
62 Adress-in-Rply. [ASSEMBL~Y.] Raili'oy (Jarrin'ges.Rekerced.

GENERALr MANAGER,-
Please supply the information asked for.

(Signed) C. B. RUSHrON,
forUnder Secretary for Railways.

26th June, 1899.

THE AUDITOR GENERAL,-
With reference to the enclosures.
'rho engine in question was purchased

fromn Messrs. Jas. Martin & Co., Gawler, S.A.,
during 1896, and it was erected during March
of that year.

I am sorry I cannot supply you with
particulars of the Vote to which the cost of
this engine was debited. The transaction was
arranged during the time the Engineer-in-
Chief was acting in the capacity of General
Manager, and the matter was arranged in his
office.

The information is sent you direct in
accordance with year wish, expressed verbally.

(Signed) J. DAVIES,
General Manager.

30th une, 899. per C. S. Gallagher,

Die Auditor Genera to the Honourable the
Colonial Secretary.

As the Right Hon. the Premier has in-
structed the proceeds of sale of the engine in
question to be placed to the credit of the Loan
Vote, and in view of the correspondence which
has passed on a previous similar question, as
reported to Parliament in my last Annual
Report, I feel it incumbent upon me to enter
most respectfully my protest against the pro-
ceeds of ale being placed to the credit of the
Loan Vote, on the grounds that the debit was
outside the current financial year.

2. Will you lid! 7l submit the papers for
the information of the Bight Hon. the Premier,
as I purpose placing this matter before Parlia-
ment, at an early date, in a Supplementary
Report.

(Signed) FRED. SPENCER,
Auditor General.

30th June, 1899.

There, in defiance of a properly-con-
stituted officer, who forbids the money to
be accounted for in a certain way, and
in defianice of the Audit Act and every
principle of honesty, the Government pay
the money to current account, making it
appear that the money voted for the year
was sufficient, whereas the revenue was
supplemented from outsi de sources.
That is about the strongest report ever
laid on the table of any Legislature in the
British dominions. 17 desire to close my
remarks. Perhaps I could have gone a
little further. There are several matters
to which I would like to refer, but I do
not want to uinduly take tip the time of
the House. In conclusion, T wish to
place upon record niv intenition or voting

against any proposition to construct rail-
ways on the goldfields, or to construct
amy railways at all unless the credit of
the country has improved, and -unlcss the
Government inform us from where they
aire going to get the money.

On the motion of the HON. A. P.
MATHESON, the debate was -adjourned.

CRIMINAL APPEAL BILL.
Introduced by lioN. A. B3. RInses, and(

read a first timje.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 8 o'clock p.m.

until the next day.

Tetesd'iy, 4th July, 18.99.

Papers presented Question: Ratilway Carriages Re-
served, Charges Question: Railw~ay Deniurraie on
Timiber -Addressi-Reply: M3r. teaks's Amend-
inert and Division; Tliurd day of Ceate-Adjoun-
nmeut.

THE SPEAJKER took the chair at 4-80

o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESEN'TED.
By the DxrPuvr SPEAKEIR :
By the PREMIER : 1, Report Of POna]

Goinunission; 2, Report of Coulmissionl
onl City Railway' Traffic; 3, Report of
Surveyor General for 1898 ; 4, Report of
Con Servator' Of Forests ; 5, Report on1
9'aols and Prisoners for 1898, 6, Report
of Education Department for 1898.

Ordered to lie oin the table.

QUEST ION-RA [LWAY CARRLAGE.iS RE-
SERVED, CHARGES.

31R. QUIINLAN asked the Oomn-
missioner ofi Railways -I. upon What
termis railway cairriages were reserved
upon. race days. 2. Whait concession was
giveni to stvewartli of laQc clubs, 'if any.
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3. Whether it was, a fact that favour was
shown to certain People. 4. Whether he
would issue instructions that no carriages
be reserved unless chares were pre-
paid.

Tut COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Ron, F. H. Piesse) replied:-
i. Carriages are not reserved on race
trains, except under special circtumstances,
anid then only when fares are paid. 2. NO
concession is granted to stewards of race
clubs. Aceon uodation is, however, re-
served for them acecording to general
customn, fares being Paid. 3. No favour
is shown, except as stated above. 4. Fur-
titer instruction is unnecessaryv in view
of our present regulations.

QUESTLON-RAILWAY DEMUP.RAGE ON
TIMBER.

Ma. HIGHAM asked the Coininis-
sioner of Railways, What demiutrage had
been paid to the Railway Department,
during the last six months, by the several
timber companies for delaying trucks on
their sidings awaiting loading.

THE: COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Ron. F. H. Piesse) replied:
The particulars asked for are as follow---
Canninig Jarrali Timber Company, W.A.,
Ltd., £70 7s. 6d.; Millar's RKarri and
Jarrali Forests, Ltd., £275 16s.; Sarral,
Timber and Wood Paving Corporation,
Ltd., £9 12s.; Jarrab Wood and Saw
Mills Company, Ltd.,.£2 4s.; Westralian
Jarrah ForestsfLtd., £4 4s.; total, £162
.3s. 6d.

A DJRE SB-IN-RE PLY.
AIR. LEAMKE'5 AMAENZDMENT.
THIRD DA&Y OF DEBATE.

Debate resumned- on motion for adoption
of Address-in-Reply, and on an amend-
wnent notified by M~r. Leake to add a new
paragraphi, expressing regret that Min-
isters had given no assuranice of their
determination to submit the Common-
wealth Bill to the vote of the electors.

3MR. LEAKE (Albany), said: Mr.
Harpser, before I address myself to the
sub1ject of my amiendment, I w-ish first to
Congratulate you, siir, upon the position
which you occuipy as Deputy-Speaker of
this Houtse; and I alnt Sure I afa onlyV ex-
pressing the views of every miember on tbis
side of the House, when J say we are
pleased to see you occupying that positionl,

we know full well, with absolute digity
and for the benefit of the members and
the order of debate. With regard to the
Governor's Speech which is now before
us, I notice that, following out the practice
,somewhat which was adopted last year,
we have very lengthy paragraphs dealing
with matters which are of little public
interest, and which savour rather of
extracts from the diary of the Director
Of Public Works. But there -are points
of interest, and though they are few,
probably they are important; and these
Subjects offer themselves as texts, no
doubt, for very lengthy debate. Biut to-
day, I propose to deal only With one ques-
tion, which is a matter mtore of omission.
than of commission. References have of
course been mtade to the financial position
of the colony, to proposed railway exten-
sion, to electoral reforma, and to federation;
but, curiously enough, since the copy of
His Excellency's Speech has been in the
handls oif members, we find important
departures with regard to the policy of
the Government announced in the public
Press. I refer to the proposed immnediate
redistribution of seats, and the women's
franchise. ft. would have been far mtore

* nterest ing had thiose imatters been dealt
with in the Speech, and Parliament taken

*directly into the confidence of the Govern.
nient, rath~er than that we shoulid gather,
through the miedium of the public Press,
that these imnportant reforms are con-
temuplated. Special opportunities will be
given to us, later in the session, of dis-

misig all the miatters which I have
refered to; and I select for to-day'sIdiscussion the qulestion -which is involved
in paragraph 2 of the Speeh, which refers
to federation. Why1 I have sapecially
selected thie question of federation for
iinmediate discussion is that, as I under-
stand paragraph 2 of His Excellency's
Speech, it is the intention of the Govern-
inent to shelve federation ; not only to
shelve it as a big national question, but
to butrke discussion on the subject.
MR. M.OGANs: No, no.
MR. LEAKE : It is of course a mnatter

of pleasure to mne to preveiit these tactics.
being carried out, if I can; and I arn.
satisfied that in what T do0 in that direc-
tion I shall receive thie support of the
mnember for Coolgardlie (Mr. Morgans).
Before I sit downi it is mny intention to
Move, as an [LleiLdinent, that the follow-
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mng new paragraph be added to the Ad-
dress-in-Reply:-

We regret that your Excellency's Ministers
have given no assurance of their determination
to submit the Commonwealth Bill to the vote
of the electors.
There is an absolute necessity for a dlis-
tinct pronouncemnent by the Glovernment
on this all-important question, which has
been a burning one in the other colonies
for upwards of twelve months, and has
now become a question of the very first
interest to the electors of this colony. I
hope that before I sit down I shall be able
to persuade hon. members that the pro-
posed amendment is not brought forward
in any factious spirit, but with a desire,
and an earnest desire, that Parliament
may have an early opportunity of deciding
what course shall be adopted so far as
federation and the electors of this colony
are concerned.

THE PREMIER: Do you not intend
the amendment as a vote of want of
confidence ?

AIR. LEAKE : It is not for me to say
what the amendment is.

THE PREMIER: You have said it is at
vote of want of confidence.

MR. LEAKE: I will not say it is not.
I will answer a direct question as directly
as that question is put; and I am bound
to say that, if this amendment of mine
be carried, the Premier cannot with
dignity remain in his present position for
more than five minutes.

MR. MoRGons: Hear, hear.
MR. LEAKE : That is what I think;

but if we go back to the debates of last
session we find that, when a similar
amendmnent, was proposed, the Premier
declared he would not regard such an
amendment as a vote of no confi-
dence.

THE PREMIER: That was about the
second or third amendment of the kind
in the session.

MR. [BAKE: No, it was not; it was
an amendment to the Address-in-Reply.

THE: PREMIER: No, no.
MR. LEAKE: It was proposed before

the debate on the Address-in-Reply con-
eluded, and, owing to the fact that the
Premier himself could not speak again on
the subject, lie put up his friend, the
Minister of Mines, to say that if the
amiendmnent were carried the Ministry
W01I4 hailnve to consider I- heir po si tion. In

fact, they treated the amendment as a
no-confidence motion.

THE PREMIER: I do0 not think that
was the first anendment of the kind in
the session.

MR. LEAKE: I have look-ed the
matter up in Hansard, and I know I am
quite right in what I say.

THE PREMIER: 1 beg your pardon.
Ala. LEAXE: Briefly, the position of

the federal movement is that a draft Bill
was approved, somewhere about March of
last year,'by the Federal Convention. At
that time, tinder our Enabling Act it was
ar-ranged that, should the draft Binl as
approved by the Convention be sub-
sequently adlopted lw New South Wales,
the necessary machinery would then be
provided by this -Parliament for im-
mnediately referring the measure to the
vote of thme people of this colony. New
South Wales approved the Bill by a bare
majority of electors, bunt not by the
statutory majority. The mnajoirity was
not sufficient to enable New South Wales
to join the proposed federation; but in
the neighibouring colonies of Victoria,
South Australia. and Tasmania, the draft
Bill was approved by the electors. Had
it not been for the fact that the majority
of the New South Wales electors were
barred from adopting federation by the
failure to secure the necessary statutory
majority, federation would then a
there have been an accomplished fact, as
practically it is to-day under the amended
Bill, and we should forthwith have had
to -send the Bill to the electors of Western
Australia. Subsequently to that vote, at
the beginning of this year, as members
well k-now, there was a conference of
Australian Premiers in Melbourne. At
that conference it was resolved to adopt
the Bill as provided by the Convention,
with certain amendments. The pr-evious
policy of the different Governments, in
regaitd to the original Bill, was to be
pursued with regard to the amended Bill,
and the Government of Western Australia
had f tilt knowledge therefore of allthe facts
and circumstances surrounding this great
movement. Tiae approval of the Bill in
its amended formn was, after this con-
ference of Premiers, a foregone conclu-
sion, and we know that as at fact the Bill
has been approved by' New South Wales
and South Australia, and there can he no
Itamlat at all it uil] ls N1 ioalobplil. by
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Victoria and Tasmania. There has been
no sufficient alteration in our circum-
stances to warrant any departure from
our originally expressed intention, namely,
that Western Australia should have at
referendmna vote upon this question imi-
miediately on the adoption of the federal
constitution by New South Wales. I

THE PREMIER: The constitution has
not been adopted yet.'

MR. LEAKE: 'it has been adopted by
New South Wales.

THE PnEMInn It has not been before
Parliament yet.

MR. LEAKE : Well, it has been
adopted by Parliament, and Parliament
seat it to the people.

THE PREMER: It has not been adopted-
MR. TJEAKE: I still say that its

adoption is a foregone conclusion, and
even the right lion. gentleman will not
deny that.

THu Pnaminn: You said the Bill had
been adopted.

MR. LEAKE: What I say is that it
is a foregone conclusion that the consti-
tution will be adopted; and in saying
that I am well within the mark. We
have no need to quibble over a subject
of this kind. Why should we not in
this colony have the same privileges
which were granted to us in respect to
the original Bill, when practically all the
circumstances are the same ? All the
conditions precedent have been per-
formed, and we are now ready to discuss
this question and express our willing-
ness that the people should vote " aye "
or "no " upon it. It is important, in
considering the amendment, to take into
account the peculiar and precise wording
of paragraph 2 of this Speech. I can-
not help admitting that this paragraph
is very cleverky worded-very cleverly
worded, indeed. I appreciate the position
which this paragraph has put me in, but
after due consideration I have decided to
adopt my present course. Whatever be
the result of this debate, the atmosphere
will be fairly well cleared, and we shall
know exactly where we are, and so will
the people of the country.

MR. GEORGE: You shouldhare thought
of that whten ait the Convention, You
know.

31n. IjEAKE: The Speech says:
The public feeling in favouir of a closer

uinion isanA a 1m i Iersal. and th at bring so,

the only question which will require your
careful consideration in the event of the Con,-
,nonwealth Bill being adopted by the rest of
Australia, is whether the Bill so safeguards
onr financial interests at the present time as
to justify us, as prudlent people, with great
responsibilities, giving uip, to a very lage
extent, the control and% management of our
fiscal policy.

