an
accomplished fact, and as soon as our
customs duties are reduced or swept away,
an enormous increase of population will
be caused. As I said before, we have got
the natural advantages of the country,
and there is nothing we can do here, and
there is no Bill we can pass in Parlia-
mnent, and no Commonwealth Bill that
could take those advantages away from
us; and, given easy conditions of liveli-
hood in this country, similar conditions
to those in the other colonies, wye can
come to no other conclusion than that
federation is bound to have the effect of
attracting population to our shores, and,
consequently, giving us the increased
prosperity which we all hope for.

MR. VOSPER: No rejection of the Bill
can take awaY our natural advantacres.
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MRs. WILSON: I have stated that
emphatically. 'The high cost of living,
with the high revenues and enormous
duties, certainly keep people away, as
they, have done in the past, and it is those
disadvantages I wish to see swept away.

MR. VOSPER: We can revive the fiscal
policy independently of federation.

MR. WILSON: in conclusion, I would
Like to say once more that I object to the
question being submitted to a select
committee, although I do not care much
so far as.I am concerned whether it is
submitted to a committee or not, so long
as a definite date is fixed on which it will
be submitted to the people. If we know
definitely it is going to be submitted to
the people in February, I am content to
sink all opposition to the select committee.
Let the Government have the select com-
mittee and get all the evidence they can,
by all means; but let us have also the
amendment, and have a date definitely
fixed when this great mneasure, which is
of such vital importance to every man,
woman, and child in the country, shall be
submitted to the people for their accept-
ance or rejection.

Tnxs ATTORNEY GENERA-L (Hon.
R. W. Pennefather): The amendment
moved by the member for East Perth
(Mr. James), which is interpolated, if
I may so describe it, in the motion,
does not, so far as I understand, object
in the least to the appointment of
the proposed select committee. But
the object of the amendment is cer-
tainly definite in one respect, namely,
that the Bill must be referred to the
people; and the consideration of this
proposition involves some veiny serious
constitutional difficulties which I am
sure the member for East Perth (Mr.
James) is fully aware of. If this House
passes the amendment, then no matter
what the report (if tile joint select coinit-
tee may be-and that is only by the way,
for there are higher conisiderations in-
volved-no matter what the deliberations
of the House may be, or whether thle
House should think this a Bill fraught
with evil consequ~ences to this colony and
ought not to be submitted to the people.
the House will have stultified itself.
Ron. members will agree with mec that
that is the natural inference to be drawn.
That being so, we, as members of Parlia-
mnent, ought to accelpt time responsibilit~y

which belongs to our position; and when a
measure is brought before the House, a
member must determine whether he will
do his duty, and deal with it as his
position entitles him to do, or whether he
lacks the moral cour~age to express the
representative opinion of his electors.
If once it is admitted that a member of
the Legislative Assemby' shall be per-
mitted to go back, so to speak, on his
responsibilit 'Y, and evade it by sending
the consideration of this question to the
electors, then he gets rid of a, large and
very onerous share of his duty as a
representative; because, if I may'say so,
that is a distinct violation of the rights
and privileges of this Chamber. Having
accepted the psition to represent your
electors, mind having a measnre such as
this put before you for consideration, then
instead of determining whether it is for
the good of the country that it shall pass
into law or not, you evade that responsi-
bility by sayring, " Let this Bill go to the
people: we will not take the responsi-
bility." If any member believes the refer-
endurn is the proper way to settle this
question, then I say the introduction of the
referendum into our constitutional system
is certainly an innovation in this colony.
if it comes about, and the referendum
has certainly been for the first time prac-
tised in any of the Australian colonies.
It is an invasion on the constitution; and
once you introduce that system, the great
danger to be apprehended is. will it stop
at such questions as this?

Ms. VesPER: I hope not.
Tax ATTORNEY GENERAL: Then

if you carry it to its logical sequence,
there may be times when you will have
mob rule in the country, when, instead of
having a deliberative Assembly to take, the
responsibility of discussing such a ques-
tion as this, you may get rid of the re-
sponsibility by sending the question to
be detennined by mob rule. Surely it is
a good thing for this country that we have
not got mob rule. It is said that the intro-
duction of thisamndment will improvetbe
motion in its effect, because it will give
to this House the opportunity of fully
discussing the principles of the Bill.
But the motion in itself provides for
that, because it provides that the select
committee must bring up their report not
later than the 5th of September next;
anid then, having got the report, it will be
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for this House to determine whether
it will adopt or reject that report. The
object therefore is that the select comn-
mnittee may be able to obtain evidence and
gather detailed information, smore par-
ticularly on the financial clauses of the
Bill, and by that means will we have ain
opportunity of perusing the evidence to
be laid on the table of the House. Then
will be the time to discuss, with full
knowledge, the pros and cons with refer-
ence to the constitution of the Common-
wealth. Because the Government pro-
pose to refer the Bill to a select corn-
inittee, it is said this is for the purpose
of evading discussion. On the contrary
I askc, and I do hope some lion. members
on the opposite side will bear this in
mind, where is the evidence that such is
the intention? If there had been any
limitation as to when the select committee
should bring up their report, there might
have been some ground. for that inference;
but inasmuch as that is not so, and in
view of the limitation of time, how can
the contention be mnaintainied ? I wish
to point out again that if we adopt the
amendment, no matter what consideratiou
hion. members may give to the Bill, no
matter what conclusion they may arrive
at as to whether the Bill is good, bad, or
indifferent, you must then, whether you
like it or not, pass the Bill on to the
people. I again urge lion. members to
reflect and ask, is this a wise thing to do?
Shall we not Undertake ourselves the
responsibility, having regard to the fact
that a general election is not far off, to
determine for ourselves whether this Bill
is good or not for the country '? If we
say it is not good. then every member
wilt be a traitor to his country if lie does
not accept the responsibjilitj and abide
by it. I was pained to hear mv friend
opposite, the member for the Canning
(Mr. Wilson), make a few observations
this evening which I am sure, on reflec-
tion, hie would not repent: for the lion.
member at the commencement of his
address imported heat into his argu-
mnent, which he does not generally
do, and I do not think he meant it;
but he did say one thing in the heat of
the moment that I am sure lie will be

sorr for, when be said the calculations
prepared by the Government Actuary
wer practicall y prepared under instruc-
tion from the Premier, to bring out a

certain state of things which was neces-
sary for the Premier's purpose. I think
the hion. member, on reflection, would not
make that statement a second time. It was
made in the heat of the moment, and I am
sure that, knowing as we do that be does
not generally make personal aspersions,
hie will be sorry now for what he said. I
do not know why it is that some members
in discussing this question do so wvith a
party element iii their speeches, for
although we all agreed that the party
element is to be entirely dissociated from
this discussion, yet somehowit first comes
tim idly forward, like the little mouse
beneath the petticoat, then retreats again,
and after a while conies out more boldly.
I dare say that, after all, it is only when
the heat of debate has reached a certain
pressure that remarks are made in that
spirit; and, on reflection, we all recognise
that so far as parties aire concerned this is
a question in which party considerations
are utterly immaterial, I maintain that,
in discussing this amendment, we have
to regard only the effect which the amend-
ment will have on the question before us.
If the Government chose to take advani-
tage of the literal meaning of this amend-
ment, they could delay the putting forth
of the referendumi till February next,
when this House would not be sitting.
and when the country would be on the
eve of a general election.

MR. ILLINGWOUTH: Perhaps.
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: There

is no doubt about it. If the House should
th in k, af ter members have fully discussed
the subject, that the referendum on the
Bill ought to be taken, and having got
the evidence from the select committee,
then this Chamber, and the other Chamn-
ber will make up their minds and deter-
mine whether the Bill shall go to the
people or not. But, in the terms of the
amendment, the House cannot take that
position. because this amendment will
determnine once for all, if carried, that so
far as this Chamber is concerned it cannot
reconsider the question, but must transmit
the Bill unaltered to the people for their
decision. I take it that every member of
this Chamber should accept the re-
sponsibility of the position lie occu-
pies. by dletermining for himself, as
representing his constituency, whether
the Bill ought to go to the people or
not.
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Mn. OTJDHAM (North Perth): I do
not intend to occupy wore than a few
minutes, for the reason that the Govern-
ment have intimated their intention of
bringing down a considerable number of
measures which are of a character that
the people have been long clamouring
for ; therefore it is my earnest desire to
see those measures placed on the statute
book. I am going to support the amend-
ment, and my reasons are that the
difference between the course proposed
by the Government and that proposed by
the member for East Perth, is that the
course proposed b 'y the Government will
mean that, if this Bill ever does get to
the people, it will be in the shape not of
a referendum on the Bill as presented to
us now, but will become a party question
at the next general election. If that
course be adopted, we shall have the Bill
referred to a select committee; and it is
questionable whether the time fixed for
the select committee to present its re-
port will not be extended by this House.
It seems to me that the probabilities are
that the time will be extended, because if
I remember aright the Premier said to-
night that it was almost impossi ble for us
to discuss this measure inside of twelve
mnonths.

THfE PREMIER: 1 did not say that. I
said it would be better to spend twelve
months on it, than make a, great mnistake.

Mn. GILDHAM: I placed a literal
construction on the Premier's expression,
just as I did on the agreement he came
to with the other Premiers ; but I sup-
pose lie wishes me to read between the
lines of his remarks this evening as he
also wishes, the country to read between
the lines of the agreement he made with
the other Premiers. If this amendment
is carried it will mean that this Bill will
go to the people entirely free from any
outside issues; that it will not he mixed
up with questions as to whether one hoa.
member is in 'favour of the Forrest
Ministry or whether he is an Oppo-
sitionist, but that the Bill will be entirely
free from any shadow of party politics,
and I think that is the object every
member who has a seat in this House
ought to have in view in sending the Bill
to the people. T was much struck by the
remarks of the Premier with regard to
his attitude on the referendum, and he
-was followed in the same strain by the

Attorney General. The Premier said,
" If I believe the Bill is detrimental to
the interests of the people of this colony,
I will take good care, as far as I am con-
cerned, that it does not go to the people."
Well, that is a pretty rough answer.
First of all we have to agree that the Bill
is a good Bill before we send it to the
people; or, in the words of the Attorney,
General, we are traitors to the people. I
wonder why that argument did not strike
hon. gentlemen on the front Ministerial
bench when they proposed to send to
the people the question of payment of
members.

THE@ Pnnnniin: Not for their decision.
Mn. OTLDHAM: Thien what do you

wish for ?
THE: P.REMIER: To have an expression

of opinion: a very different thing alto-
gether.

MR. OLDHAM: T am surprised at
the line the right hon. gentlemn takes.
We want him to adopt the same principle
again, and to send this Bill for an ex-
pression of opinion by the people. Will
the right lion, gentleman do thate

MR. JAMES: Hie is busy.
MR. OLDHAM: Will the right lion.

gentleman do ini this case just as he
says he will do in the other case, send
this Commonwealth Bill to the people,
not for their decision, but for an expres-
sion of opinion? Is he prepared to do
that? We see now what the object of
the right hon. gentleman. is; and surely
the people of the country are practically
satisfied now as to what is the Premier's
attitude on the question of federation, for
I do not believe lie has the slightest in-
tention to support federation.

THE PREMIER:- Axe you in favour of
it ?

MR. OLDHAM: No. I am not in fav-
our of it. I believe this Bill is one of the
worst that was ever conceived; that it is
one of the worst Bills ever put before
sensible people for their adoption.

THE PREMIER: Then you will vote for
my motion.

"Mn. OLJDHAM, I shall certainly not
do anything of the kind. I am going to
vote for sending this Bill to the people,
and that is the only principle that ought
to have been introduced into this discus-
sion from first to last. We should have
nothing to do with federation at the
present time.

[ASSEMBLY.] to Befe?. to Committee.
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THE PREMIER: We do not agree.
MR. OLDHAM: I do not suppose we

ever shall agree; hut what I want to know
is, why the right hon. gentleman is not
honest, and why he does not take the
people Of this country into his confidence.
If this is a bad Bill, if it is going to
bring ruin and disaster upon the country,
why does he not arise with all the weight
of his great influence, and tell the people
of the colony that it is a bad Bill, and
advise them not to vote for it ? I
believe if he did that, if he expressed that
opinion boldly, he would be followed by
a far greater number of people than will
support him in the course he is at present
pursuing.

MRt. HiOHAM: The select committee is
going to do that.

MR. OLDHA.M: What is the use of
talking about a select committee? The
hon. member thoroughly understands that
if this Bill goes to a select committee, then,
after the committee's report has been
made, there will have to be a general
election, and bon. members will have
this federation question-" Are you a
federalist or are you an anti-federalist ?"
-tacked on to the general questions
brought up at an election; and after the
election, when the question again comes
before this House, if it so happen that
the larger number of members be returned
against federation, then, notwithstanding
the fact that the people may be in favorr
of federation, this Bill will never be
passed. And that is precisely the posi-
tion into which we are drifting. I desire
to see this great national question decided
by the people apart from any other issue:
and that is the reason why I intend to
vote for the amendment of the member
for East Perth.

MR. KINOSMILL (Filbarra): I have
already expressed myself on the main
question of the motion before the House,
as strongly disapproving of the reference
of this question to a select committee.
However, in view of what I consider the
great advantages to be attained by the
amendment on that motion proposed by
the member for East Perth (Mr. James),
I am prepared to make a sacrifice of my
objections to that suggestion, and to
accept it, so that we may be sure that
this Bill will be submitted to the people.
That is the point I should like to empha-
sise, and also that the Bill should be

submitted t8 the people at a date which
would enable Western Australia, if the
Bil were accepted, to enter the Federal
Commonwealth as an original State.
Several hon. members who have spoken
seem to think-they do not say so in so
many words, but they infer-that, should
the Bill go to the people, there cam only
be one result. I do not think such hon.
members are altogether fair and correct
in supposing that such a result would
come to pass ; because I for one cannot
think that the people of Western Aus-
tralia, if they were satisfied, if we pointed
out to them, that this Bill was about to
ruin their country--I cannot think that
people who have lived in a country for a
certain time, and who, we may reasonably

suppose, will live in that country for
somce time to come, would willingly
contribute to the ruin of that country by
voting for a Bill whic tey know must
be ruinous in its consequences.

MR. MITCHELL: They do not know
anything about it.

MR. KINGSMILL: This discussion
seems to have resolved itself into one as
to whether the referendum shall take
place on condition that the Bill is satis-
factory to this Parliament or to the select
committee only, or whether it should
take place in any circumstances. We
cannot say that this is a question of exact
science. Having no data to go on, I sup-
pose hon. members must be guided by
their opinions; and in this connection I
wish to register my opinion on the side of
those who thin that a referendum should
take place in any cictunstances-whether
the select committee decide in favour of
the present Bill, the draft of which iR
before the House, or whether they do not.
The Attorney General has taken up what
I think is, in the cii-cuistances, a some-
what groundless stand with regard to the
constitutionalism of this referendum. As
far as I can make out, the referendum is
quite as foreign to the constitutions of
any of the Eastern colonies, where it has
already been used, as it is to the consti-
tution of this colony. I should think that
if it is good enough for those colonies, it
is good enough for us. One feels almost
inclined to shudder at the "parlous state"
in which the other colonies must be--
those of them which have adopted this
unconstitutional mode of finding out what
the people think about a thing. Again,
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the hon. and learned membkr says that
any member who does not act upou his
own responsibility with regard to this
question, the like of which hats never
hitherto been before this Parliament, is a
traitor to his constituents. I cannot agree
with the Minister in that respect. I look
at the subject in an altogether different
light; and I think that any member who
has that respect for his electors which ant
bon. member should have, cannot refuse
to allow them the chance of saying " aye
or "no" on this great subject.

MR. VOSPER: If you cannot trust your
electors, how are they going to trust you?

MR. KIINGSMILLj: Exactly. If Y'ou
cannot trust your electors, the possibility
and the probability is that they will cease
to trust you,and will very likely show their
want of trust at the next opportunity.
Again, it appears to me that a somewhat
supercilious attitude has been assumed
towards the people during this discussion.
Hon. members seem to think that the
people axe beings who cannot be educated
-at all events, to see evil. It is main-
tained that they may be led to see good
in the Bill, if this select committee ap-
prove of it, if this House approve of it:
hut only in those circumstances must the
people have an opportunity of saying
wvhether the Bill is good or bad. I would
ask hon. members if it is not quite as
possible for the electors of this colony to
see that this is a bad Bill, when it is
pointed out to them that it is bad, as it
is for them to see that it is a good Bill;
and. I think we take up an altogether
illogical position in denying the right of
the electors to say that the Hill has
defects, if such defects exist, which would
be disastrous to this colony. I think the
Premier was somewhat unfair in* that
portion of his speech which attributed a
desire to burk dliscussion to those gentle-
men who were in favour of the amend-
ment of the member for East Perth. I
would point out to the Premier that some
of its here, at all events, who are against
this method by which all discussion is to
be handed over to a select committee-
that some of uts who were against that
idea have to a certain extent come round,
and are now prepared to accept that pro-
posal, so long as the right hon. gentleman
is willing to assure us that he is in
earnest about the question by consenting to
refer the matter to the people of Western

Australia. In conclusion, I wish to say'
that I purposely omitted to make any
reference to the merits of federation,

*because I feel that, at this juncture, my
position towards federation is simply that
of any other elector of Western Australia,
and that federation is not the subject
nder discussion -that I am not here to

decide for my constituents whether feder-
Iation is good or bad for- Western Aus-

l tralia. If it should fall to my lot
I to give them suggestions, or to help to
Ieducate them as to whether federation is
good or bad for this colony, I shiall gladly
do so; but looking at federation as an
abstract question, I feel that now is not
the time to discuss it, and that we are
here during this discussion simply to
find out the best method of ascertaining
the feelings of the electors of Western
Australia. on that great subject. I will
support the amendmnent.