The paragraph goes on:

The Commonwealth Bill, as amended at the
Conference of premiers held in Melbourne in
February last, has been forwarded to every
elector in the colony, and so soon as it has
been accepted by all the other colonies of
Australia will be submitted for your considera-
tion. My Ministers are of opinion that the
Bill, as now framned, is far less favourable to
Western Australia, than to any of the other
colonies, and this is freely admitted by all the
leaders of the movement in the other Austra-
lian colonies, and by all who have given the
financial clauses any close consideration. it
will, therefore, be obligatory on you to give
that portion of the Dill the closest and most
careful examination.
Now these words, if they mean anything,
mean delay.

MR. GEoRGE: Why should there not
be delay ?

MR. LEAKE : There has been discus-
sion and there has been agitation during
the recess ; and the people have teen pre-
paring themselves for almost the final
consideration of the federal question.
They have bnd, up to the present hour at
any rate, a belief in the Premier's inten-
dion to finally send the Bill to the electors.
They know perfectly well what the Pre-
mier's exJpressed opinion was at the Con-
ference of Premiers, and that he approved
of the amendments then proposed. But,
unfortunately, during the last few weeks,
or fewv months at any rate, there have
been sonic out-and-out opponents of fede-
ration on any terms, or conditions, or at
any price whatever, at wvork on the Pre-
iier, and he has been forced to reconsider
the question and see bow best he could,
by a process of delay' , avoid the necessity
of discussing this question in the way the
people have been led to suppose it would
be discussed. We know perfectl 'y well-
and I can assure lion, members of this
without any breach of confidence-that
the umajoritv of the Premier's colleagues
aire opposed to federation, and that the
two miorning papers in Perth take the
samie stand. This combination would kill
the federation umovemient if it could,
and all that force bits lbti iMohiglt to
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hear on the Premier, who has my
sympathy in his somewhat difficult posi-
tion. in his attempt to please every-
body lie has been led to lay a nice little
trap for all federationists and the Op-
position in particular, and that trap is
embodied in the phraseology of paragraph
2 of His Excellency' 's Speech. As I1 say,
I sympathise with the Premier, who has
only the courses left to him of either
offending his colleagues and the morn-
ing newspapers, or of changingt front.
Of course, the changing of front is un-
doubtedly preferable, as being more
closely associated with the interesting
process of -climbing down," and, con-
sequently, an attempt is mnade to do this;
hut, at the same tiime, if it is the wish of
the Govermuient to - climb down," we
will he willing, and will place absolutely
no obstacle in their way. What we are
going to ask is that we shall have somea
absolutely distinct assurance from the
Government that the necessary legislation
will at once he introduced to enable tme
Bill to go to the people without delay.

Mn. MoRGAkNR: We are all agreed oii
that.

Mt. LEAKE: That is all ny amend-
inent means; and while I thought the
member for Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans)
was with me in this debate, I am ]heairtily
glad to find that he is. It was only
last night that a speech was delivered in
Fremantle by the Premier, in which hie
said that he had stated in 1890 that Hf
there was to be federation, there should
lie a railway connecting the capital of this
colony with the capital of South Aus-
tr-alia. Wlit is a curious circumstance
that this condition has not occurred to
the right lion. gentleman between 1890
and the present time; or, if it has oc-
curred to him in the interval, it is curious
that the condition was not considered by
liium of sufficient importance to be em-
bodied in any of his public utterances.

THE PREMIER: I have often said it.
MR. LEAKE: What is pr-actically an-

nounced in this paragraph of the Gover-
nor's Speech is that the Government are
opposed to federation At the present time;
and, if that be so, why' do they not say
so? Tha~t is all we ask. If the- Govern-
mnentiwill tell uts tlhey a re against federa-
tion at the present mtoment, we shalt
know Where We are. They do0 not say
theyv are i favour of federation, hbut they

say they wil allow us to consider the
matter on the happeniing of a certain
event. We (the Opposition) say, " No;
we want to discuss the question at once."
But what is the contingenc*y ? And
here is, the pith of the whole situation.
We are told we may not discuss the ques-
tion until the other colonies of Australia,
have adopted the Commonwealth Bill.
It is not a que~tion now of wvaiting for
New South Wales; it is not a ques-
tion of of waiting for any other colony;
but it is a question of waiting for the
whole lot. We mnust not shut our eyes
to the fact that, for all practical purposes,
federation is an acom1plished fact. I do
not suppose anything which mnay happen
can prevent the federation of the fore-
mnost of the Australian colonies; and,
with that fact in vie-w, we have no right
to burk discussion, and we have no right
to go back from the position we originally
took up, namely that when federation
is within graspi ng distance, the people
of this colony shall have an op-
portunity~ of declaring aye or no,
whether they are in favour of or against
federation. Byv tell-ing us we must wait
for a lead fromn the rest of Australia, weC
are thereby relegated to the position of
the least importanit among the Australian
colonies; a position which we occupied in
the past, but I, for one, am not prepared
to admit that our colony now is the least
significant of the group. We may claini
to be on even terms with Queensland,
with South Australia, and with Tasmania,
if indeed we cannot claim to be before
them; yet by the tenns of the second
paragraph of His Exellency's Speech, we
are asked to take the lead from them, and
are practically told that if those colonies
do not adopt the draft Federation Bill,
then not only can our people not vote
upon it, but even this Parliament shall
not disuss it. That is a position I resent:;
hut if mny interpretation of the paraUgraph
is, incorrect, and if I can have a distinct
assurance from the rremier tIbat the
necessary* enabling legislation will he
brought down forthwith, with the idea. of
sending the Bill to a vote of the people,
then I shall1 be satisfied. I say this now
wvith due deliberation, that if this assutr-
aince is given I wilt withdraw this
amnient. Does that look like making
this aparty question ? Does it not rther
appear that I want somre assurance that

[ASSEMBLY.] Third dayof Debale.
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the pledges which have been made by all
the public men shall be carried out, and
that the people shall have an opportunity
of discussing and voting upon the
question. We know perfectly wvell that
a majority of members of this Parliament
have declared in public that they are in
favour of sending, the Bill to the people
at once; therefore I ask those inembers,
to suppoi-t me in this amendment, because
I tell them the only object I have in view
is that the Bill shall go to the people at
onee. I cannot repeat this too often,
that if I get this assurance I will with-
draw the amendment; but, on the other
hand, if this amendment is to go to a
division after all, then the responsibility
must rest with those who create it. We
are placed in an undignified position,
and it is an indignity also upon our
electors, to say that they must wait until
the rest of Anstralia has approved of the
Bill. It will he observed that my amend-
ment makes no special demand as to
terms, that it does not say on what terms
the reference to the people shall be mnade
-that is all left to subsequent parlia-
mnentar y discussion; ;and the amendment
mterely affinus, in effect, the inciple
that the Bill shall he referred at once to
the people. If Parliament, when the
Enabling Bill itself comes before it,
chooses to say that it will wait until the
rest of Australia assents to the Federation
Bill, well and good; but I say, let us
discuss it. I only ask for discussion in
Parliament or before the electors, Termns
can be made by Parliament as to what
majority vote, if any, shall be required,
or wrhether the decision shall be by a bare
mnajority. My amendment is silent as
to the terms; but we are deprived of
the privilege of even discussing these
questions, if we approve of paragraph 2
of the Speech.

Tim Pnninsen?: You are not asked to
approve of it.

M.R. JEAKE: What ilil be the actual
result. if we wait for the approval of all
the other colonies ; The Bill cannot pass
through the whole lot of themn until about
October, and by that time this session
will have about reached the end of its
term, so that it will then lie too late to
Ibring downi the necessary enabling Jegis-
lation for this Parliamenit to deal with.
But the approval of Queensland is vet
uncertain; ad ll hlild Queensland stand

*out, the effect of paragraphi 2 is that we
shall never have the opportunity of dis-
cussing the question of federation, be-
cause paragraph 2 says that nothing will
be presented to us for consideration until
the rest of Australia has approved of the
Federation Bill. It will then be too late
for us to pass the necessary legislation;
hut, in addition to that, what will be the
effect if Queensland stands out?: We in
this colony want to be in a position to say,
supposing the majority of members are in
favour of federation, that the non-entrance
of Queensland into the league is not ne-
cessarily .fatal to the federal movement,
either as regards this colony or the other
colonies, because the other colonies will
federate whether Queensland stands out
or not; but this paragraph says Western
Australia cannot join the federation if
Queensland stands out, and that is a con-
dition I object to. Whether it was mneant
thatwe should be delayed in this way, I
do not know ; but that is the exact, literal
meaning of paragraph 2 in His Excel-
lency's Speech. Let mne have an assur-
ance fromn the Government that mny
inference is wrong, and that they are
desirous. of referring the Federation Bill
to the electors, and then 1 withdraw the
anieudmient.

ME- MoiRoANs:' We iist find that
out.

MR. LEAKE: If Queensland stands
out, we cannot negotiate for termis, for
Parliament cannot then discuss the

*question at all; and matters. have arrived
at that stage when the making of termis
for federation cannot lie carried on merely
by the Government, but has to be earned
on by Parliament and the people gene--
ally. I aplpreciate theimnportanceanidthie

*delicacy of the position I amn in, because
our side of the House, or those who are
in favour of federation, if we had per-
mitted this clause to pass unchallenged,
would have been told hereafter, if we
then complained that we were not per-
iited to discuss the question until we
had the 0lead of Queensland and Tasmania,
that. the discussion of the Address-in-
Reply was the proper occasion to have
raised this question, and that by not rais-

*ing it in connection with thiat discussion
we had tacitly Consented to wait untCil
those colonies had given its this lead.
Therefore, I say I ain right in raising
this question definitely aind distinctly on
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the present occasion, and I amn justified
in demanding an assurance as to what is
the course to be pursued. Have the
Government, under the circumstances, any
intention of bringing forward the neces-
sary legislation for sending, this Bill to
the electors of the country? Or do they
intend to shelve it until after the next
ngeneral election? In my opinion. this is
an attempt to shelve the question for 12
months, and to shelve it possibly until
after the general election. I claim that
the Government have already a distinct
parliamentary mandate to reter this Bill
to the people, because the circmnstances
between thle passing of the original En-
abling Act and now have not so altered
as to justify any departure from the then
proposed procedure. If circumstances
have so altered, then by all mneans let us
hear what these circumstances are.

THE PREMIER: This is not the same
Bill.

MR. LEAKE: It is not the same jBill?
Well, it is not in exactly the same words,
but it is practically the same.

Mn. MORAN: Not at all.
MR. LEAKE: If it is different, why

does not Parliament discuss it at once?
THE PnEiirrn: It can be discussed.
MR. LEAKE: We are not allowed to

discuss it. Discussion is the very thing
I am battling for.

THE PREMIER: Why not?
MR. LEAKE: Because you will not

bring it down until the rest of Australia
tells you that you uay.

THE PREMIER: You canl bring it down.
Mn. TiBAKE: I cannot.
MR. MORAN: It is open to anky meim-

her of the House to do so.
THE PREMIER: You or anyone else can

raise a. debate upon it.
MR. LEAKE: I do not think that a

great national matter like this should he
introduced by anyone save the leader of
the Government.

Mn. MORAN: It is open to any private
memiber to take the initiative.

M-R. LB AKE: But I will tell the leader
of the Government that, if he will declare
in favour of federation, and will avow his
intention of bringing forward the neces-
sar~y enabling legislation, I will support
Win to the best of my ability, both inside
and outside of Parliament.

Mnu. MIoRAi: Bring in the Bill. Intro-
(luce the Bill.

MR. LEAKE: As I have said, I find
Imyself in a peculiar and delicate position;
and I am accused, and shall be accused
in the House, as I ant accused outside, of
attempting to make this a question of
party politics. That allegation T entirely
deny. I repudiate, it as loudly as I can.

TsaE PREMIER: You would be bound
to get something to quarrel ab)out. If
federation did. not suit, something else
would be found.

MR. LEAKE: That is no reason why
the mnatter should not be discussed. 1
do not wish to make this a question of
party politics. or anything of thle kind;
and again I say, if the Government give
me the assurance that I ask for, I will
withdraw the amendment; and that does
not look like party tactics.

THE PREMIER: The party has deserted,
apparently.

Mn. LEAKS: There seems to have
been a mistunderstanding, either on this
side of the House or on that. It is either
a misunderstanding between me and my
followers, or between the Premier and his
colleagues. What does the public Press
say about that? Why, it says there is
a misunderstanding between the Premier
and his colleagues on the question of
federation; but why not lash them up as
usual, and make them follow your lead?

MR. IwLNaWORTH: That will he done
at the proper time.

Mn. LEAKSE: Nothing would give me
greater pleasure than to help to do that.
One of the chief dangers of delay is that
this question may be dragged into the
arena of party politics, and that, too, in
the worst possible fashion, because the
roore we discuss this in public, and the
more we fight for it, the more likely are
the feelings of the electors to become
enlibittered. The question is not at
present approached with any feelings of
bitterness or resentment, and those who
are in favour of and those who are

i against the movement are still open to
reason and to argueut. But we have all
along expected that the question would
be discussed in public, and that it would
be shorn of all party traits; that it should
go to the people, tothe electors, alone
and unconnected. with any other political
movement. But so sine as this question
gets mixed til with local politics and
with a general election, then we shall
have it draggedl into pa.Lty politics in lmo
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worst possible form. That is what [
wish to avoid.