MR. LYALL HALL (Perth): The
amendment of the member for East
Perth seems to me to be somewhat like
the Commonwealth Bill-a little decep-
tive. It requires at good deal of looking
into. At the first blush I think the
amendment commended itself to manyv of
us, because it seemed to ensure the Bill
going to the people. But, as tie Premnier
has pointed out, the amendment really
defeats itself; because, even if the Bill
were to pass through this House, it is
very doubtful if it could be got through
another place. There is no doubt that
the hon. member's amenndmnent means
that, whatever may he the suggestions of
the select committee, whatever the select
committee may find, or what they may
say regarding the Bill as it now standfs
being hurtful to this colony, the Bill,
and nothing but the Bill as it now stands
shall be put before the people. I at first
thought that the amendment of the hon,
member meant that the Bill could be put
before the people in two ways: that the
Bill, as it now stands, could be put before
the people, or that the question could be
put to them in this way: "Are you in
favour of the Bill with certain amend-
mentsP"

MR. LEAnE: So it could.
MR. LYALL HALL: " Are you in

favour of the Bill as it now stands, or are
you in favour of it with certain suggested
amendments ?" The amendment of the
hon. member does not do anything of the
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kind. There is no doubt whatever
that, if we vote for this amendment,
we must, whatever may be the sugges-
tions of the select committee, put the
Bill as it now stanrds before the peolple
without any amendment whatever. It
certainly seems to me that certain
motions and amendments are made on
the other (Opposition) side of the House,
with the idea of trapping members on
this side into voting a, certain way.

MR. OLDRFAM: Vote according to your
convictions. That is all You ought to do.

MR. LYALL HALL: Many .members
of the Opposition are Undoubtedly actu-
ated by the principle I have just
enunciated. I have never been in favour
of federation; and I became still more
antagonistic to it when I learned in the
Eastern colonies, in. the two larger pro-
vinces, of the intense jealousy, the wilful
misrepresentation, and the great ignorance
which prevail there--in Victoria and in
New South Wales-regarding the colony
of Western Australia.

Ma. ILLINGWORTH: That is too thin.
MR. LYALL HALL: I wish the hon.

member would find an interjection of his
own, instead of following the lead of Mr.
Gullies. I say that the public Press in
the Eastern colonies did not lose, and do
not lose, any opportunity of maligning
this colony; and when I was in the East
I could not help thinking of what I have
said before,"- God help Western Australia
if these men are to have a hand in guid -
ing the destinies of that fair colony." I
became still more antagonistic to federa-
tion when I heard the federation speeches
in Victoria some twelve months ago. One
of these was the speech of the Premier of
Victoria, Sir George Turner, who, in
speaking to a very large audience in
the Town Rail, St. Kilda, in answer to
the objection which was raised by the
two largest colonies, that too much
representation had been given to the
smaller States in the Senate, said-I
think I can almost quote his exact
words-that the interests of Victoria
and of New South Wales were practically
identical, more so probably than those
of any other two colonies; and that, on
all large questions affecting New South
Wales and Victoria, those two colonies
would no doubt vote together; and he
pointed out that, in the event of New
South Wales and Victoria voting to-

gether, they could mit-vote all the Smaller
States combined. That statement was
received in the St. Kilda Town Hall, by a
Victorian audience, with applause. There-

Ifore, I must Say that I was from the first
antagonistic to federation, and that, after
hearing it discussed in this House, and
especiall y after the very able speech of
the member for North-East Coolgardie
(Mr. Vosper), I feel myself bound to say
that I1 am still further opposed to federa-
tion. In conclusion, I only wish to state
that I intend to support the Premier s
motion, because 1 believe in this Bill
being sent to a select committee composed
of some of the best men in this House,
of which committee I hope the leader of
the Opposition (Mr. Leake) will be one,
and the member for North-East Cool.

Igardie another; and I think that further
light will thus be thrown on this Bill,
and that, if it lie foumd that the Bill is
detrimental to the best interests of this
colony, it should then be put before the
people in two ways: " Are you in favour
of the Bill as it now stands? or Are
you in favour of the Bill with amend-
nments as suggested by the select comn-
m nittee or by the House le" I shall
therefore vote against the amendment of

*the member for East Perth.
MR. JAMES: Why can you not decide

on that reference now ?
I MR. HOLMES (East Fremntle):

IPersonally. I wish to say thiat I am in
favour of the member for East Perth's
amendment, for the reason that it will
deffine the date on which this Bill shall
be sent to the people. I have been twitted
as one of the members who have cried. about
the country: "Theflill to the people." I
have said "'The Bill to the people; " and I

1 say" The Bill to the people" to-day. What
I want, however, is this: I wvant the
people to Understand the Bill when it is
sent to them, and free discussion on the
subject must tend to educate them. The
trouble to-day is a want of interest. The
public have no interest in the Bill; and
why ? Because the public are of opinion
that the Bill will never be sent to them
fdr consideration. [SEVERAL MEMBERS:
Hear, hear.] That is the people's con-
clusion; andi the amendment seeks to
remove that objection by giving the
people to understand that upon such a
date, or prior to such a date, they will be
called upon to decide for or against this
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Bill ; and, if the amendment were carried,
it would set tile people thinking, because
they would understand that they were to
have an opportunity of considering the
Bill at a later date,

MR. VoarER : They would then set to
work to examine the Bill.

M&. HOLMES : The reason is obvious.
The people are not considering the sub-
ject, because they have come to the
conclusion that it is altogether outside
their jurisdiction ; because they think
that Parliament-that a, majority of hon.
members-will decide that the Bill shall
never go to the electors; and until we
do away with that feeling, which un-
doubtedly exists, we cannot expect any
public interest in the Bill to be displayed.
There is no denying it, everything tends
to the conclusion that we cannot make
progress until we give to the people what
they reasonably ask. If the amendment
is carried, those who view the matter
carelessly now will become interested;
we will have the public interested;- we
shall have the select committee producing
evidence, and if the evidence taken before
the select committee, combined with an
interested public, cannot forward the
question, T do not know what will.
Personally, I have always been opposed
to federation, and the more I study the'
Bill the worse it gets. Still, 1 only
appear in the matter as an elector, and
will, when called upon as an elec;tor, vote
against the Bill. When the Bill is
before the people, I am going to do all I
can to enlighten the people, to show them
the faults that are in the Bill, and to help
them to reject the measure. I am not
going to have the people, who have been
told up to a. certain point that they shall
have an opportunity of deciding the
question, informed at the last moment
that Parliament are going to nsurp their
claim. The Premier went out of his way
the other night, when introducing the
motion, for the purpose of twitting me
with inconsistency.

THE PREMIER: What an impudent
thing to do!

Mn. HOLMES: I will say this: there
is not a more consistent member in this
House than myself, and no one knows it
better than the Premier.

THE Pnirnx-: I do not know it.
Mn. HOLMES:- It was through the

Premier's inconsistency and my con-

sistency that we could not agree; hence
the separation.

Tim PREMrIER: You never let me know
anything about it.

MR. HOLMES: It is not mny duty to
come to you. I know that some mem-
bers on the other (Government) side go
about for instruction, but that is not my
way of doing things.

THE PREMIER: Get all You can and
then go.

MR. HOLMES: That is what the
Government supporters do. I have been
twitted by the Premier with inconsistency;
let mec point out to the House what a

Isinner the Premier is. There is no
greater sinner in this House, especially
on this subject of federation, than the
Premider himself. The Premnier attended
the Convention in the Eastern colonies
when the Bill was submitted and amended,
and when the conclusions were arrived
at to which he assented; then he comes
back and makes a speech in St. George's
Hall, on federation, saying that he would
refer the Bill to die people, and that
there was no more ardent federationist
than himself. Later on the Premier
attended the Premiers' Conference, and
he admitted the other night, although at
the Conference hie agreed to what bad
taken place and attached his signature tu
the agreement, as well as giving his
word, that those present at the Con-
ference were too much for him. He ad-
nitted that Mr. Reid, -well, " ran rings"
round him.

MnR. DOHfERTY: H e cannot run very
fast, you know.

Mn. HOLMES: Mr. Reid went to the
Conference of Premiers and said, " Gentle-
men, these are my terms, and on these
terms, and no other conditions, will I
federate." The Premier says to-day that
he resides in the best colony; that
there is everything in favour of West-
ern Australia: that this is decidedly the
best colony of the group; that we
hold the key of the position; that
we have a great and glorious future
before us, and that we can defy com-
petition: lie tells us this to day. I think
he should have told the Premiers at the
Conference the same thing, and have ex-
plained the, position of this colony to
them; he should have told them the con-
ditions on which we would federate, and
have said " These are my conditions, the
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conditions only on which Western Aus-
tralia can federate." That was the time
to suggest the transcontinental railway,
and to make the other suggestions which
we hear from him now. The truth to
my mind is this, that after leading the
people of Western Australia up to a
certain point--the Bill has never been
asked for, the people have never asked
for federation, the Premier thrust it on
the colony, and when the people were
within reach of the goal the Premier
does not say this, he has not the courage
to say it, but he makes the people believe
that they shall not have the Bill referred
to them. That is the position. He
does not say " We cannot federate if you
want to," but his actions tend to make
one believe that that is the conclusion at
which he has arrived.