THE PREMIER: It -will be your fault if
it happens,

MR. I BAKE : How can it be said that
it will be my fault, when I am appeaiing
to the right hon. gentlemani to give me
an assurance that he will send this Bill
forthwith to the electors, and that he will
send it alone-by itselfP If it be my
fault that the Bill goes to the electors at
once, I will accept the blame; but I shall
lie proud of it. The people of the colony
cannot be better educated up to under-
standing the situation, than by the dis-
cussion. of this Bill from all points of
view a a single, simple question placed
before them for their determination. We.
do not want to say: 11If you will vote for
federation, we will give you a bridge over
that river down the road; if you will vote
for federation, we will give You a, new
court-house in some country town, or a
railway to some particular centre." That
is the danger attending the dragging of
this all-important question into a general
election. And why should we not follow
the precedent that has been established in
the Other colonies, by sending the Bill as
it has been approved, straight awNay to
the people? If we delay-if we wait
until the rest of Australia has approved.
or till the rest of Australia has not
approved, then undoubtedly, at the
g-eneral electiou which inu~t take place
next year, there will be all sorts of trouble.
We know there is t o be a redistribution of
seats; we 'knowv there is to be the woman's
franchiise. Now thelast of these important
questions has been taken. uip by one or two
writers in the public Press, who maintain
that the granting of the womian's fran-
chise will give the coastal electorates-
the electoratesi in the coastal or earlier-
settled districts-a bigger proportionate
majority of electors than they at present
have; and perhaps it is as well for those
who represent the goldfields to bear this
fact in mind.

The PREMIER: The goldfields electors
are all in favour of woman's franchise.

Mr. LEAKE : I know they are. I am
not arguing against the woman's suf-
f rage. But they are not in favour of
giving an extra adverse vote on the
question of federation.

The PREAnisa : Why should it be
adverse?

Mr. MorrAN: Who said it wouild be
adverse V

Mr. LEAKE : Because we know
that pretty well all the electors of the
agricultural districts are against fede-
ration. It will give you an extra
opportunity, and when we get the ladies
into politics we shiall find that they will,
to some extent, introduce new party ques-
tions, and federation ought not to be
discussed at the same time as those other
questions which interest womankind.

MR. MORAN: Have no0t womnen sufficient
intelligence to understand federation?

Ma. GEORGE: Oh1, he will not reply to
you.

MR. MORNa: Women, as a rule, aire
very anxious about federation.

Ma. LJEAKE :It has been urged that
we may get new terms if we delay. That
is an argument which does not impress
me, and I hope hon. members will not be
led away by it. It seems to me that as
the Billnow stands, in its amaended form,
the time for negotiation is past. It is
useless for the Government to attemapt to
arrange with the other colonies for better
terms or conditions.

MR. MORAN: Why?
MR. TsEAKE: Because they cannot

grant them. New South Wales and
South Australia have approved of the
Bill as amnended in the conference of Pre-
iniers; and do you suppose for one
moment that 'New South Wales and
South Australia are willing, at the dicta-
tion or at the requ~est of Western AuLstra-
lia, to submit to the trouble of a, fresh
referendum, just to please is ?

Man. MoRGANs: What about the lIni-
perial Pr-liament ?

MR. IEAKE: Pardon trie, I amn com-
ing to that.

Ma. MORGANS: Thanlk you.
Mu. LEAKE :But it is impossible

for our Government to arrange definite
termns. Really die only power with which
we can negotiate will be the federal
authority, when it is established; and as
a matter of fact, it will be established
within a very few months. We cannot
get away from that fact.

Mu. MORAN : Not months, surely.
Mr. LEAKE: It must be established

shortly. rphe only alternative is to ap-
proach the Imperial Parliament- (MR.
MORGANSB: Hear, hear) -by asking them
to amiend this Enabling Bill, which will
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appear in the form of a schedule to the
Imperial Enabling, Bill. But if there is
to he a negotiation for better terms, why"
should not die people of the country
know of it?

MR. MORGANS: They do know of it.
MR. LEAKE: They do know of it?

The hion. member for Coolgardie (Mr.
Morgans) does not represent the whole
colony. He represents a, certain district,
and we know that lie is taken into the
confidence of the Government. Bitt, un-
fortunately, lie is nearly as close as
Ministers themselves, and it is as difficult
to get information out of bim as to get it
out of the Premier.

MR. MORGANS: Hear, hear.
MR. LEAKE: The Premiers of the

other colonies could itot now amend the
Bill; and it is not at all likely-it is out-
side any practical suggestion-to think,
that, now that they can get federation
whether Western Australia joins or not,
they are going out of their way to consult
our convenience. When the federal
authority is established and we are asked
to join, it is open to us then to say:
" No; we will not join unless you do such
and such a thing." At the same time,
we should have to go before the electors
osn an 'y question of importance. But
what are the tenius? We have not
heard of ally. None have ever been
mentioned by any menber of the Gov-
ernineut. Why? AsI have pointed mit,
the Government are, as a whole, opposed
to federation. How then ca we expect
negotiations for terms to be carried out
by them ? It is ridiculous ;and such a
contention is only a sort of stop-gap
argument to justify delaying this ques-
tion until the next general election. The
other colonies are not likely to imperil
their destiny by consulting our con-
venience, and if we were to ask for or
demand better terms, we should really
make ourselves a laughing-stock in Aiis-
tralia. 1 ask lion. members to remiember-
this, that the amendment wich I pro-
pose does not decide the fate of federa-
tion, neither does it bind us to adopt or
to i-eject. it, nor does the referendium bind
us to adopt or reject it.

MRt. MORAN: Yes, it does.
MR. IEAKE: But we are bound, by

reason of our previous action with regard
to this question, to refer it without dela 'y
to the people; because not only hias New

South Wales approved-which was a con-
dition precedent - but South Austalia
has approved, and we know, too, that
Victoria and Tasmania are about to
approve. What possible objection there
can be to referring this question at once
to the people, I cannot ait present imagine.

MuI. MORGANS: The conditions may
ibe different.

MR. tEAKE: The conditions may be
differentd1 Should not we have found
that out last year.

MR. MORGAN: Oertainl.
MR. LEAXE: Why base our political

reputation on a mere political hypothesis
isuch as that ? It is ridiculous, and I
am astonished to think that a member of
the standing of the member for Cool-
gardie shiould venture to support an
argumient which comes from the other
side, by such utterances. I have pur-
posely refrained, in introducing this
amendment, from discussing the question
on a broader basis, and I do not propose
to advance arguments for or against
federation. A vote on such a question as
this is not necessarily effective, so far as
the fate of the movement is concerned;
but I do ask that the people should
be consulted at once. We should keep
faith with the people, and not wait until
we get a mandate or authority f rom our
neighbours, who may or may not care a fig,
whether we join the federation movement
or not. That is the position, aud again
I say if I can get an assur-ance from the
Government that theyv will bring down
enabling legislation at once, I will not
only withdraw the amendment, but will
support them in their efforts. Beyond
that 1 do not think I can speak more
fairly. It is true that I am in favour of
federation, but I do not wish to thrust
my opinion down the throat of anybody.
I am prepared at the proper time, and in
the proper place, to advance arguments
in Support, and I am prepared also to be
impressed by arguments which may be
advanced against my position on such an
important question. Federation is not a
condition that can be adopted to-day and
rejected to-morrow; because, if we once
join, we make or mar our destiny. I agree
entirely that this question should not be
carried into the arena of party politics,
and that parties should not be harassed
over such a matter. We ought to fight
such a question as this on its merits. I
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join with members on both sides of the
Rouse ill urging that this question should
be properly and fairly ventilated, both in
Parliament and before the people. But
let us know exactly where we are; let us
know whether the people are in favour of
federation. If we go to a popular vote
and that vote is against federation, there
the nmatter must rest, and Parliament canl
go on with the work of politics, satisfied
to do the best outside of federation. But
on the other hand, if the majority of the
people are in favour of federation, and]
the principles of federation are suffi-
ciently laid down in the Bill which was
passed at the Convention, and which has
been amended by the Premiers, then we
shball know exactly how we stand, and
whether it is possible in any circumstances
to make terms. If we know what terms
are suggested, is it not better that Parlia-
mnent should be unanimous in suggesting
any fresh terms to he imnposedP Would
that not be better thanl that hon. mem-
bers should go on the hustings and
attempt to deceive one another by saying,
"I am in favour of these term s," or " I

am againist them" P That is not the
proper spirit in which we should approach
the discussion of this question. Let us,
before there is any unnecessary beat, take
a popular vote, and Parliament will then
know exactly how this colony stands
in regard to federation. The vote would
not decide the matter, because an Act of
authorisation must be passed by the
Imperial Parliament, and the Bill imust
then come before this Parliament, when
ain opportunity would still be afforded of
revoking or reconsidering previously ex-
pressed opinions. These are my reasons
for introducing this amendment. This
question should be attacked in public at
once; there should be no delay; and we
should not be at the heck and call of
anky single one of the other colonies,
or be put in the position of indignity
in which I think the delay would place
us. I2 ask members not to regard
this amiendment. as a trick on the part of
myself or of members of the Opposi-
tion. IBut the Opposition do insist that
this question should at once go to the
people, and that faith should be kept
With the electors, according to the pro-misc made when the first Enabling Bill
came before Parliament. I the Premier
cannot get the suipport. of his colleagues

on the question, there are otters who will
support hint if lie will only' declare in
public what his real intentions are, and

*whether he intends to send this Bill to
the electors. If we do not discuss this

*question now, it will be too late to discuiss
it latter on in the session, and we shall not
get the Bill to the people for another
twelve months. If there is going to be a

*redistribution of seats-and we are told
on the authority of the Govermunent that

*there is-the election tinder the redis-
tribtution would, unless the federal ques-

*timer be settled now, be mixed uip with
ithe discussion of the latter. Let the
people decide "1aye " or " no " for the
Federal Bill, and let the newly constituited
Parliament, when it meets after an elec-
tion under the redistribution of seats,
confirm or alnul thle decision of the
people. That is the fairest way to pro-
ceed.

MR. MORAN: Would You like the Bill
Iannulled?9

AIRx. LEARE: We would then know
what action had been taken b y the other

Icolonies and by the Imperial Parliament,
Iand Parliament and the Glovernment of
the day would then be able to say defi-
nitely as to whether Western Australia.
should Join the fedex-ati6n. I am not
going to lie drawn into ai discuss ion on

I the details of the Commonwealth Bill,
Ibecause, if I were, two or thr-ee hours
would not suffice for my speech. The
only question now is whether the Bill
is going to the people. If the G'ov-

erment say they will not send th~is
Bill to thle people uintil all Australia

jhas approved of it, then should Queens-
land not approve, the question would
not be sent to,. the people of Western
Auistralia.- 1, for one, na not going
to submit to be placed in such a position
without protest. I have protested, and
II trust that members who are in favour
of the Federation Bill going to thle
people Will Say so now distinctly and
emphatically. We ought, if we can, to
come to an under-standing without a
division. Can I say anything fairer
than that? And in this suggestion I ant
suipported. hr menibiers who sit on murv
left.

THE PnnMrsnR: You axe "climbing
down"' a bit.

MR. LEAKE: I will climb down if
you will, I Will (1o anythingp in realsonl
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you ask me, as a public mani, to enatble
you to send this Bill before the electors
forthwith.

A MEMBER:- You -want to make this a,
party question, clearly enough.

MR. LEAKE: If there is a party,
question, it is not in federation, but in th~e
action of the Government in regard to
federation.

THE PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest): I expect it is a new experience
to most lion. mnembers to find an adden-
dum to the Address-in-Reply proposed
by the leader of the Opposition. That
hion. member informs us that this
amendment constitutes a vote of want of
confidence, and must be taken as such,
and hie asks the Government to make
terms with him in order that hie may get
out of the difficulty lie has created for
himself. He tells us that if we will do
something he will do something else;
in fact, he will do nearly anytbhing in
order to meet our wishes.

MR. LEAKE: If you are trute to your
colours.

THE PREMIER: Is that a. reasonable
request from the hon. member, when he
is submitting an amen dment which he
tells us is a vote of want of confidence ?
Do hon. members suppose for one mo-
ment that, politically, the leader of the
Opposition has any regard for memibers
sitting on the Government side of the
RouseP

MR. LEAKS,: I have none; absolutely
none.

Tan PREMIER: Is the lion. member
desirous to do something to meet our
wishes, in order that the Government
may stand better before the country than
we do at the present mioment? Hon.
members will entertain no such idea.
The desire of the leader of the Opposi-
tion is to discount the Government, and
to place us in as false a position as lie
can with the people of the country; in
fact, politically, he seeks to do 'is the
greatest possible injury. Let there be
no mnistake about this. If the bon. mnem-
ber had been in earnest in regard to fed-
eration, could he not have said all that
he has said now, and a great deal more
to the point, on the Address-in-Reply,
without moving this ad-verse amendment?
Is it not competent for every member
in the House to address himself to the
question of federation, on the Addre~ss-

mni-Reply, without making it a. party
question ? For the lion. ieiiiber to say
he is in earnest in regard to federation,
and that this is the only means he has to
show the House he is in earnest is abso-
lutely absurd. We all know the debate
on the Address-in-Reply is the opportut
nitv' when everyone can say what he
likes mn regard to the administration
of affairs generally. There is no reason
whatever, except for party and politi-
cal purposes, why the hion. member
should have moved this amendment
at this time. The Addi-ess-ini-Reply is
purposely framed as non-committal: it
commits no member of the House to
anything. The leader of the Opposition
has told us that if we pass the Address-
mn-Reply we shall be' committed to
paragraph 2 of His Excellency's Speech.
Is that a correct statement FWhat does
the Address-in -Reply sayV It thanks
His Excellency for his Speech, and
promises to give attention to the matters
contained in it and to all matters which
may come before Parliament. Does it
commit miembers in the slightest degree
to acquiescence in any part of His
Excellency's Speech? Members -with
experience of Parliamentary business in
other places know very well that the
reason the Address-in-Reply is framned in
this way is in order that it may not
comnit anyone to any statement con-
tained in the Speech from the Governor,
and formerly the Address-in-Reply
attained that end by simply being a sort
of paraphrase of the Speech itself. Hon.
members are not so foolish as the leader
of the Opposition thinks they are. The
hon. member tried his best to get some
peg in the Speech on which lie could
bang an adverse amendment, and we
know that he had in view the question of
the redistribution of seats.

MR. LEaxE : No, he had not.
THE PRE MIR: Do not tell me that.

I know very well that was the subject the
lion. member had in view; but it was
swept away from him, and he had to find
something else, and the next best thing
he thought of was the federation
referendum. The hion. member seems to
be one of those either careless or
autocratic persons -who do things
without consulting others in any way;
and he now finds that the party' he leads
is not prepa~red to follow him blindly in
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the course he is anxious to take, and con-
sequently, lie is anxious to retreat from
the position he has taken up. That is the
whole truth of the matter. The lion.
member finds himself in a little difficulty,
and, instead of coming forward ina
straightforward, manly way, and saying
11I wish to withdraw my amend ment," lie
tries to offer the Government terms, by
means of which he may disparage the
present Admlinistration with the people of
the country. But we are not going to be
caughit by the hion. member, if we can
avoid it. The Government wvill take it
on his own word that this is an adverse
amendment, and we will fight it; and if
the hon. member is successful, we will
adopt the constitutional course, and he
canl take the management of thle country,
and do with federation as he thinks best.

MR. ILLI{QWORTI{: You would not do
that.

THE PREMIER: New converts are
always anxious to appear to be enthusi-
astic, and no doubt the member for
Central Mlurchison is a new convert to
federation: at least, I believe so.

MR. ILLINGWORTRE: I was a federa-
tionist before I came to this colony,
anyhow.

THE PREMIER: The member for
Albany seems to wish above all things
that the Government should make a dis-
tinct pronouncement-I think, that was
the word he used-in regard to the in-
tention of the Government on federa-
tion. I think our statement in His Ex-
cellency's Speech in regard to federation
is not obscure.

MRs. LEAE: Who drafted the para-
graphF

THE PREMIER: I did. This para-
graph is pretty clear in regard to what
the Government think on the question,
for it says:-

The public feeling in favour of a closer
union is almost universal, and that being so,
the only question which will require your
careful consideration in the event of the
Commonwvelth Bill being adopted by the
rest of Australia, is whether the Bill so safe-
gurds our financial interests at the present
time as to justify its, as prudent people, with
great responsibilities, giving tip, to a very
large extent, the control. and management of
our fiscal Policy.

Ts not that a reasonable proposition to
put before reasonable people, that after
having considered the question, and

having great responsibilities, and being
prudent people, they should give careful
consideration to the question before they
give up the control and management of
their fiscal policy? The panagraph goes
on to say:-

The Commonwealth Bill, as armended at the
Conference of Premiers held in Melbourne in
February last, has been forwarded to every
elctor in the colony, and so soon as it has
been accepted by all the other colonies of Aus-
tralia will be submitted for your considera-
tion. My Ministers are of opinion that the
Bill, as now framed, is far less favourable to
Western Australia than to any of the other
colonies, and this is freely admitted by all the
leaders of the movement in the other Austra-
lian colonies, and by all who have given the
financiatl clauses any close consideration. It
will, therefore, be obligatory on you to give
that portion of the Bill the closest and most
careful examination.
I do not think that is an unreasonable
proposition.

MEs. LEArn: Why wait for the other
coloniesP

THE PREMIER: I do not want to go
into a, discussion now in regard to federa-
tion generally; but this I will say, that if
the great colony of Queensland does not
join the federation, that important fact
will reur the gravest consideration
from madI am going to consider that
fact, and will not rush headlong into
federation. I am giving this question
further consideration at the present time,
and hope to be able to place before the
people of this country facts and figures
which have an important becaring on the
question. I hope to do this in no party
spirit, for my desire is that the people
shall have an opportunity of considering
the question with a full knowledge of
the facts. The ]member for Albany seems
on this occasion to be enthusiastic in the
cause of federation. I did not obser~ve
his enthusiasm when he had previous
opportunities of showing it, and at those
times I do not think he gave much atten-
tion to the question, nor has he ever
given it much attention, so far as I have
had opportunities of knowing. The para-
graph says :

My Ministers are of opinion that the Bill as
now framed is far less favourable to Western
Australia than to any of the other colonies.

All this is freely admitted. I am aware
there are persons in the other colonies,
persons of position, who would deny that
statemient: but I am sure they axe unable
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to prove it is untrue, because I know you
cannot get one responsible person in all
this country, including the hion. member
opposite (Mr. Leake), who can show that
this colony will gain anything by feder-
ation. I have never said we should not
Jose. I have said I hoped we would lbe
able to show that we would not lose by
federation, but I have never said we couldl
gain anything by federation. I have said
that I had great fear in regard to the
financial question; and I have great fear
still, and I am at work on that question
,at the present time, for having been so
busy aind had so many things to attend
to, I confess I have not been able to give
that attention to thisaspect of thequestion
which its importance deserves. The pant-
graph in his Excellency's Speech states
the views of the Government on federation;
and in advising these Chambers of Parlia-
ment, all we say is that it is obligatory on
members to give that portion of the Bill
the closest and most carefual. examination.
Is that taking a personal position, or is it
dealing with this as a non-party question ?
In replying the other evening to a question
put by the member for East Perth (Mr.
James), what did I say? I said: -

Federation has not been made a political
party question in any part of Australia, and it
would, in my opinion, be very unfortunate if
it were attemnpted1 to be wade so in this colony.
go soon as the Commonwealth Bill, as amended
at the Conference of Premiers held in Mel-
bourne in February last, has been accepted by
all the other colonies of Australia, I will he
prepared to introduce an Enabling Bill sub-
mitting the Commonwealth Bill, as amended,
for the consideration of Parliament, with a
view to its submission to the vote of the people
at the time and in the manner that Parlia-
ment may then decide upon.
Is there anything in that which says the
Government do not wish to refer this
question to the people'?

MR. TiEAKE: Yes; everything. You
want to delay it.

THE PREMIER: You want to hurry
it on.

MR. LEASE: Certainly.
THE PREMIER: I think you had

better lie careful, instead of hurrying,
on. The hon. member would like me to
make it a party question; and now he
comes here and appeals to us on his
knees, asking us to make terms. He
uses this question as a means of attack-
ing us; and nowr that he has taken this
coarse, we will not help him out of the

difficulty lie has got into, but will leave
him where lie is. The lion. member
wants an assurance that wye will deal with
the Federation Bill. Have I not given
ain assurance to deal with it, in my reply
to the question put by the member for
East Perth ? If ever the other colonies
do federate, I shall be sorry if some
means cannot be found by which this
colony can enter the federation. The
member for Albany thinks there are no
difficulties before us, in dealing with this
question; but I know there are difficulties,
and if all the other colonies do federate
under this Bill, there will still be difficulties
for us. If the lion, member had been in
earnest in reference to the matter, lie
could have said all hie wished to say
now on federation, and not mix it tip
with party politics. I say the hon. mem-
ber wishes us to believe his amendment
is not a trick. I believe it is nothing
more than a political dodge on the part of
the lion. member, to try and place some
members on this side of the House in a
false position before their constituents.

MR. LEAKE: I shall not be sorry.
THE PREMIER: No; there you are!

The hon. member is thoroughly sincere
in regard to this amendment. I say that
it is the intention of the hon. member to
make this a trial of strength at the
beginning of the session; and, as he
wvishes to displace the present Govern-
ment. I recognise his amendment as an
attempt to do so, and the hon. member
admits it is. It is no use making these
plausible appeals to us, that they will do
this if we will do that. I say we will do
nothing of the sort. We will accept the
challenge which the hon. member has
thrownm down. The exact terms of his
amiendment we will leave out -altogether;
for it makes no difference what the terms
are, when we know the effect is the same.
His amendment is a parliamentary trick,
and one that is never resorted to in any
country where parties are definitely
divided. In England such a trick could
never occur, because parties there are well
ascertainted and defined; and such a trick
would fall to the ground, as I believe it
will fall here. If the hon. member relies
on his supporters in this House, we know
hie cannot depend on them; but his idea
is to try and win over two or three ment-
ber-s on this side of the House, in order to
carry out what he desires.



Address-in-Reply: [4 .IULY, 1899.] Third day of Debate. 75

MR. WILSON: So they do in England.
THE PREMIER: NO; a member in

England does not leave his party in one
session and go back to it the next session.
Indeed, very seldom does a ineniber leave
the party lie is elected to support, and it
is only in new countries and under con-
ditions totally different that such things
are done. The lion. member desires to
place me before the country as one op-
posed to federation. -There is no doubt
hie does so, but I do not see that it would
be in the interests of federation to do
that. I Shaill not be influenced, I hope,
by what the lion. member does. I have
desired federation for years and years.
My desire is that this country should join
and become apart of federated Australia;
but I recognise that it would be an irre-
vocable step, and therefore I am not
going to ask thie people of this country to
take that step until I have well con-
sidered the whole subject myself. Some
time ago, when we talked of this subject
without that full sense of responsibility
which we ought to feel, we may not have
been so careful ais we should now, when
we are on the threshold of federation.
It is now the bounden duty of every
man in this Legislature to consider the
qnestion and understand it as well as
hie can. I hope in a short time to
place some facts before hon. members and
the people of this country, so that they
may be able to decide for themselves this
important question, not because they may
have a feeling that federation is good or
is bad in itself, but because they believe
that federation will be for their interests
and in the interests of this country, not
only at the present time but for all time.
Surely no one in this colony desires that
we shall federate in order that we maiy
injure ourselves? We cannot very well
afford to do so, however much wve may
desire it. There is such a thing as
necessity. We have obligations, and we
must see that we are in a position to
carry them out. There is one clause in
that Bill which is fatal in its effect. I do
not know how it escaped me at the Con-
vention, or how it escaped the astuteness
of the lion. member opposite (Mr. Leat-e).

MR. GERGE: He must have been away.
THE PREMIER: Well, its meaning

certainly never came home to me in the
sense in which I now understand it-
that we cannot build a railway from any

point in onr own railway system, to join
with the railway systems of the other
colonies, without the consent of South)
Australia. That proposition is, to my
miind, a blot upon the whole Bill, because
it gives to South Australia power to
prevent us from joining the railway
systems of Eastern Australia for ever and
for ever. Will hon. members say that
this blot must not be removedP I say it
must. It is a, stain upon the Bill, because
while it remains, we can never hope to
have what we all want-a connection by
rail with the other colonies. We can
never have that, under this Bill, unless
South Australia gives consent. [MR.
MORGAN$: Hear, bear.] Well, are we
going to federate with that blot on the
Bill? I should like to ask the hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Leake) why such an astute
lawyer as hie dlid not point this out at the
Convention, and safeguard the interests of
this country? It never carne, home to me:
I never understood it before, but I under-
stand it now, and I shall do my very best,
and I am doing it at present, to have
that blot removed from the Bill; because,
unless it is removed, it remains as an
obstacle which we cannot get over. We
must hiave that blot removed, and the
Federal Parliament must remove it some-
how, in order that we may be connected
with the railway systems of the eastern
colonies.

MR. LEAKE: To what clause do you
referF

THE PREMIER: It is one of those
under the heading " Legislative Powers of
the Parliament," and reads " Railway con-
struction and extension in any State with
the consent of that State." The bon.
member does not even know of the clause.
I expect he has never seen it before. At
all events, it is there, and will have to be
removed before the Bill will suit this
colony.

MR. GEORGE: There is no occasion to
discuss the question now.

THE PREMIER: I am only mention-
ing it. The question now is, that the
hon. member and those who support him
-I hope there will not be many-are by
their action trying, for mere party pur-
poses, to mate this question of federa-
tion a party question and nothing more.
The hon. miember desires, if possible, to
put the Government in a. false position,
and in a difficulty; he desires to drag thiq
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great and. noble cause of federation into
the arena. of party politics. I say again
to hon. members: take no notice whatever
of the wording of this motion, No matter
how it may be worded, it is a no-
confidence mnotion, and as such we must
deal with it.

MR. ILLINOWOETH:- Why did you not
adjourn the House?

Tan PREMIER: We did adjourn. I
beg the hon. member's pardon. The hion.
mnember (Mr. Leake) moved his motion
before the Address-in-Reply was seconded,
in order, as lie thought, to get in first.
This is the hon. member who is so desirous
of federation being made a non-party
qdestion, and who yet, at the beginning
of the session, makes it a test vote as to
whether the Government shall or shll not
hold office.

MRs. LEAKE: I ami awfully sorry if I
have put you to inconvenience.

T.E PREMIER: Oh, not at all. You
do not inconvenience me, but I dare say
you injure yourself.

MRs. OLDAM: At all events, you
seem to be very much annoyed about it.