MR. JAMES: He does not know which
thimble the pea is under.

MR. HOLMES: Since the Premier
has returned from the Conference of
Premiers, where he agreed to everything,
Mr. Reid's suggestions and the amend-
nments, he has kept silent. If the Premier
is honest, he would say that on recon-
sideration, after coming home from the
Conference of Premiers, where he had a
good time and perhaps forgot himself, he
had found he was wrong, and I believe
he would then get a lot more support;
but we cannot drag anything out of 1dm
as to what he intends to do in the f uture.
We know what he has done in the past-he
has told us federation is a good thing; now
we are told he has his doubts about it, but
he does not give ay reason why hie has
altered his mind. The Premier told us
the other night that there was one clause
in the Bill that was a blot, and ]must be
removed: he referred to the clause which
states that the Commonwealth cannot
construct a railway through any, State
without the consent of that State. The
Premier considers that is a blot on the
Bim; I consider it is one of the best
clauses in the Bill, and I will do my best
to oppose any suggestion to alter the
clause. Why should not at State have
the right to say where at railway should
be constructed ? There is not a better
clause in the Bill, to my mind, than the
clause reserving to a State the right to
say whether a railway should be con-
structed through that State or not. It is
a different matter with the transcon.

tinental railway: that should have been
dealt with previously; that should have
been one of the conditions that the Pre-
inier ought to have made at the Confer-
ence of Premiers, and not one of the sug-
gestions which he proposes to bring
in now. The Premier has altered
his mind on the Subject of federa-
tion-we can see it, although we cannot
drag anything out of him; he has altered
his mind on many subjects- on the re-
distribution of seats, on women's suf-
f rage, and then he has the audacity to
charge me with inconsistency. The Pre-
miejr went further than that when he said
he would avail himself of the first oppor-
tunity to '"wipe me out." My mind is
made up. "OCasar has spoken ;" and when
Caesar speaks we know what he means.
Before the Premier has that opportunity
of carr~ying out his threat, he will hear
from me on matters concerning the
welfare of the country. I would, not
be at all surprised to find the Fre-
ider bringing in 'a Bill making it a
crime for a person to have an opinion of
his own. I have no doubt that he would
(10 so if he thought he would receive the
support necessary to carry such a Bill
through. I do not think I need say
anything further, except that to be con-
sistent after my previous utterances, I
am going to suppoit thIS amendment.

Ma. SOLOMON (South Fremantle): It
is not my intention to say anything with
regard to the Commonwealth Bill, but I
think it is necessary to say a few words
in regard to the motion before the House.
The motion and amendment appear to me
to be one and the same thing, except the
additional words that the Bill should go
before the people at a certain date.
Several members seem to think that in
consequence of this amendment, the Bill
will not go to a select committee.

MR. MORAN: What is the object of its
going before a select committee?

AIR. SOLOMON: To obtain as much
information as possible.

MR. MORAN: What will happen then'?~
Ms. SOLOMON: Then it will be a

question for the House to decide.
MR. MoRAn: That will not do. You

are lost.
Mu. SOLOMON: The National League

has held several meetings in various parts
of the colony, and at the close of almost
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every meeting it has been decided by
those present that the Bill should go
before therpopie. I certainly think it is
the duty of the gentlemen, members of
this House and who are members of
that League, to support the amendmnent to
send the Bill before the people. This,
I take it, is necessary, because the
public have been led to believe that
members of Parliament would support
them on -that point. The question
appears to me to be this : is it not right
to let the people see thait it is; the inten-
tion of the Government and Parliament
to allow the Bill to go to the people, and
to allow the people after the mature
deliberation of the select committee, and
also of Parliament, to decide upon the
Bill, and to decide upon any amendment
that may be placed before themP This
a6ppears to me to be the best way) to
settle the question. The report of the
select committee is to be brought up
about the 5th September, which will give
six clear months until the end of
February. Surely that is time enough in
which to discuss the Bill, and all matters
in connection with it, so that there can be
a proper decision by the people one way
or the other. I do not think it is right
to say that the people in Western
Australia are not capable of judging for
themselves as to the good or bad effct of
the Bill. I do not think we shall be
doing wrong in fixing a date on which
the Bill shall be placed before the people,
both the Bill in its present condition and
in an amended form.

Mn. MORAN: Two referenda?
Ms. SOLOMON: The Government say

it shall come before Parliament, but if
Parliament does not agree to the Bill, it
shall not go to the people, whereas if
Parliament does agree to the Bill, it shall
go to them. If Parliament agree to the
Bill, what good will it be to send the Bill
to the peopleP because we feel sure that,
if Parliament agree on a question of this
kind, we shall have the people with -us, as
already the tendency is ni that direction;
therefore, if Parliament do not agree,
those who put us here to vote on ordinary
questions should have the power to say
"1yea or " nay " 0o1 an important matter
of this description.

Mu. LEAKE (Albany): There is one
result of the discussion, and it is this,
that we have experienced several alarming

disappointments. I thought we should
have obtained a. definite expression of
views from the right hon. the Premier,
or, at any rate, that we should have heard
something about the suggested amend-
ments which it is thought the House
ought to discuss. I say at once it is may
intention to support the amrendment, and
I cannot conceive why members should
object to the amendment, because it in
no way interferes -with the proposals
made by the Premier. It is realty a corn-
promise, a reasonable and honest com-
promise, because it says in effect "1We
will give way to you on the question of
the reference to the select committee., as
long as we can secure from you a pledge
that the Bill shall go to the people within
a certain time."

MR. Hroannr "The" Bill.
Ma. LEAKE: "The" Bill. i am

not going to take that point. now ; but
you need not fear that I shall avoid it,
because I will answer you in a moment.
I will ask members to notice that the
original proposal was to refer the Bill to
a select committee, to report not later
than the 5th of September next. The
amendment in no way interferes with
that, but it adds an additional proviso,
so to speak. We will give in to you on
that point, but we ask, as a further con-
cession, that, we shall have an assurance
that the matter shall go to the people not
later than February. That is a long
time after the House will have pro-
rogued, and, of course, the meaning of
the amendment is clearly that there
shall be brought up an Enabling Bill,
and, as T have pointed out before, this
particular Bill as a schedule, and then
we may discuss the pros and cons of
federation, instead of practically wasting
time in what seems to me to have been
an unfruitful discussion, because we have
not been able to deal fairly and honestly
with federation in this debate.

MR. HIGHAM: Question?
MR. LEAKE: There is no question

about it. If the hon. member had been
in his place, he would have remembered
what the Speaker said, and I think very
properly said, about the right to discuss
the Bill. I do not object to hon. members,
such as the member for North Fremantle
and the member for Perth, opposing this
amendment, because they do so openly
and honestly: in this respect they declare

IL-ASSEMBLY-i to Befer to Cammittee.



Oonionwalt. Bll: 25 ULY 189.' to .Rqfer to Committee. 507

themselves as unqualified opponents of
federation.

MR. DOHERTY: I have not spoken.
MR. LEAKE: Did I say North Fre-

mntle?
MR. DOHERTY: Yes.
MR. TJEAKE: I meant Fremantle. I

owe the hon. member an apology. He
has not spoken except by way of interjec-
tion. (General laughter.) It was the
Ihon. member for Fremantle and the hon.
member for Perth. I say I am pleased
to meet men like them, because we know
exactly where we are in dealing with
them, and I wish all other members
would follow their lead. Let them,
in fact, follow their lead instead of
the lead of the Premier, for that
would be far more satisfactory. I can-
not help thinking the hon. gentleman
has laid himself open to the remark made
by the member for East Perth, and I
am not quite certain that I did hot say
something in the same strain myself, as
to his attempting to hurk discussion
on the question. If I did not do so, it
was because I did not think of it for th
moment, and I will say so now. I hav
no doubt at all that the intention is to
delay this matter, and that is to be regret-
ted, because if we cannot get this reference
to the people before February next, we
shall be in the throes of a general election,
and it will be impossible then to keep
this question free from party politics and
local discussions, and I appeal to mein-
hers to compromise this so-called dispute
in the way suggested by the member for
East Perth. If that be done, I will give
my tindertkinig to help any member, if
he is in favour of federation, to discuss
this Bill freely and openly in public.
And I will do more than that: I will
discuss it with those who are opposed to
me, but I do want to debate the question
free from personal or party feeling. The
Government have laid upon the table
this evening a telegram received from the
P5remier of New South Wales, and I do
not agree with those membewrs who suggest
there is any attempt on the part of that
right hon. gentleman to dictate to this
country, or to our Government. I my-
self think this telegram expresses in clear
and emphatic language really what are
the views entertained by himself and the
other Premiers of the Australian colonies,
and I will read it: -

I am authorised by the Governments of
New South Wales, Victoria, Queensland, South
Australia, and Tasmania, to reply to your tele-
gram. There are vital differences between the
cases of New South Wales and Queensland and
that of West Australia. The request for
amendments and a Conference came from New
South Wales after the Convention draft Bill
had been submitted to the electors and had
failed to pass by the statutory majority. In
reference to the one amendment asked for and
obtained by Queensland, that Colony had not
been represented in the Convention, and had

inot gone over the draft Bill in both Houses
and offered suggestions to the Convention as
West Australia did. Further, after you had,
at the Melbourne Conference, urged certain
suggestions unsuccessfully, you joined in the
agreement we anl entered into to submit a
Federal Enabling Bill to our respective Parlia-

d t'poit for a vote of t e electors

bIng taken on thetFederal Constitution as
amndd We do no possess any right, nor do

we desire, to interfere with the actica of your
Government, Parliament, or people in submit-
ting the Constitution to any scrutiny locally
thought advisable. Our simple point is this.
We called upon you to submit the Constitution
to a vote of the people within a reasonable
time, or rather to do your best and the best
of the Government to induce Parliament to
take that course. We again express our confi-
dence that you will do that, and thus fulfil
your agreement with your brother Premiers.
Any hope of putting pr-essure upon us to con-
sent to further amendmnuts in the Bill you
should dismiss from your mind as absolutely
hopeless.

MR. WOOD: Dear me!
MR. T~LAKE: I do not think the

member for West Perth should treat a
formal conmmunication like this so lightly.
I regard it as 'oue of very great import-
ance, because T cannot help thinking that
by our tacit acceptance of the position the
Premier took up we have approved of his
actiou, and as a Parliament we ought, in
my opinion. to support it. I never heard a
rumour outside, or in the Press, that, the
Premier was to be blamed for what he
did; but on all hands, amnd up to the
very last moment, the people have been
led to suppose-and it has been pointed
out time after time -that the Bill will be
submitted to themn for discussion. It was
never understood that Parliament should
declare necessarily " aye"1 or "1nay'1 for
the Bill, although it is open to' them,
perhaps, to do so; hut, whatever may be
the opinion of Parliament, it was always
intended that the opinion of the people
should be taken, and that telegram bears
out the contention which has come from
those who have spoken in favour of the
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amendment, that we want to keep faith
with everybody. We want to keep faith
with our neighbours, and we also want to
keep faith with our own electors, and to
let them discuss the Bill. What the
result of that discussion or vote may be
should not, T think, influence our opinions
at the present moment, but we ought to
have such discussion, and, since we cannot
amend the Bill as a constitutional mea-
sure, it must, of necessity, go to the
people to vote " aye " or " nay " upon it.
It is urged that this is not correct, and
that the people should have an oppor-
tunity of declaring in favour of or against
certain proposed amendments. Unhap-
pily we do not know what those amend-
ments are, because we cannot draw the
Premier upon this subject, nor will he dis-
close his personal attitude with regard to it,
or deny the accusations that are brought
against him that he desires to upset the
federation movement. Therefore, the
only possible course open to us-I do
not care whether it is constitutional or
not-is to discuss these proposed, sug-
gested, or contemplated amendments on
the Enabling Bill; and whilst we can
send to the people this Draft Constitu-
tion BiUl as amended at the Premiers'
Conference, for a direct vote "ay' or
"1nay," we may also have a second para-
graph, as it were, and ask the people to
vote "aye " or " nay"~ upon the suggested
amendments which the House adopt.
We. have hardly time enough to go to
the people and ask them~ to say what
amendments they suggest; and amiend-
ments like this are generally made in
committee of the whole Rouse. It would
be impossible to expect to have a corn-
mittee of the whole colony, and it natur-
ally follows that the people's represent-
atives here are the proper persons to
frame the suggested amendments. Then
I say we can vote upon the Bill approved
by New South Wales, and we can also
vote upon the proposed amendments
which this House may or may' not carry' .
Suppose a majority of this House say
they do not want any of the suggested
amendments, or that when we get into
conunittee it is found impracticable to
frame amendments, then there will only
be the Bill to go to the people. If, on
the other hand, a majority of members
declare some amendments should be sug-
gested, we can take the vote on these

as easily as we can on the amended Bill.
Why, therefore, all this unnecessary
argument, and feeling almost, introduced
into the discussion I really am at a loss
to understand. I honestly say that the
only inference I can draw from the whole
position and proceeding is that the Pre-
mier does not want federation at all, and,
moreover, he does not want ay discus-
sion on the matter. I cannot help think-
ing that is the position, and I am sorry
for it, because I should like to see the
question detennined-faced, at any rate,
at once, and if possible determined. If
we know at the next general election that
federation is not possible, we will not be
troubled with its discussion, and we can
frame or discuss the future policy of the
Government on that understanding. It
is at most important question, one which
I am afraid has not occupied the atten-
tion of hion. members quite so deeply as
it ought to have done. I myself feel
uncommonly strongly on the subject,
and intend to support the amendment,
because I regard it as a. compromise. I
have told the member for East Perth
(Mr. James) that I do not believe in the
select committee, because I do not think
there caai be any good result; but I am
willing to accept the select commit-tee, if
an undertaking be given that the Bill
will be referred to the people. I do not
think there is any hostility or party feel-
ing in that attitude, and if there is party
discussion introduced at all, it has come
from the other side of the House. That
is evident when the Premier indulges
either in the censure of the member for
East Perth (Mr. James), or in eulogy of
the member for North-East Coolgardie
(Mr. Vosper). It is not sound argument
for the Premier to say that he does not
believe in this miatter being brought into
the House because it is going to be
defeated; that is an argument I cannot
appreciate.

MR. JAmEs: He is going to defeat
it himself.

MR. TiXAKE: That is it, I suppose;
but we do not fear the situation. We
ask that the Bill be brought in, and if
Parliament defeat it, Parliament must
accept the responsibility. M~emnbers who
vote will have to answer for their action,
I presume, some day or another; but it
looks very much as if there were some
lion. members afraid to face a discussion
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and direct vote on the question, and,
therefore, we have this unnecessary
evasion and prolongation of discussion.

THE PREMIER: We will have the direct
vote by and by.

ME. IjEAKE: Then I ask the Premier,
if that is so, why not agree to the amend-
iment of the member for East Perth ?

THE PREMIER: He ought to assist
me instead of opposing me.

MR. LEAKE: I will assist you.
THE PREMIER: I ani speaking of the

member for East Perth.
ME. LEAKE: I will assist the Premier

in the discussion of this federal question,
if he will permit me. ITwill be glad to
do so, as I have said before, and say so
again.

THE PREMIER: Then wait until after
the select committee.

MR. LEAXE: Give me an assurance
that you will take steps to introduce the
Enabling Bill into Parliament before the
session closes. That is all I ask, and
surely it is a reasonable request. The
Premier shakes his bead.

THE PREMIER: No, no.
MR. LEAKE: If I put the question

again, the Premier will shake his head
off, and I do not want any political
disaster.

THE PREMIER: You must not antici-
pate.

MRt. TLEAKE: This is not a question
of anticipation: it is a question of fair
compromise and honest dealing.

THE PREMIER: Then wait a little
while.

Mn. ILLINGWORTH: Why not answer
the question? It is asimple one.

THn PREMIER: Let the member for
Central Murchison answer something for
himself.

MR. ILLINOWORTH: I cannot answer
that question.

MR. LEAXE: I do not know that I
canl advance much more in favour of my
position; but again I affirm that this
amendment is a desirable compromise,
though I know argument cannot convince
some people. If hon. members are im-
bued with political honesty and a desire to
do what is right and vote without any
unnecessary dictation, they will see that
there is reason in the request of the mem-
ber for East Perth. It is a curious fact
that most of the opponents of this amend-
mnent. who sit oii the Government side,

although they have expressed themselves
in favour of the principle involved, in-
tend to vote against it. If there is anly
attempt to bring this question into the
arena of party politics, I disclaim any
responsibility. I submit that if the select
committee can report by dile 5th of Sep-
tember, it is not asking too much that,
whether the report be favourable or
unfavourable, we should have an op-
portunity of dfiscussinag the terms on
which this Bill shall be sent to the
people. That there must be delay
is undoubted, because while the select
committee are asked to report on the
5th of September, yet we know they will
not be bound by that date, because the
House which fixes the time can also ex-
tend it. There is no doubt that if the
personnel of the committee is hostile to
federation on any terms, the committee
can delay the proceedings, and can hold
back their report until long after the 5th
of September.

THE PREMIER: Oh, no. You will
probably be on the committee and I
also, and we would not allow that sort of
thing.