THE PREMIER:- Oh, no; I am not
at all annoyed.about it. I take up this
position: if the hon. member be in earn-
est in regard to federation, if it be his
desire that it shouild not be made a party
question, the course open to him is per-
fectly clear: he should have debated this
point on the Address-in-Reply. He might
even lhave moved some motion, so as to
have it discussed, thus keeping it alto-
gether outside of party politics. But
what does he do ? He searches through
that long Speech, which is so long that
lion. members have really been weary of
listening to it-they are so little' in-
terested in what is going on in this
colony, that they could not even bear to
give the necessary, time to listen to the
Governor's Speech-he looks all through
that long Speech, to see whether he could
find some hole in the armour of the
Government.

MR. GEORGE: Make it shorter next
year, if it is too long.

TaE PREMIER:- I should advise
the hon. member to get somec new Mentor
to guide imi on the next occasion, if he
wants a guide; but I do not think he
wants any guide at all. I think lie
should he guided by his own sense of
'What is right and just, rather than by

the advice of certain people who lead him
into devious paths. Here, in His Ex-
cellency' 's Speech, we have a progrmme
which, if read attentively, will be found
to embrace a good miany proposals for
the future, which are submitted for the
consideration of Parliament. We have a,
programme of railway s-I th ink there are
four railways proposed-of harbour im-
provements, of public batteries; we have
reference to the Coolgardie water scheme ;
we have a redistribution of seats; we
have a large number of Bills to consider,
Bills more important in character, from
a social point of view at all events, than
have ever come before this Legislature,
and miany of them too are of a controver-
sial nature. And, looking all through
ibis Speech, containing as it does so many
questions of importance to the country,
and so many of a controversial character,
the very, best point, in the opinion of the
hion. member and his advisers-the very
best point on which to attack the Govern-
ment was by dragging this great and
noble cause of federation into this House
as a party question, with a view of trying
to oust the Ministry. The hon. member
appeals to us to give him assurances, and
appeals for those assurances not in the

I way usually adopted by people who are
anxious to be on good terms with others,
but asks for assurances at the very point
of the bayonet, by moving a vote of want-
of-confidence. Is that the way to obtain
any assurance fromn us F 1 say that if I
wdre willing to give any assurance to the
hon. member on an ocasion such as this,
I should be unworthy of the position I
occupy, as one who is trusted by ]iou.
members on this side of the House. He
can have no assurance from us when hie
comies at us with the bayonet. If hie
wants assurances, he must ask for them
properly, and we shiall always be very glad
to mneet his wishes as far as possible. It
shows to what straits the hon. memnber
and the one or two members advising him
-though perhaps he has a good mnany
advisers-it shows to what straits they
were put to find cause for complaint in
the Speech. This is all lie could find.
The only device he thought would serve
his purpose was to drag the cause of
federation into the arena of party
politics. It reminds me of the fable I
remember reading when I was a hay,
entiteldthie wolf and thielamib. The wolf,
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though higher uip tie stream thanu the
lamb, complained of the Iamb for rising
mud iu the water.

MR. OLnunr: Who is the la.mb in this
instanceP

TnE PREMIER: In this case I ami
the lamub. The hon. member could find
no cause of complaint in me; he could
find no cause of complaint in the Speech,
looking at it as a political document; and
hie had to go out of his wavy by referring
to a non-political question, so that he
might have soine cry with which to go to
the people.

MR. LEAKE: But remember that, in
the fable, the wolf ate the lamb,

THE PREMIER: No doubt you will
try it, but I do not think you will eat me
this time. " The Bill'to the people " was
thought to be a good cry, like the cry of
the Germans, "1To the Rhine! " The hon.
member cannot find, iin paragiaph 2 of
the Speech or in my reply to the member
for East Perth (Mr. James), anything I
have said which can give rise to the idea,
that I desire to keep back this Bill from
the people. But with the hon. member,
federation, redistribution of seats, and
everything else can go to the winds,
so long as he can do something to
entice from the Government side the
votes of two or three members. Re
'knows there are mnembers on this
side of the House who represent large
constituencies, which are in favour of
federation; and he thought to himself, " I
will put those gentlemen in such a hole6
that they will be obliged to desert the
Government, and to help meC." But I
think the bon. member does not know
those gentlemen, and I think he will find
that they will not desert the Government
because of a party trick such as this, and
that he will not get the assistance he
expects.

MR. OLDHAX: We do not expect
much.

TunE PREMIER:- Well, you did expect
it, but I do not think you expect it now.

Mr. OLDHAM : We never expected it.
Tim PREMIER: One thing, however,

this division when it takes place will
show; one good will result. Out of evil
often comes good, and it will be so in
this case. It will show the weakness of
the hon. member, and wvill perhaps teach
him that, if he wants to oust the Govern-
ment, he miust show some good cause,

somne substantial ground, and mnust not
expect to do it by a mere party or politi-
cal trick.

Mr. INAxE: That ought not to annoy
you.

ThuE PREMIER:- It seemis to me that
the hon. gentleman, uinless he can get uip
somne excitement by a motion of no-
confidence, or by some other movement
wvhich he thinks is very much ad-verse to
this side of the House, takes no interest
whatever in politics. You cannot get the
hon. member here, unless it be on some
exciting occasion. What we want him. to
do is to set to work. We have plenty of
'business to transact, and we ought to do
it, instead of wvasting time over these
no-confidence motions, which he, at the
present time, would Eike to say are not
no-confidence motions, though lie can-
not help admitting that they are. He
appealed to us as if we were all friends
politically, and told us how glad he
would be to withdraw his motion if we
would give him some assurance; but, as I
said before, we will give him no assur-
ance. I can only say in conclusion that I
much regret thle introduction of this mo-
tion. If the hon. member had moved
that this House had no longer any confi-
dence in the present Administration, I
think he would have been much fairer to
everyone concerned. We should all then
have known where we were. We should
have been able to vote for or against the
motion, knowing exactly what we were
doing, and for what we were voting.
How much better would that have been
than this attempt to gain an advantage
by a side-wind, or, as I said before,
by a trick ? During all the years the
hon. member has been in this House,
neither he nor those who are with
him-I class them altogether, because
I suppose he and the front Opposi-
tion bench are all in accord-he and his
friends have never introduced Pa direct
vote of want-of-confidence in this Go-
vernment. They have several times tried
to get by a side-wind what they did not
seem to have the courage to attempt
directly. Now, I do not think this is the
way in which we ought to carry on our
business. It is useless to try to oust the
Government fromn offibe in this fashion.
It is useless to try to catch votes on
one subject only, when the Govern-
ment are strongly supported on general
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questions; and it seems to me that such
.tactics do not tend to make our parlia-
mentary life as comfortable as it might
otherwise be. The lion. member might
easily have moved a direct vote of want-
of-confidence in the present Government;
and that challenge would have been ac-
cepted, and fought out on its merits.
The hen. member might then have gone
over the whole fi~eld of Government
administration during the past year and,
after the G3overnument had replied, a. vote
could have been taken. That is the way
in which the business of the country
ought to be carried on. This other pro-
cedure has become more and more the
fashion in other colonies, though I am not
aware that it bas become so in England,
where the position of the Government
and of Parliament is fixed and well-
understood, and voting is by parties.
Here, of course, we are influenced by one
idea or another, and members may be
glad to support the leader of the Opposi-
tion generally, but not able to support
him on certain points. No Government
should be ousted from office by a trick,
when the Governmuent have a large major-
ity behind them on general questions.
But the bon. inember has, I am sorry to
say, taken that course. If it should ever
be my lot to be in opposition, as no doubt
I shall be in tine, I promise I will -not
descend to dodges of this sort. I would
prefer to move a direct vote of want-of-
confidence in the Government and take
a vote of the House, because that is the
straighdforward course. But somehow or
other, the lion, member, who desires to
do what is best, gets under the influence
of members who have very little knowledge
of parliamentary rules in the colonies,
with the result that hie fr-ames tricky
motions-I cannot call them anything
else-ia order to weaken the Govern-
ment vote on a particular point, while the
Government or even the Opposition
might be much stronger on a direct vote
than they would be on a vote which really
seems to have regard. to the placing of
certain persons in a false position. There
is a great deal of business to do this ses-
sion. The lion. member has taken the
course of not discussing generally the
Address-in-Reply, and therefore, when
this amendment is disposed of, members
will have an opportunity of discussing
the administration in all its bearingcs, in

bringing forward this amendment, the
hon. member has addressed himself to the
one question of federation. I follow in
the same wvay, confiuing myself to the
one question; and if we all do that, we
shall, be able to dispose of that question
and then go on quickly with the general
debate on the Address-in-Reply, in deal-
ing with which hon. members can discuss
generally the Governor's Speech and
other matters of interest to themselves
and the people of the colony. I shall
offer my most strenuous objection to the
amendment, and do my best to defeat it.

Mit, GEORGE (Murray) : At first
I felt inclined to allow this question
to proceed to the vote, because a great
deal of what the Premnier has told us
is perfectly correct. There is a large
amount of work before us this session,
and it would be better if we could
go straighitway to that work; but I
feel that the question which has been
placed before us is one on which it
behoves most of us to give some reason
for the way in which we shall vote. The
Premier is quite right when he accuses
the leader of the Opposition- such as
that Opposition is-of bringing forward
a tricky amendmnent.

MR. ILLINGWORtTH: Why d6 you not
sit on the Mlinisterial side?

MRt. GEORGE: Last session I told
one of those gentlemen who formn a
numerous 1 ert of a divided Opposition,
that I should sit in this House exactly
where I pleased, and say what I chose,
amnd I intend to go on with that pro-
grainie, even though it does not agree
with the member for Central Murchison
(Air, flingwvorth). That hon. inember
treats us to a great deal of what is called
parliamentary procedure, but he disobeys
his leader by intejecting, when he has no
Ibusiness to. And now, having crushed
that hon. member, I wvill proceed with my
speech. I was saying that I agre with
the bon. the Preieir that this amiend-
mnent of the member for Albauv is a
tricky one. I believe thle reason why the
member for Albany does not obtain more
support than lie h~as hitherto received, is
owing to the fact that he dToes put people
into an awkward position. If the lion.
miembler were to try to appeal to the
people's sense of right and justice, and
let themn exercise a Little independence of
thought, lie would get support very mnuch
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more frequently than he does now. In-
stead of taking that course, however, he
will, on isolated remarks in speeches of
members, bring forward an amendment,
for which those members may be tricked
into voting. Row, what does this amen~d-
meat mnean? It simply means that the
hon. member knows there are a.niunber of
public men in the colony who stated pub-
licly they wished the Federation Bill to
go to thepeople. What I am saying now,
I said twelve months ago, and also while
the leader of the Opposition -was away in
England; and my opinion is that, though
he may get a fewv members to vote with
him, he 'will not get many; and that is
about as straight a truth as I can tell him.
I was prepared to vote for the Bill going
to the people, and I would give that vote
even if 43 members were agint that
proceeding and I stood alone, a.nIs would
stand alone as long as my physical
strength would allow. 1 do not require
to be told by the member for Albany
(Mr. Iaeake), or the member for' North
Perth (Mr. Oldham), what my duty is to
the people of the colony, because I know
my duty, and I will do it when the time
comes.

MR. OLnH-AM:- We will all do our
duty.

MnI. GEORGE: Very well; but when
it comes to a question of an amendment
of this sort, for the purfpose of kicking
the Government out of seats which they
have filled very well, and filled munch
better than the present members of the
Opposition possibly would, I prefer the
devils I know to the devils I do not
know. We can criticise the present
Governmwent and we now pretty well
kuow the length of the tether of the
mistakes they can make. We are
sanguine enough, some of us-my party
at any rate, of which I ant the lundisputed
leadr-to believe that we will be able to
deal with the present Government more
easily than we could deal with the new
colts of the Opposition. I do uot want
to deal with the question of federation at
any length now, but I will take the
opportunity of sayving that I cannot
understand why the leader of the Oppo-
sition wishes such indecent haste in
sending, the Bill to the people. I do
not think I ought to say what I feel
about his action, because it might be
cruel, and hurt his feelings.

AIn, IEAXE: Oh, don't be afraid.
Mn. GEORGE: Then I will say the

hon, member diligently did not do his
duty to the country. It is a Surprising
fact to me that the bulk of the people
who are trying to understand this federa-
tion question, and place it before the
people, are despised tothersiders and not
Western Australians. What did the
member for East Perth (Mr. James) and
the mnember for Albany (Mr. ILeake) do
at the Federation Convention in Mel-
bourne? Did they watch the interests
of Western Australia? If they did it
was by being silent. Yet the member
for Albany tells us practically that this
colony is ready for the slaughter. Will
the other colonies listen to Western
Australia, which they regard as a mere
bag of sand not wanted by themP The
other colonies want our gold or -whatever
else they can g4P from us, If that is the
opinion formed by the hon. member, after
attending the Conventions -for which
attendance this country paid his expenses
-then I say distinctly it was that gentle-
man's dunty to let the whole of this country
know the fact at once.

Ma. LEAE: Of course you know that
this is a misstatement.

Hit. GEORGE: I know the statement
to betrue. ff1 did not know it to he
true I would not make it.

Ma. TEALKE:- I thought you might not
know it was a misstatement.

MR. GEORGE: I have not got the
gift of saying untrue things and dressing
them uip in the garb of truth. What I
say I believe, and if I should prove to be
wrong, I am man enough to apologise.
We are told by the member for Albany
that he is prepyared. to assist the Govern-
mnent in any shape or form, but I do not
think, hie was quite accurate in that state-
ment. The only particle of trnth there
mnay be in it is that he would be very
ready to help the Government to the
" happy despatch," if he possibly could.
If lie is willing to help the Government,
why (lid he not last session assist with
his legal knowledge in dealing with a lot
of Bills brought before Parliament?
Take, for instance, the infamous Bank-
ruptcy Bill.