MR. LEAKE: We could not help it.
The report could be delayed until it was,
too late to discuss the Enabling Bill in
Parliament. It is idle to say we would
not allow delay, because if there were
fourteen members on the committee, the
chances are that the Premier, whilst he
can control a majority here, would not be
able to control the select committee.

THE PREMIER: They would a11 be
reasonable men, anxious to work.

MR. IjEAXE: If there is a majority
in favour of the Bill they will all be
reasonable, but if there is not a majority
in favour, they will be unreasonable:
that is the old argument over again. But
I ask hin. members to consider this ques-
tion, and to avoid the possibilities of
delay. We who are in favour of the Bill
will accept the select committee, and
allow all the discussion and all the time
the Government want, even extending the
time beyond the 5th of September, if we
only get an assurance that ain Enabling
Bill will be brought in so that we may
discuss it before the end of the session.

MRi. DOHERTY (North Fremantle):
I am somewhat diffident in addressing
the House on this great question, so many
able speeches having been made on the
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subject in the Conventions from 1891 up
to the present, and any additional infor-
mation I could give imust be very trivial.
But there are reasons whyv T should like to
address myself to the question, althoughI
should probably have given a silent vote,
did I not represent a constituency which,
above all others, will be affected by th e
Bill if it be accepted by the people. The
topographical position'of North Fremantle
is such that it must draw to it all, or
nearly all, the great industries that may
arise in the colony, seeing that there we
have a waterway and also the railway,
which, as most people know, give
additional impetus to production and
commerce. Then, there are other circiun-
stances which make me feel rather
nervous in giving a decided expression of
opinion to-night. When I look at the
analytical speech made by the member
for East Perth (Mr. Jamies) in Sydney,
and then find the same gentleman
addressing this House in nervous English
in an opposite direction, I feel afraid I
'nay my self turn round some day and
give expression to views and opinions
opposite to those I am attempting to
put before the .. House at the present
mo1ment.

Mn. JAMES: Jump with nie this time.
MR. DOHERTY: I have no fear of

the bogey raised by some hion. members
as to the construction of the trans-
continental railway from Port Darwin to
South Australia. In the first place, that
railway, to be at all useful, would have to
he connected with a railway through
Persia, part of Turkey, and in that way
connected with Europe and England to
give quick communication with Australia.
Suppose we take it that such a railway is
built, and a fast steamer running between
Singapore and Port Darwin, the entire
journey would probably be seventeen days
and nights, fourteen of which would have
to be spent on the railway ; and very few
people would undertake such an arduous
jou-ney, when they could voyage in a
luxuriolis steamer from Marseilles,
Naples, or some other continental port,
and arrive at Fremnantle within a reason-
able time. In any case I do not think
any railway which the South Australian
Government might be able to build
would come into general use for the next
60 years. Most of the country which
it would traverse Consists of' Ibtrre

waste, or grows vegetation so rank
as to be utterly useless for pastoral
purposes, while other portions are so
dry as to make it impossible to
utilize them in any profitable way. My
r eat objection to the federal move-

went is that it will abandon this colony
entirelyv to the other colonies. The
customs duties to-day received on inter-
colonial goods amount to about £350,000,
whlile the duty on foreign goods is about
£560,000. Under federation we would
lose that £850,000, because the Bill pro-
vides that after a term of five years the
intercolonial duties are wiped. out. But
there is a greater loss still. The amount
of the duty the Federal Government
would put on foreign goods would be
equal to 83 or- 40 per cent, on the present

*rates, and the £550,000 paid on foreign
goods to-day would, if we federated, drop

*down to about £2275,000, or half, because
the 40 per cent. would stop the importa-
tion from foreign markets, and we would
find ourselves with a revenue of about
£300,000 from customs. Can the Gov-
ernmient be carried onl with such a

*revenue ? And there is another effect,
graver still. The working men are those

wo cry out most for federation: would
they benefit by the change? Emphatic-
ally they would not. The duty paid at

*the present on intes-colonial goods is
about 12' per cent,. but with a federal
duty of 40 per cent. on foreign goods, the
intercolonial people of New South Wales
and South Australia, who are not philan-
thropists, would simply add another 7fl
per cent, to the price, and the people of
Western Australia who say they are
already over-taxed, would have to pay

*that additional charge. Some philoso-
pliers who, like Mr. Matheson, M.IJ.C..
dream of figures, tell us that under
federation Western Australia would be a
paradise, whilst other people say there
are other fonms of taxation besides
customs. But the people at the present
moment are up in arms about the divi-
dend tax. That is a tax I do not object
to if it can be made an income tax; but
people who govern large companies here
are against direct taxation, and whyF

Mn. JAMES: Is not everybody against
being taxed?:

MR. KENNY: Particularly the banks.
* Mn. DOHERTY: There must be tax-
ation if there is to be a Government.
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MR. JAMES :The principle is to tax the
other fellow.

ME. DOHERTY: The hon. member's
argument helps me, and I say there is no
better form of taxation than through the
custom-house, where a man pays exactly
in proportion to what he conisumnes or
wears. If ai man is wealthy and can afford
luxuries, he pays in proportion, and so
does the working man with only three
pounds a week.

MR. Vosrn.: That depends entirely on
how the customs taxation is adjusted.

ME. DOHERTY: It is very fairly ad-
justed here, as you will of course admit.
Then comes the great question of the cost
of collection. Anyone -who has studied
these figures knows very well that the
cheapest method of collecting revenue
is through the custombhovse. Roughly
speaking, I should say that our customs
collections do not cost us more than 212
per cent. But suppose we put on an in-
come tax, or a direct value land tax, I
should say that the cost of collecting the
income tax for the first year would be 30
per cent., and that afterwards, no matter
how economical the working of the de-
partment, 15 per cent, would be the cost.
Which is the better course? One is direct
taxation ; the other is pro rata. Direct
taxation is sometimes iniquitous and
sometimes probably fair; but the cost
of collecting it, and the uncertainty of
getting it in, are most unreasonably out
of proportion to the taxation imposed.
We know what happens in the case of an
income tax. The member for East Perth
has often advised limited companies, and
he knows how they would take stock for
income tax purposes, and he might
perhaps advise that they should mark
down their stock 20 per cent. and
thus defeat the State. The one sound
and certain method of getting in your
revenue for the purpose of carrying
on a country is through the customs.
Another thing: I cannot understand why
persons who pretend to be democrats, and
who wish this colony to be equal to the
other colonies, will not have a protective
tariff. Ought we not to protect our own
industries?0 Should we not give an im-
petus to working men to ply their trades
here? It must be obvious that, if we
wipe away our protective duties as against
the other colonies, what chance will there
be for our owni workers? Absolutely

none. I can assure this House it wee
only last Friday that a representive from
a large tannery in South Australia came
into my office; and talking with reference
to his business, he said that he did intend
to start a tannery in Western Australia,
but that if he thought federation would
come about, be would immediately take
his departure. I said "why F' He re-
plied; "Why, we could simply swamp
you with our cheap labour in South
Australia." Then we are to wear South
Australian boots and use the leather of
that colony for harness, for the purpose
of injuring our own people in Western
Australia. That may be very good senti-
mnent, but it is not practicable.

MR. JAMES: It means cheap clothes.
MR. DOHERTY: Boots are not

clothes.
MR. JAMES: They are part of clothing.
MR. DOHERTY: You pretend to be

a protectionist. Now this is a direct
question : do you or do you not pretend
to be a protectionist?

MRt. JAMEs: Thiq is a question of
federation.

MR. DOHERTY: Well, federation
touches more directly on our industries
than, any other question.

Mn. CoNlqon: Address the Speaker.
MR. DOHERTY: I will address him.

I have really said all I wish to say on
this subject.

Mn. KINGSMtILL: What about referring
the Bill to the peopleP

MR. DOHERTY: That would be a
very good thing indeed. I thank the
hon. member for that suggestion. I will
tell you wily it would be a good thing to
send it to the people. The first *thing the
people want is education. The best way
to educate the people is to collect all the
evidence obtainable from all points, of all
classes, and of all inds. Collect that
evidence through the select committee.
There is no finer way in the world of
getting it. Day by day the knowledge of
the members of the committee will widen.
The questions they ask from one day to
another will give them a deeper and
deeper knowledge of the subject than
they had when they started, so that
thiey, will thus acquire a grasp of the
entire opinion of the people in this
colony who are mostly directly affected
by this question ;for the evidence,
I should take it, will not be drawn
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altogether front one class: all classes of
witnesses will be summoned bv that
select committee; they will give their
evidence; and that evidence, I hope, will
be distributed through the newspapers
dlay by day.

THE PRExM: Hear, hear.
Mn. DOHERTY: By that means do

you not educate the people? By that
means do not we ourselves gain know-
ledge? And after all, what do we want?
We want to protect Western Australia;
we want to get for this colony the best,
advantages we can; we do not want to
give away all we have got simply for
the honour and glory of marching under
one flag and rattling one drum: we
want a drum of our own. This cheap
sentiment does not go down with me.
I do not possess that sympathetic
spirit which some members seem to
evince when federation comes on the
board. Federation is in the air; and I
say that we should let it remnain in the
air; we do not want it to come to the
earth. Let it stay in the air, where we
can admire it for some years; and then,
if we are strong enough to stand with
equal power with the other colonies,
then will be our time to join. If you
have a boy, you do not send him out to the
world without education and experience:
you give him some knowledge. First you
give him an education; you afterwards
give him a trade or a profession; and
then he is in a position to fight his way.
So it is with this colony. If you give
this nation power and strength to com-
bine with the other colonies on equal
terms, then I say that we shall be very
proud to join them when we are in an
equal position to compete with them.

MR. JAMES: What about referring the
Bill to the people?

MR. DOHERTY: That is the best
thing that could be done. The people
are supreme, as has been recognised all
through Australia; and when once wye
have the information collected by the
select committee let the Bill go to the
people.

MR. Jnns: Whether it is good or bad ?
MR. DOHERTY: Whether it is good

or bad.
MR. JAMES: Then I claim your vote

on this amendment:
MR. DOHERTY: You will not get it.

I quite understand the lion. member.

IHe is a lawyer, and he is arguing one
point in one way. He told the people-
reenutly that lie was trained as a lawyer
- trained to debate either side of a ques-

ition; and he has fully carried out that
principle. He has debated this question
in Sydney in one way, and he debates it
here in another. We fully recognise
that. And what surprised me, and made
me enlarge upon this question, was the
class of public men taking up this subject.
Who are they? Lawyers! And for what
reason are they advocating federation ?
I do not wish to be personal, but I will
tell you why. Any class of people, and
particularly lawyers, who take up a sub-
ject like this, naturally look at it from a
personal standpoint. 'In the event of an
election for the Federal Parliament-say
the election of a senator-it is very
natural that my learned friend from East
Perth (Mr. James), and the other from
Albany (Mr. TLeake), and the member for
the Swan (Mr. Ewing), would be elected
as senators; and what would be the result?

iAs lawyers it would be a very nice thing
to receive a little sum of, say,.£200 a year,
and be able to build up a business in the
federal city, with another office in Perth.
1 MR. JAMES: Where is the federal city
to be for the next fire years ?

MR. DOHERTY: Never mind; your
opporturnty is to come.

Mn. VosPrn: There is a hundred years'
work in interpreting the Constitution.

A MEMBER: I think two hundred.
MR. DOHERTY: I am sure the mnem-

her for North-East Coolgaidie (Mr.
Vosper) will be dead before the hundred
years are over. In the conduct of this
great campai gn, many personal motives
are manifest. I do not wvishi to be rude
to the member for East Perth ; I am one
of his greatest adiniers. I listen to him
with rapt attention when lbe addresses
the House in that nervous style of his;
but I shall certainly vote against his
amendment.

Mn. JAMES: You have been talking in
favour of it.

MR. CONOLLY (Dundas): It is my
intention to vote for the amendment. I
may tell bon. members why: because I
conisider that amendment embodies every-

Ithing that is reasonable both on the Gov-
ernment and the Opposition side. It in
no way burks discussion; it gives every
facility for a sele-ct committee on this



Commonealth ill: 25 JULY, 1899.] to Refer to Commit~tee. 51

question; and this committee, as the
member for North Fremantle (Mr.
Doherty) has just stated, will be the
best means of educating the people Of
this colony. Furthermore, I consider
it is time' that the people of Western
Australia should have an opportunity of
expressing their views on federation.
That opportunity has been given to the
people of every other colony excepting
Western Australia. The people of the
other colonies have had every advantage,
every educational opportunity, inasmuch
as they have elected their representatives,
and have heard them discuss the advan-
tages or disadvantages of federation;
and up to the present moment all
these opportunities have been denied
to the people of this colony; therefore
I consider it is full time that an oppor-
tunity was given to the whole of the
people of Western Australia to express
their views on this matter. As regards
the questions raised by the Attorney
General, I cannot understand how he
can consider that a procedure which has
been followed by the most important
colony in Australia, can fairly be regarded
as unconstitutional. The colony of -New
South Wales has twice had a referendum
on the federal question, and why in our
case a referendum should be considered
in any way unconstitutional is a matter
which I think, many menbers will find it
hard to understand.

THE PRnuslE: They swamped the
Upper House in New South Wales in
order to have the referendum a second
time.

MRt. CONOLLY : I should like to
state that, although the Premier has ex-
pressed considerable doubt as to whether
any motion passed by this Chamber for
sending the Bill to the people would pass
through another place, I think that is a
question which might well be left to the
members of the other Chamber. So far as
we here are concerned, I consider that our
duty is carried out when we at least show
our willingness, and I may also say ourconfidence, in the people of this colonay,
bky expressing our intention of allowing
tbem to declare their views on federation.
What another place does on this question
lies with that House; and on that House
the responsibility will consequently rest.

A MXsnuiDE: They are in for six rears,
You know

MR. CONOLLY: I have listened to
niany imiputations against the sincerity of
the Premier; but, personally, I consider
it quite possible that, when the select
coumnittee have returned their verdict on
the great federal question, the right hon.
gentleman may come -round to the views
at present expressed by members of the
Opposition, and that he may then join
with us.

MR. MowR-N: This is not a party
queption.

MR. CONOLLY: I regret to say the
Government have made it a party question.

THE PREMIER: Let us hope we shall
all be united.

MR. C ONOLLY: If the party gauntlet
has been thrown down on either side of
the House, it has certainly come from the
Government side. But I would yet say
that any judgment with reference to the
insincerityi or otherwise of the Premier
may be somewhat premature; and it is
scarcely reasonable to suppose that the
right hon. gentlemnan, who has already
exerted his best efforts in behalf of
federation, is going to throw it over
entirely at the last moment. Conse-
quently I can only hope that, in conformity
with the wishes of what I think are a
large majority of members of this House,
he will accede to this great question of
federation going to the people at a future
date for their decision.

Amendmuent (Mr. James's) put, and a
division taken with the following re-
sut:-

Ayes
Noes

... .. ... 14
.. 22

Majority against .. ... 8
ArES. Noms.

Mr. Conolly Hou. 5. Burt
Mr. Ewing Mr. Counior
Mr. Oregory Mr. Doherty
Xr. Holmes Sir John Frrest
Mr. Illingrwortl Mr. Hil
Mr. KingeMill 'Mr. Hassell
Mr. Leabe r Mr. Highani
Mr. OAS Mr. H %leXr. Oldham Dir. Hble
Mr. Solomon Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Vose Mr. LoIL
Mr.Wllc: Mr. Mitchell
'Mr. Wilson Mr. Mon~ger
Mr. Jamnes (reller). Mr. Moran

Mr. Penoiefather
Mr. Phillips

i Mr. Please
Mr. RasonIIMr. Robsom

Mr. Thodel
Mr. w'hodc

I Mr. Quinlan (T41cr).

Amendment- thus negatived.
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Motion (the Premier's) further de-
bated.

MR. MORAN (East Coolgardie): Just
a parting word before the original
question is put. I want to say for my-
self, and I am perfectly certain that I am
voicing the opinions of a large majority
of the members on the Government side
of the House, since we find that it is a
party question--

A MEMBER: It is not.
Ma. MORAN: It is nothing less than

a party question. It is a question on
which we find the Government supporters
voting solidly on the one side, and the
Opposition voting solidly on the other-
possibly a mere coincidence; but it will
take a lot to make me believe that it is a
coincidence. This is the second time on
which this question has been made a
party one in this House, this session; and
it will take a lot to make me believe that
the vote was a coincidence. This debate
will be reported in some quarters as
being the final test, the final issue, as to
whether there shall be a referendum to
the people on the federation question or
not, and on the question as to whether
the Bill shall go to the people or not.

MR. LEANKE: Did not the hon. member
speak to the original question, Mr. Deputy
Speaker ?

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: Only on the
amendment.

MR. LEAKE: I only wanted to save
time.