A MESMBER : What haLs that to do with
federation ?

MRt. GEORGE:- It has to do with
federation, because if we join the other
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colonies on the present terms it will meanI
bankruptcy for this colony. I do not
know whether there will be special bank-
ruptcy laws for the federated colonies, or
whether there are infamous lawyers pre-
pared to carry out such a law so far as
this colony is concerned. The Bank-
ruptcy Act is a piece of pettifogging legis-
lation which is a disgrace to the com mercial
world, and under which a disreputable
class of lawyers, as there are disreputable
men in every trade, are prepared to assist
in robbing honest traders. It is thle
duty of every member of the House to
devote his special knowledge to making
as eirrect as possible Bills which are
brought before the House.

MR. OrLnnnr: Why did you Dot do
so ?

MR. GEORGE: I did my little best,
but I left the lawyers to look after the
law, wh ile the lawyers left me to look
after dishonourable bankrupts who owed
me money and flouted me. This amend-
ment before the House is pretty nearly
the same sort as that proposed last
session, and it seemed to me, in listening
to the Premier, just for all the world as
if I were reading the right lion, gentle-
Man's speech in last session's Hansard.
This amendment is brought forward as a.
tricky proposal. It is brought forward
to catch votes, but I think that instead of
catching votes the lion, member will
" catch a crab." When the Premier was
last tackled on an amendment of this
character he gave the House an assurance
in regard to the food duties. I believe
that assurance was subsequently carried
out; and the other evening the right
lion,. gentleman gave us anl assurance in
reply to the mnember for East Perth
(Mr. James) that he would send the
Federation Bill to the people.

MR. TiEARE: When?
MR. GEORGE: When he pleases, and

he will have to please when the House
makes him.

MR. WILSON: We are trying to mnake
him please now.

Ma. GEORGE: But we do not want
to do that in five minutes. We want
work done, but we want to know first
what federation means, anid both sides
must be shown to the people, so that they
may not be misled by one party or the
other. Up to the present there has been
a tremendous lot of talk on Uis question,

but very little said. There has been an
amount of abuse from both sides, and
after the preliminary stages, the whole
country has a right to expect members of
Parliament to address themselves to the
subject and show the people exactly what
is to be voted upon. It is an insult to
the people to ask them to vote merely on
the platform utterances of either one side
or the other. The question of the Federa-
tion Bill seems to have been made entirely
a party question. We do not want "bil-
lies " and " anti-billites " here, but wve do
want an intermediate party which will go
before the people and point out the advan-
tages and disadvantages of the measure,
and show the exact position.

MVR. tExEx: That is what we want to
do.

MR. GEORGE: That is what we can
do if the Opposition will only allow us,
and that is what we are trying to do.
The hion. member for Albany went to the
Federal Convention as at delegate, and it
was his duty when he returned to this
colony to go right through the country
and explain the Bill to the people. Did
the hion. member do that?9 Where atre
the other delegates who did it?

At 6.30 p.m. the DEPUTY SPEAKER left
chair.

At 7.30 the DEPUTY SPEicsm resumied
the chair.

AIR. GEORGE (resuming) : I was fur-
nishing a few arguments with regard to
the amendment before us, and I think
little remains for me to say. It is not
my intention to go into the subject of
federation now, for I recognise this is not
the opportunity when the matter may be
fairly and fully threshed out ;but wheni
the question does come before us at the
proper time, which I trust will not be
long hence, we can then address ourselves
to the various aspects of federation with
the view to getting a proper appreciation
of what the question really means for this
colony. We have, received the assurance
of the Premier this evening, and on the
other evening, that it is the intention of
the Government to allow the Bill to go to
the people after it has been debated in
Parliament. I do not think there is ay
reasion to doubt that the Premier will
keep his promise, and I take it to inan,
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and hope it does mean, that the question
will be gone into thoroughly during this
session, and that at as early a time as

possble the people will have the question
plced before them for their decision.
I trust the promise means that this shall
be done not in six months or in four
months from this time, but as far as I am
concerned the assurance is that in two
mnonths the Bill will be given to the
people for their decision on it. I amn
quite satisfied to take the assurance in
that sense.

MR. IJEAKE:- How are we to know?
Mn. GEORGE: So far as some hon.

members who have spoken are concerned,
it seems to me that they do not trust the
people; that they fear the people-fear
that if any little delay occurs, say only
two months, the people may by that time
so thoroughly understand the question
that they will not accept the views which
some members of the Oppositton have
placed before them.

Mn. LEAE: It is not certain that we
can get the Bill put before them in two
months. Where is the assurance?

Mn. GEORGE: That is what I am
endeavouring to place before the House.'
I am not in a position to give an assur-
ance on the part of the Premier, but I do
hope to hear from hinm that in two months
time the question will be placed before
the people of this colony. The Premier
has not beard my view before, and it
may give him thought. I should like to
say also that there should be no necessity,
and there is no necessity, for any political
association to send round a circular, such
as was sent a few weeks ago, asking
members of Parliament practically to
pledge themselves one way or the other,
their replies being afterwards published
and bearing simply on the view so put
forth, I believe the object of that
ciroular sent round by the Australian
Natives' Association was a preparation
for the amendmnent that has been placed
before us this evening; and, speaking
without disrespect of that association, it
was an attempt to get pledges from
members of Parliament, with the idea
that such pledges might be of assistance
with regard to the amendmwent to be
brought forward in Parliament. The
mnember for Albany hias told us this
evening that hie expected members to
keep faith with the people. As one of

those members, I do not require the
memnber for Albany to tell inc to keep
faith with the electors who sent me here,
but I may say that more than 12 months
ago I told the people of the Murray, Dot
only by letter but by word of mouth on
the platform, that when this question
came before us in Parliament it would be
my duty to endeavour to have the
Federa tion Bill placed before the people
of the colony, for their decision, at as
early a date as possible. That is my
view to-night; therefore I shall not vote
with the member for Albany.

MR. EWING (Swan): The amend-
ment I rise to support is a simple one
indeed. It is to the effect, practically,
that it is desirable the Government should
take steps in the immediate future to
submit the Commonwealth Bill to the
vote of the electors in this colony; and I
think the Premier fully realised the
spirit in which this amendment was
moved, when be said the leader of
the Opposition had appealed to him
as a friend, had appealed to the gentle-
men on that side of the House as
friends, to endeavour to bring about
the state of things which this amend-
ment contemplates. I believe the leader
of the Opposition did appeal1 to the
right hon. gentleman as a. friend. Those
who sit behind the member for Albany
and sit with him are friends to the cause
of federation; and hie was quite right
when be said we were not approaching
the Premier with the bayonet, but
really were approaching him as federa-
tionists, and were holding, out the hand of
friendship by endeavouring to bring be-
fore the people what is the greatest
question that has ever been submitted for
their consideration. It is the duty of the
Opposition, when they find a, subject like
federation introduced into the Governor's
Speech, to see the subject is dealt with in
a. manner which the Opposition as a body,
and the people of the cormtry in their
opinion, will approve. The Goverunment
have introduced in that Speech the ques-
tion of federation;- and it is said, because
certain members of this House disagree
with the method that the Government
intend to adopt with regard to that ques-
tion, and have moved an amendment
which embodies their viewsi, that this is
done for party and paltry purposes ;
that it is degrading a great que~ion, and
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is taking a. step which the member who
is the head of the Opposition should
not take. I think he is taking a step
whiich, as leader of the Opposition. he
certainly should take; for it is one of the
first duties of the Opposition, when a. line
of policy is indicated in the Governor's
Speech, to do what they can to see that
such a policy is in accordance withi the
wishes of the community; and this is
one of our first duties when we see the
question of federation introduced. I
would submit that the Opposition have
not introduced the qluestion of federation
into the Governor's Speech: it is the
Mlinistry who have thought fit to bring
this question into the Speech. They have
thereby submitted it to Parliament, and
we are, asked directly or indirectly to
approve of what is 'therein embodied;
and I fully) agree with the previous
speakers tha t, if we passed over this
second paragraphi of the Governor's
Speech without amendment, we would
be told en future occasions that we had
lost our opportunity for considering the
matter, and that, if we had anything to
say Upon the subject, we should have said
it when the question was first submitted
to Parliament; because, as I Understand
the Governor's Speech, it is an outline of
the policy that the Government intend to
adopt.

THE PREMtIER:- Yes; but you need
not move a motion.

Mn. EWING: We need not move a
motion -Upon it if we are in accord with
it; hut, if we are not ini accordl with it,
then it is our duty to move at motion
which meets with our approval; and in
moving this motion, we endeavour to
bring before the Government the desir-
aibieness of submitting this great question
to the people of the colony. If the Go-
vernmeut have been mtistunderstood. by
the members of the Opposition, and if- we
as at body hatve misconceived their inten-
tions, it is simple enough for the learned
leader of the Government to tell us what
they are.

THE PnEsiisn: I am1 not leatrned.
MR. I1LINGwO~RH4: YOU are an LEJD.,

anyho-w.
AMn. EWING: I think I am fully

justified iii using the expression. It is
simple enough for the learned leader of
the Government to tell us that we hare
not fully understood the meaning of the

words hie has used-that we have not
comipletely grasped the truth he intended
to convey; and if he came before us and
said, "You have moved the amendment
Lunder a misconception; you have made
a mistatke; I intend to submit the ques-
tion to the people at the earliest
opportunity ;" then it would be our duty,
and it is his privilege, to submit the
question to the Rouse in the way that he
intended. But what does he do hereP
There is no assurance in the Governor's
Speech that this question will be sub-
mitted to the people; an amendment is
moved asking for that assurance; and, if
the Premier really intends to submit that
question to the people, surely it is easy
for him to say that this will be done at
the earliest possible opportunity ? He
has the assurance of the leader of the
Opposition that, after such a promise, the
amendment will be withdrawn. But the
Premier says, - I will not pursue such a
course: I choose to take the amendment
as a, motion of censure." I would ask,
who is responsible for the party aspect
this debate is about to assumeP I would
ask whether it lies with the leader of the

' Opposition to create a, motion of censure,
or whether it is for the Government to
say if they will or will not accept the
am~endment as such a, vote? We have
been told that the Government will not
back down, and is not in the hiabit of
backing down; but 1 think it is within the
recollection of every hion. member of this
House that, during the la session of Par-
liament, a motion was introduced dealing
with the food duties. W-hen that motion
cai before u6, the Premier said, during
the early stages of thme debate, that lie did
not intend to accept it as a, motion of
censure. At at later stage a, person in
authority was put up in the House to say
that the motion was twcepted as a motion

ofcensure; andi then, Io! what did we
find? We foiund the Premier giving the
House an assuranc1e that he would do
that which the motion of censure asked
him11 to do; and if in that case he saw
fit to adL~opt the Opposition's motion, and
to agree with the principles embodied in
it, on a comparatively narrow question

*like that of the food dfuties, I say that it
is b thousand timnes more his bouinden
duty, if hie really believes that the
question of federation should go to the
people, to say to this House, - I approve
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of this amendment." He has created aI
precedent during the debate on the food
duties. He said, 11I will reduce the
duties in accordance with your wishes,
and therefore there is no necessity to go
further with your motion." Why cannot
he do the same thing here to-night?
Why did be do it on the food duties
question? Simply because he knew the
Government had a majority against them.
Why will he not do it to-night ? Simply
because he firmly believes that, by telling
hon. members to put aside the principle
of the motion, and to vote on the question
as a, motion of censure, he will be able to
defeat the motion. Now we submit that
in dealing with public questions, the
elected representatives of the people
are not justified, in order to support the
Government, in sinking the whole of the
views they have placed before their
electors. I believe that members are
returned to this House with a certain
amount of individuality; and that in-
dividuality should not be destroyed by
the mere fact that the Premier stands up
in his place and says, " If you vote
according to your convictions, if you vote
as you have pledged yourselves to the
people to vote, then you are voting

against the Miniistry; " or, in other
words, " Place use and the 'Ministry in
front of your professed convictions; place
me and the Ministry in the paramiount
position as far as your duties as legislators
are concerned." I submit that any mnem-
ber taking that narrow view of his duties
in this Rouse is miaking a serious inis-
take, and I say it with all respect. I
think we are here to represent our electors
-that we are returned, not to support
the Government, but to support prin-
ciples, and only to support -a Government
so long as that Government acts in
accordance with the principles which our
constituents sent us here to represent. T
do not intend to keep the House for any
length of time in this debate. I frilly
agree with the miember for the Murray
(Mir, George), when hie says that, if the
Premier would give the House an assur-
ance that, even within two months, he
would submit this Bill to the people, the
Opposition would be satisfied. I will go
even further than the hon. member, and
as an individual I wsill say that, if the
right hon. gentleman would agree to bring
down this Bill to the House within two

months, and to add another clause, that
the referendum should not take place for
another three months afterwards, I would
be perfectly satisfied as an individual. I
believe all we want to do is to ensure the
passage of this Bill through Parliament
before this House is prorogued, or before
the opportunity of dealing with it is
taken away. We have been told by the
Premier that there is a staini which he
has lately discovered upon this Bill, I
agree that the matter he has mentioned
is rather serious; I agree that it is a
matter which, when this Bill is before
the House, should be taken into con-
sideration; but all that the amendment
of the member for Albany embodies is
that the Commonwealth Bill shall be
submitted to the people-not that the
members of this House are to blindly
submit this Bill to the people with all its
defects. I say it is perfectly open to
this House, when the Bill is introduced,
to put that Bill in such order as this
House considers necessary before it is
submitted to the people. We are here to
safeguard their interests; we aire here to
see that Western Australia is not injured;
and if in the wisdom of this House it
seems that other clauses are necessary, or
that the amendment of exsisting clauses is
necessary, then I maintain it is the
privilege of this House to introduce those
amendments in the best formi possible,
without hampering or affecting the
question further than they can possibly
help. I would submit to the Premier
tha~t if this blot exist upon the Common-
wealth Bill, then the earlier the Bill is
introduced for the consideration of this
Assembly, the better. The earlier the
opportunity is given us to introduce the
necessary amendments, the better; and I
would suggest, in that there are blemishes
upon the Bill which the Premier points
out, that is one of the most cogent argiL-
ments that could be used for the early
introduction of the measure.

Ma. MOROAN B: The Premier has
promised that.

M-a. E WING: We have heard fromn
several persons round this House that
the Premier has promised that. I am
perfectly willing, and as the hon. member
has beard from the inembur for the
Murray (Mr. George), he is perfectly
willing, and the leader of the Opposition
has said that he is perfectly willing,
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to withdraw the amendment. If the
Premier will only give us his word
that he wvill introduce this Bill wvithin
two months for the consideration of this
House, then I believe the persons who
are supporting this amendment will be
satisfied; but what we do demand from
the Government is this. We say it is not
the duty of the leader of the Opposition
to introduce a Bill of this character:- it is
the duty of the gentleman who has the
honour of standing at the bead of things
political in this colony to introduce such
a Bill-the most important Bill that has
ever been mooted in this House. I say
that if the leader of the Opposition
presuamed to introduce that measure, it
would be taking upon himself a duty
which I, as a member of the Opposition,
would be very sorry to see him perform.
It is the Premier's duty, and the
Premier's place, to introduce this
measure; and I believe, if the Premier
will give us his assurance that this
Bill would be introduced for the
consideration of members, and with a
niew to submitting it to the people, say
within two months, as has been suggested,
that this is the last he will hear of this
amendment; and. he will find members on
this side of the House co-operating with
him, and joining with him, in the
endeavour to make it the best Bill it
possibly can be, not only from the Auas-
tralasian. national standpoint, but with
due regard to the interests of Western.
Australia,.

MR. ILLINGWORTH (Central Mar-
chison): When Parliament passed the Act
No. 32, sections 28 and 29, it wvas clearly
understood by this Rouse and by the
country that, so soon as three of the large
colonies, of which New South Wales was
to be one, adopted federation--

Tifxi PREMIER: Not one of them. has
done so yet.

MR. IIJLINGWORTH: I did not say
they had, sir.

THiE Pxsnxixa: No.
MR. jILLINGWORTH: That is not

the point I rise to discuss. The point I
rise to discuss is that, by an Act of
Parliament, it is understood in this
country that, as soon as three colonies
have adopted federation, of which colonies
New South Wales is to be one, then a
Bill is to be placed before this House for
the c;onsideration. of this House, and, if

approved by this House, is to he referred
to the people. The objections that have
been raised on either side to this question
do not touch a point that seems to me to
be of serious import. We have here an
Act of Parliament; we have here the
Governor's Speech, for which the Ministry
are responsible. The Act of Parliament
says that, as soon as three colonies, of
which New South Wales is one, shiall
adopt the Federal Enabling Bill, then
this House shall have an opportunity of
discussing the Bill, and, if they approve,
of sending it to the people. Now the
Government have taken upon themselves
to say in this Speech-and of course we
ought to take this Speec-h as embodying
the policy of the Government: if this is
not the policy of the Government, then it
has no business to be here-this Speech
foreshadows the policy of the Grovernment
for the session we have now commenced;
and in spite of all the Premier has said
about the insignificance of passing the
Address-in-Reply without raisin po
tests, I submit that in every Parlia-
mnent every member is bound to express
his intentions in regard to the general
principles, and policy of the proposals of
the Government in debating the Address-
in-Reply, just as members are called
upon to express their adherence or other-
wise to the general principles of a Bill
during the debate on its second reading.
The Premier is fully aware that this is
the attitude in which we stand in this
debate.

Tan PR-EIE: Notat all. You moved
an adverse motion.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: I am fully
aware that we moved an adverse mnotion.

THE PREMtiER.:- That alters the whole
thing..-Wtdure

MR. ILLINGWORTH: ihdu e
spect, sir, I contend that it does not
altogether alter the principle. Of course
I am fully aware that it alters the whole
aspect of the debate, so far as the Ministry
are concerned.

THE PEmnEp: Ab!--bear, he-ar.
Ma. ILLINOWORTH:- Of course it

does; but it does not alter the relation of
members to the ctuestion that is before
the House. If the Government choose to
take Upon themasel-vesto say that a In1
tabled from any part of the House is a,
vote of Avant of confidence, that is timeir
business; and of coarse we are fully
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aware that any amendment, however in-
significant, to the Address-in-Reply may
be taken virtually by the Government as
anl attack on themselves, if they like to
,accept it as such.

THE PREMIER: Hear, hear; but these
amendments should not be moved if they
are not so meant.

MR. ILLIXGWORTH: I am not aware
it has been said that tile Opposition did
not mean this amendment to be so con-
sidered.

THE PREMIER: You have said you did
not.

Mx. ILLINGWORTH: The member
for the Murray (Mr. George) has said
that the leader of the Opposition is not
sincere; but I am not aware that the
member for Albany (Mr. Leake) or any-
one has said that he is not sincere in his
desire to oust the Government, because I
think he said he was prepared to take that
step.

THE PREMIER: Let him keep to that,
and he is all right.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: One of the
duties of the Opposition is to see that the
Government and the House conduct the
business of the country in accordance
with the views of members of the House,
and if the Government are not prepared
to conduct the business in that way they
must move from the Treasury benches
and make room for men who are prepared
to take the position.

THE PREMIER: Hear, hear.
MRt. ILLINOWOETH: That is the

true position of the Opposition, and of
members of this House, and it is the duty
of the Government to defend the measures
and proposals they bring fm-ward.

THE PREMIER: Hear, hear.
MR. ILLINGW ORTII: It is the dut y

of the Opposition to point out weaknesses
in the proposals of the Government, and
if the measures introduced 1w the Govern-
ment will not stand that test they are not
fit to become the law of the country. The
Government Look on themselves to say
that an Act of Parliament which provides
that as soon as three colonies-

THE PREMIER: That Act of Partin-
ment does not apply. This is not the
same Bill as it was.

MR. ILLI {G WORTH: That does not
affect the question in the least, although
the Premier seems to think it does.

THE PREMIER: That is the point.

MR. ILLINOWOETH: I am sorry
that a gentleman who has the degree of
LL.. is not a little more logical. His
interjection does not affect the question
in the smallest degree. This Bill as
amended by the Premiers has been
accepted by three colonies.

THE PREMIER: By one colony.
MR. ILLINGWORTH: Excuse me,

three colonies. The referendum has not
yet been taken in Victoria.

THE PREMIER: It has not been
adopted yet by the Legislatures.

MR. ILLINOWOETH: You are wel-
come to any slight accuracy of that kind,
because it does not affect the argu-
ment.

THE PRemiER: It does affect the
argument very much.
'sMR. ] LINGWORTH: The position

is tat he overmen ofthis colony
have taken on themselves to say that they
will not bring before this House a Bill
on the federation question until the
whole of the Australian colonies have
adopted it. That may be the policy of
the Government. Is it the policy of
the Government? That is what we want
to know. Is it a fact the Government
do not intend to bring before the House
this Bill until the whole of the Australian
colonies have federated, or rather until
they have adopted the Bill? The clause
in his Excellency's Speech says, " as
soon as"-and consequently not before-
" as soon as the whole of the Aus-
tralian colonies have adopted the
Bill " this Govermuent will bring in
a measure dealing with the federal ques-
lion. The Act which this colony has
approved sets forth that the only sanc-
tion that the Government have for action
on this question is the provision that
when three colonies federate, so long as
New South Wales is one of the three, then
the Bill must be brought in. What I
object to is the unconstitutional mode of
procedure. The Governmnt, in order to
meet the exigencies of the case, with a
divided Ministry and a majority in the
Ministry against the intr-oduction of the
Federation Bill, take upon themselves to
state in his Excellency's Speech that the
Bill is adverse to this colon y. That may,
or may not be so, and I imight be with
the Government on that point.

THE PREMIER: We think the Bill* is
adverse to this colony.
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MR. ILLINGWORTH: Perhaps I
thin], so too.

THE: PREMIER: Well, say so, then.
MR. ILLING WORTH: I will not say

so just Low, because I do not desire to
discuss the Bill.

THE PREMIER: It does not suit you to
do so.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: The Premier
must not consider that to discuss the Bill
would be inconvenient to me, because
that would not disturb me in the least;
but it does disturb me that the Govern-
mient in the recess practically-because
the Governor's Speech is composed in the
recess-decided to come to Parliament
this session and say that on the great
federal question, although practically
approved by all Australia, there is a
difference of opinion here as to whether
it would be profitable to Western Aus-
tralia to enter into federation. What
the Government say is that they will
not bring in a Bill nor allow this question
to be discussed on the floor of the House,
that they will not take steps to put the
question before the' people, until the
whole of the Australian colonies have
accepted the measure.

THE PREMIER: I do not think our
words go that far. I think you are
exaggerating.

MR. ILTJNGWORTH: I should he
very pleased if the Government would
simply say that they do not mean what
they say.

THE PREMIER: You should not put a
false construction on the words.

MR. ILLINOWOETH: Usually I
take the Premier seriously, and I look on
politics as somewhat a serious matter.

THE PREMIER: You ought not to go
too far.

MR. ILLING-WOETH: I am not
going too far. 1 look on this question
as the most serious that this colony has
ever been called upon to discuss.

THE PREMIER: I hope you have made
up your mind about it.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: I have not
]uade up my mind, and I hope there is
no miember in the House who has made
up his mind. I say advisedly to the
House that tlere is no man in the
country who has given the Bill the con-
sideraion its importance deserves.

THE PxRMIR: Hear, bear; then why
be in such a, hurry about it?

MR. ILLING-WOETH: I ami not in a
hurry; indeed, the Premier seems to be
the member who is in a hurry. He is
endleavouring- to get the members of this
House to vote against the provision that
after some time, in accordance with the
Act, this subject stall bie placed before

pthe House. The Government are trying
Ito attain that end by passing the Address-
in-Reply without comment, and waiting
for the discussion of federation until the
whole of the other colonies have voted
affirmatively. Suppose, by way of illus-
tration, that Tasmania does not accept
the Bill.

THE PREMTIER: The Speech does not
say "Australasia," does it? It says
"Australia,"

MRt. ILLINUWORTE: So far as T
know, Tasmania. is in Australia.

THE PREMIER: Tasmania is part of
Australasia. There is no doubt about
that, because Tasmania is an island.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: Well you say
you do not mean Tasmania in this case?

THE PREMIER: I certainly do not
mean it.

MR. ILLINOWOETH: Then why not
say Queensland and bie dlone with it? If
the Premier wants to be frank with the
House, why does he not say what he
means? When he wishes words " to
darken counsel without knowledge" there
must be some reason;i and we all know
there is a dispute amongst Ministers on
this question.

TH E PREMIER : That is absolutely un-
true.

MR. ILLTNGWORTH: On this ques-
tion in the Cabinet there is difference of
opinion.

A MEMBER: A split.
THE PREMIER: There is no split at all.
MR. LEAKE: Then Ministers are all

against federation.
THE; PREMIER: We have not con-

sidered it as a Ministerial question at all
yet.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: We shall get
at the truth directly. Is there no dis-
agreement amongst Ministers on the
federation question -no difference of
opinion? We happen to know what is
the straight-out opinion of some of the

IMinisters, but wre will accept the state-
ment of the Premier for what it is
worth, that there is no difference of
opinion amongst them on this question.
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We know the Attorney-General's opinion.
The Premier does not qualify clause 2,
and he says there is no difference of
opinion in the Cabinet on the subject.
We know exactly what the opinion of the
Attorney-General is, and yet we are told
there is no difference of opinion.
*THE PREMIER.: You would like to see

a difference of opinion.
MR. ILIAINGWORTHI Undoubtedly

I would like to have the best judgment
of the Premier on a question of so much
importance, and I hope that the Attorney-
General and other members of the
Ministry will be able to reconsider some
of the statements they have made on
this question. The most importanit phase
of this question to me is that tinder
federation the member for the Swan
(Mr. Ewing) would not be able to bring
in a Divorce Bill. 'Mhen federation is
brought about it is a business done for
ever, and the question requires grave
consideration. I have refused to speak
in public on the question, because I do
not think it possible that justice can be
done to it by two or three speakers at
a popular meeting. I say advisedly
that the first utterances of members of
this House on this question would have
been better if they had been given in this
Chamber with the deliberation and care
that the importance of the Bill demands.
I am expecting an opportunity to deal
with the subject myself, and I may say
that as a sentiment and as a great idea I
have been in favour of federation ever
since the question was mooted. But I
am not going to close my eyes to the fact
that there are grave questions which have
to be considered in a country like this,
and which make me hesitate even to say
whether the final issue of federation
would be for the good or evil of the
country. But I have no hesitation in
saying that in the way the question has
been presented to the country there has
been a vast amount of exaggeration, both
as to the good and the evil. This Bill
will not affect this country, either for
good or evil, to the extent some people
think. It will affect the country in very
material issues, to which it is proper
that every member should give careful
attention, if there is to be deliberation
and discussion of this great question,
which is practically' the marriage of the
whole of the colonies of this great Austin-

lian continent. The men to discuss the
question, and the place in which it should
first be discussed, are the members of
this House, and in this Chamber. There
should be no haste, but full deliberation
in that discussion; and the reason why
the amendment should be carried is that
this deliberation should begin as soon a
possible. One of the many reasons for
this cor-se is that the people should not
get a wrong impression of what the Bill
will really do. It may be, perhaps, an
egotistical view to take that the represen-
tatives of the people in the two Houses
of Parliament, so far as there are repre-
sentatives, are the best people to first
discuss thisquestion; butfrointhis House
should go forth arguments and discus-
sions calculated to educate the people on
this question. I entirely dissent from an
idea which is prevalent, aud which I dis-
sented from at Cue when the Premier
was there. The Bill is the work of six
Premiers in a private room, without any
proper discussion. There has been
deliberation with a view to removing
difficulties and of coming together, and
so far good; but it is not a fair or a just
thing to throw this Bill before the elec-
tors and direct them to say "Yes" or
" No." It is our duty as representatives
of the colony to fairly and squarely deal
with the question, and on the floor of the
House tell the people what we think
about it. That being so, what is there
unreasonable in asking the Government
what they mean by this clause in His
Excellency's Speech ? Will the Govern.
ment tell us whether they mean to submit
the Bill to the country before Queensland
passes it? I would like an answer to
this question from the Premier.