Mn. MORAN: I anm too old a bird to
be caught now. On two occasions rash
and inconsiderate action on the part of
the member for East Perth (Mr. James)
on this great question has hurried for-
ward a decision which must have a deter-
ring effect on federation itself and on
the Coounionwealib Bill. There is an old
saying bu1t a true one, that "fools rushi
in where angels fear to tread." ft is not
original. but it is as true as it was one
hundred years ago; it is absolutely true.
What I want to say is this: this vote
just taken has no significance whatever

iregard to the ultimate question that
will come before the Assembly as to
whether the Bill, or no Bill at a&U, shall
be submitted to the people of Western
Australia. 1 am not going to be placed
in a false position on this matter because
it suits the bon. member for East Perth,
who, a I said, is very well able and is

Iaccustomed to change his coat. On many
occasions before he has turned his coat
with great alacrity and great speed, and
with an absence of elegance. Because it
suits the hon. member to rush in with a
new-born enthusiasm on this question of
federation, it has no significace whatever.
The position is this: there have been two
votes taken on this question before this
Assembly-one on the Address-in-Reply.
which, of course, no honest man will deny
was a party question, as far as the Oi-
position were concerned. Members on
the Opposition side may sy it was not a
party question: perhaps it is just as well,
b~ut at the same time there was the co-
incidence that they voted solidly on the
matter; and to-night we find the members
of the Opposition voting solidly on the
one side, and the Government supporters
on the other. It appears the cloven foot

ofprymust get into the question. of
fdration, some way *or other. The

member for North Perth (Mr. Oldhtam) is
against federation, therefore his vote may
not always go in the track of federation.
There is another gentleman, the member
for North -East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper),
who is very prominent in this country as
having introduced-well, not introduced,
but having made prominent a measure or
an action, or a proposed amendment, by
Which he seeks to alter the Constitution
Bill, to insert a clause that the trans-
continental railway shall be a s-ine qua' non
of federation, or that the clause 'in the
constitution that says the Federal Parlia-
ment shall not build a railway in a State
without the consent of that State, shall
be altered. The member for North-East
Coolgardie says that clause should be
struck out, but the hon. member has
pledged himself to vote for the Bill, and
the whole Bill, being sent to the referen-
dum.

MR. Vospgn: Nothing of the kind.
Mn. MORAN: Well then we will just

put ourselves right. Tbe amendment
which has just been defeated stated that,
in the opinion of this House, the Comn-
iuouwealtb Bill, and by the Common-
wealth Bill we mnean the Unaltered Comn-
monwealth Bill which was submitted to
the Premier's Conference-and the motion
describes it-shall be sent to the people
for their acceptance or rejection. Where
is the man who, having voted for that
amendment, will turn round and propose
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to alter the Bill in this Chamber? I say
it cannot be done; but there is a, course
open which the member for North-East
Coolgardie who, as a. good politician and
a, well informed man, no doubt will take.
He -will still have the channel open to
him of referringr to the people the Com-
monwealth Bill, 'with a schedule of
amendments attached to it; and if the
people vote for the amendments and dile
Bill, then the hon. member as at democrat
will take it that the 'people are on his
side. Supposing the people do not do
that; supposing the people refuse to do
that, and a majority vote for the Bill as
it is ?

MR. VosPnR: Then it will be accepted
by the people, of course.

MR. MORAN: Now I understand the
lion. member's position exactly. It is
this, that the Bill shall be submitted
to the people and the Parliament, not
altered but as it stands. That is the
exact position.

MR. Vospsut: T want to leave the final
decision to the people.

31R. MORAN: The final decision, and
also the initial decision. There is to be
no decisive "1yes " or " no " on that
Bill; that is what it mteans. In con-
clusion I want to say that I reserve to
myself the right to say that I may vote
f or the Bill, and die whole Bill, to go
to the people. Then members on the
Government side are pledged to nothing;
they are pledged to this motto, festina
tente: that is the position in regard
to the Bill Before we had been
in session two weeks, thle federation
question was rushed on, and we were
asked to bind ourselves. We could not
alter the Bill if we tried, and yet we have
stood up here one after another and
delivered eloquent speeches on the ques-
tion. I believe the member for North-
East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) delivered a
most eloquent speech, I amn told, and yet
to-night hie votes for the amendment! We
reserve to ourselves on this (the Govern-
mecnt) side of the House the right to send
the Bill to the people, or we reserve to our-
selves the right to alter it. That is our
position and we will not be misrepresented.
The object I have in speaking to-night is
that I have a very hostile Press mn my
part of the world, which will not scruple
to misrepresent me in every possible way;
but myv words will be marked down in

Hansard, and I will not be placed in a
false position in any way. Therefore,
in voting to-night I have voted that
as uch light as possible shall be
thrown on the Bill during the next two
months; and then, with the additional
knowledge obtained, I may be converted
myself, whatever niy views are no-w, and
every manl in the Chamber may be con-
verted; or the people may be.

THE PREMIER: And you are perfectly
free?

M.R. MORAN: I am perfectly free.
Does every man who has voted to-night
say he knows the Bill? I assert that
there is not one in the House who knows
the Bill thoroughly, and scarcely a, man
in Australia does so, Learn all you canl,
and wait awhile, and when that has been
done, vote. That is the position I take
up to-night, and I feel certain that it is
also the attitude of my colleagues on this
(the Government) side of the House.
There is no doubt the cleavage is pretty
distinct, as shown in these divisions, and
I symupathise with those who -voted the
same way as I did. to-night.

Ma. VOSPEB (North-East Coolgar-
die):- I only rise to make a personal
explanation. It has been asserted by
the member for East Coolgardie (Mr.
Moran) that this matter is one
of party, and originated on this
(the Opposition) side of the House. I
disclaim any suchl oraation, if such a
thing has taken place, and I have not
been to any caucus. 1 voted as I did on
the amendment because I ain in favour
of the referendum. I reserve all my
rights in regard to the future.

Question put and passed.
THE PREMIER moved that time num-

her of niembers of the Select Committee
of this Rouse be seven instead of five.

Put and passed.
THE DEPUTY SPE@AKcER: I beg to in-

form lion, mnembers that it is, necessary
to vote for six only, the mover being a
member ex officio.

A ballot for a Select Committee having
been taken, the following members, in
addition to the mover (Sir J, Forrest),
were elected :--Messrs. George, High am,
fllingworth, Leake, Morgans, and Vosper.

On the motion of the PREMIERn, ordered
that the committee have power to call for
persons and papers, and to sit during any
adjournment of the House.

Conononwealth Bill,
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Ordered, that the resolution be trans-
mitted to the Liegislative Council, with a
message requesting their concurrence.

ADJOURNM ENT.
The House adjourned at 10-36 p.m.

until the next dlay.

%tgzsiaibe 610u itci, 
Wednesday, 261h July, 18.99.

Question: Captain Douglas and Recognition of Bravery
-Perth Mint Amendment Bill, third reading-

Contagious Diseases (Bees) Bill, third rea
Criminal Appeal Bill, in committee, roe
Police Act Amnendment.Bill, second reading; divi-
mfon-Wines, Beer and Spirit Sale Amnsment Dll1,
second reading-Evidence Billscn reain-
Adjournmut.

THE PRESIDEN4T took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock p.m.

PRAYERS.

QUES'IION-CAPTAWN DOUGLAS AND
RECOGNITION OF BRAVERY.

LHoN. A. B. KIDSON asked the Colo-
nial Secretary whether the Government
intend taking steps to have the bravery
displayed by Captain Douglas, of the s.
"Dunskey," in rescuing, at the risk of
hiis life, the survivors of the "1City of
York," recognised in the proper quarter.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hfon.
G. Handell) replied: The usual course
pursued in this country has been for the
facts of the case to be trought under the
notice of the Government, so that a state-
mnt may 1-w forwarded to the proper
quarter. The Government cannot take
notice of statements in the newspapers,
unless distinctly brought tnder their
notice. Perhaps. the bon. member could
arrange for at statement of the ease to be
mnade otlt. Thie reply to the qutestion is:
The Government would be glad to make
representations in the proper quarter, if
the facts were placed be-fore them.

PERTH MINT AMENDMENT BILL.
Read a third time, on motion by the

COLONIAL SECRETARY, and passed.

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (BEES) BILL.
Read a third time, on motion by the

COLONIAL SECRETARY, and transmitted to
the Legislative Assembly.

CRIMINAL APPEAL BILL.
IN COMMEE.

On motion by the HoN. A. B. KIDSON,
the House resolved into committee to
consider the Bill.

Passed through committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
report adopted.

POLICE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING.

THEi HON. F. M. STONE (North), in
moving the second reading, Said: The
Bill I now ask members to read a second
tune contains a section which we repealed
last session, and I regret to say I was one
of the members who either voted for that
repeal or said I would not vote against
it. Since that time I have exceedingly
regretted my action on that occasion,
having seen the consequence of the repeal.
Sports of any kind cannot now be carried
on unless we have the " bookie " element
in it, and the sports are ruined. Having
beard that this element had got into
sport, I went dtown to some School sports
to see how they were carried on, and I
'never saw such a disgraceful proceeding.
Certain men were really riding " crooked "
in the interests of the bookmakers, and
although the Cricket Association en-
deavoured, I believe, to stop it in every
way, they were unable to do so. They
were defied by the bookmakers, the con;-
sequence being that those sports, which
should have been of benefit to the com.-
inluity. and a pleasure, were simply
ruined. If anyone went to that recreation
ground, he could see the crooked riding,
for it was really done almost openly.

HON. R. S. HAYNES: That would soon
effect its own cure, because it would stop
betting.

I-ION. J. WV. Hxcgwrr: Thte book-
makers had barred a man in every case,
except one, and in that case there was a.
''fall12

[CO-UNCIL.) Police Bill.