THE PRMIER: What is that?
MR. TLLINGWORTH: Granted that

in accordance with the Act, New South
Wales, Victoria, and South Australia pass
this Bill, is the Premier or the Govern-
ment prepared to bring in a, Bill as set
forth in the Act passed by this Rouse,
with a view of this House approving of
and submitting it to the voice of the
people ?

THE PREMIER: Did I not say so?
MR. ILfLlNGWOETH: You have not

said so.
THE PREMIER: I said so in reply to a

question from the member for East Perth
(Mr. James).-
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MR, ILLINGIVOETH:- The Premier
did not say so.

Tus PREMIER: What did I say?
Me.. ILfLNGWQRTH: You used the

words "all the other colonies," and I
questioned. the -words at the time.

THE: PREMIER: Well, we -will know as
to all the other colonies on the 2nd Sep-
temuber.

Mn. LILLINGWORTH: Is it the in-
tention of the Government, after the 2nd
of September, to bring in the BillP

THE PEENIER: I cannot tell what the
result of the vote may be. All the
colonies may not join.

MR. ITLsLINGWORTH: Then it fol-
lows that, if Queensland should reject
the Bill, this Government, falling back on
the statement in the Governor's Speech,
need not, and I believe will not--and I
say this advisedly-submit this Bill to
the people. The Government, so far as
we are to gather from their words, have
no intention of placing the Bill before
the House until a. similar Bill is accepted
by Queensland.

THE PREMIER: You can put what
meaning you like on the words, so far as
I am concerned.

MR. IEaLINGWORTH: Will the Pre-
mier put a meaning on the words?

Tnn PREMIER: I would not put that
meaning on them.

Mn. ILLTNGWORTH: WVilI the Pre-
mier put any Meanin on the words?

THE PREMIER:, Iill not answer you
ait all.

Mn. ILLING WORTH: I f the Premier
will not put ai meaning on the words, I
will place my meaning before any set of
mnen, or any man capable of construing
the English language, and if any personI
can say that any other conclusion thani
that which I have shown could be drawn
fromi those words, I would like to hear
that conclusion. f say that these words
imply that the Government will not bring
the Bill before this House until Queens-
land passes a similar measure.

THE PauuIX: You are trying to kill
federation: that is your object.

MR. T-LLINGWORTH:- I believe that
if I could kill federation, I would be the i
greatest possible benefactor to the Gov.ern-

THE PREMIER: WhyP
Mn. ILjLINGWORTR: Because the

Government would be delighted.

THE PREMIER : Then you will not do it.
MR. ]LLlINGWORTTI: No, I will not,

because it would please the Government.
I have no ejection to doing the right
thing to please the Government, but I
am not disposed to do a wrong thing
to please them, though I would do a
great deal to that end. As I under-
stand the amneanent, what is intended
is to find out, if possible, whether the
Government will be kind, condescend-
ing, and generous enough to in-
forn the ignorant people on the 0 ppo-
sition side of the House, and the country,
whether they really mean to place the
Federation Bill before Parliament as
soon as three colonies, of which New
South Wales is one, pass a similar
measure. The clause in the Speech leads
to tile conclusion that the Government
do not intend to do that. It does not
follow that because a Bill is brought in it
will be accepted. I myself might vote
against it. I will not pledge myself to
vote for a measure because I advocate it
should he submitted, and I am not ask-
ing members to pledge themselves to
vote for the Bill; but I think it is a fair
thing to ask the Government to state
their intentions on a great question such
as this. This question touches the whole
of Australia from end to end, and the

agitation is doing a good dleal of work
fo Australia even in London. I am in
a position to say that the financial posi-.
tion of the colony rests very considerably
on the question as to whether wve enter
federation or not.

THE PREm~IER: Oh, no r
Ma. ITLTINGWVORTH:- I ami not

dogmatising, and I do not say' my
opinion is absolutely correct. The only
dogmatist I know in the House is the
Premier, but, of course, he isi always
right. Indeed, I never yet. knew hint to
admit hie was wrong;i not even when hie
is proved wrong does he confess it. The
only construction that can be laced
on the paragraph in the Governor's
Speech to) which I have referred is
that the Government do not intend
to give this House or the country
an opportunity to consider the federation
question until Queensland and the other
colonies join. I will give the Premier
the benefit of Tasmania, if that benefit
be worth anything to him. W~e are
all liable to err and make mistakes
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in reading and construing English,
but when that English is written by' a
doctor of laws and logic, who received
his degree at Cambridge. hie ought to be
able to give us reasonable laniguage
which we can understand. I do not
pride myself on my power to construe
English, but I think the reasonable con-
struction to be placed on the words
referred to is that, when all the other
Australian colonies have accepted the
Bill, then the Western Australian Gov-
ernment intend to bring in a federation
measure and, if the Bill pass, give the
people an opportunity of voting upon it.
There is no ]particular difference of
opinion. What the leader of the Op-
position desires is an. answer from the
Government as to whether, when three
other colonies, of which New South
Wales is one, accept the Federation Bill,
-whether that be in September, or ten
years hence-they will bring in a similar
measure which may be discussed in this
House, and after discussion, and may be
amendment, shall be seat to the people.
I want to speak on the Governor's Speech
as a whole, and do not intend to occupy
the time of the House further now, ex-
cept to simply say my- objection is that
the Government take upon themselves, as
a Government, to practically override an
Act of Parliament. and to say that Parlia-
ment should not have an opportunity of
considering federation when threecolonies,
of which New South Wales is one, shall
have passed the Federal Bill. The Govern.
rnent now propose to alter the provision
of three acquiescing colonies into four, or
perhaps five colonies. Can we not get
an answer to the question, which is all
that is asked for by the amendment? If
the amendment asks for anything more
them that I have pointed out, I have no
sympathy with it. But it is fair that the
country and the House should know
whether, when New South Wales, Vic-
toria, and South Australia should accept
this Bill, the Government will carry out
the promise of the Enabling Act, and
give an opportuity for the discussion of a
federal measure. It is a fair question to
ask, and it ought to receive n answer.

MR. OLDHAM (North Perth): The
Government have adopted a remarkable
method in treating an amendment pro-
posed by the leader of the Opposition as
a vote of no confidence, and then leaving

it in silence. Even those members who
represent the goldfields, and sit on the
Government side of the House, cannot
find any arguments to justify the course
they are supporting.

Mn. MORGANS; We have not heard
anything to answer yet.

MR. OLDHAM: I will give the lion.
member something to answer before I
have finished. I have risen totally
unprepared on this occasion, but I want
to put one phase of the question before
the House and the country. When the
division-hell rings, there will be found
voting with the leader of the Opposition
men who are not afraid to send the Bill
to the people, and, on the other side, will
be found voting the men who desire not
to delay this question for a time, but to
delay it, so fas as Western Australia is
concerned, as long as they are able.

Mn. MORGANS: That is where the trick
comes in.

MR. OLDUTAM: I do not think it fair
to say that this amendment is a dodge.
How can it be a dlodge? All we ask
hon. members on the Government side to
do is to vote in accordance with their
expressed convictions. Are they afraid
of sending the Bill to the people?

lMR . G~oxox: Send it in two months
time.

MR. OLDHAM: The hon. member
knows that, if this motion is defeated,
then so far as Western Australia is con-
cerned the people who are in favour of
federation will have to "whistle" for it.
I have no desire to discuss whether feder-
ation is going to be good for this country
or otherwise, but I believe that out of the
bundle of nonsensical arguments which
have been used on both sides of the
House in reference to this question, we
have one or two which can fairly be said
to have some bearing on it. I believe
this country will tread the path of pro-
gress just as quickly tinder federation as
it will otherise.

MR. MORGAN: That is -what you be-
lieve, but it is no argument.

MRt. OLDHAM: Will the hon. main-
ber allow me to put the matter in my own
way ? I believe this country will tread
the path of progress accordingly as the
intrinsic value of its resources will enable
it to do. This amendment has not been
brought forward for the purpose of
ousting the Gouvernment.
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MR. GEORGE: IS that Official?
MR. OLDHAM: I can assure tile

House that we on this (tile Opposition)
.Side have the greatest admiration for
lion. gentlemen who occupy seats on the
Government benches. My own opinion
in regard to them may be expressed in
some lines I will quote to the House;
and as the member for (Joolgardie (Mr.
Morgans) broke into poetry on a recent
occasion, if I transgress in this respect,
the only excuse I can offer will be the
example of that hion. member. The lines
I am about to quote were written by
Hosea Biglow, in reference to some
American politicians, and his words pretty
aptly apply to some miembers of this
Government:-

What's good is all Gov'mnent: all thet isn't,
aiut.'

What profits them is alers right and just;
And if yew don't read Seriptur so, yew

must.
They've got the Ten Commandments in

ther pu's,
And (West Australia) couldn't more onless

she went as flu's.
They're all thet's hon'rble, and just, and

fair;
And when the Virtues died, left them as

heir.

1, am certain the House will believe me
that, having this opinion of the Govern-
iient, it is rather superfluous to say that
we on this (the Opposition) side are
desirous of turning the Government out
of office. All we desire is to make it
plain who are in favour of sending the
Bill to the people.

MR. MoROANs: We all are.
MR. OLD1IAM: Memibers on that side

of thle House are fedenationists-but " I
believe the member for Coolgardie (Mr.
Morgans) is a felerationist-but?.

MR. GnORGE : There is virtute in at
but." Don't forget that.
MR. OLDHAM: I believe the member

for Premantle, (Mr. Highain) is a federa-
tionist--but ? I believe the Attorney
General, who in his speech to his con-
stituents evidently desired to give them
thle impression that the people of the other
colonies are a lot of cannibals desirous of
eating us up, is a federationist--when ?

MR. MOnonjs: He did not say " but."
MR. OLDHAM : He is a federationist

-when ? He is, like the Premier, a feder-
ationist 1" when." I desire to ask those
hon. members who have led tile federa-

tion moveient up to thle present time, if
they are prepared to hand over the navi-
gaution of the federal ship to the hon.
mlembers who sit on tile Government side
of the House. (A MEMBER: Yes.) Well,
let us just examline them. I heard the
Premier make a magnificient speech in
St. George's Hall on one occasion, when
lie strongly supported federation. On
that occasion he endeavoured to point out
all the advantages of federation :but wvhen
he cme to a knotty question-and this
is a phrase he used pretty frequently-
he said " I will deal with that later on."
I certainly heard him try and persuade
the people in that hall that it would be
advantageous for this colony to Join
the federation of Australia, to join in a
partnership with New South Wales. He
said something to this effect: If we were

goin into partnership with a big firm,
would it not be advantageous to us?
Therefore will it not be advantageous for
a poor colony like Western Australia to
join with a rich country like New South
WalesP

THE PREMIER: A rich country, I
said. T never said a poor country.

MR. OLDHAM: I have heard the
Iright lion. gentleman say, many a time,
that this was a poor country before
people came here from the other colonies-
before the t'othersiders came here,

MR. MORAN: T'otherside was fairly
poor before the people left it to come
here.

Mu. OLDHAM: I want to ask those
who have approached this question not
only as sentimentalists, but from thre
vast national standpoint: are they pre-
paredi to hand over the navigation of the
federation ship to a Premier whbo, a, few
months ago, was a federationist when
New South Wales had joined, but who
at the present time is a federationist
when Queensland joins ? He wants to
take the ship round, not viod New South
Wales now, but is going round by way of
Queensland, and when lie gets to Queens-
land lie will want to go to New Zealand.

MR, GEoItaIE: And a good country,
too.

MR. OLDHAM: It is not a bad
country. I demand something like an
assurance from the Governmien t that
this question shall be treated in a, proper
spirit. Surely time reuumt-i doe~s not
meanl to Say lie is going to "'jockey " the
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country over this matter. Let us vote
straight from the shoulder, Let us
know whom we are fighting. Let us
know whether we are to fight anti-
federationists or wolves in sheep's
clotting. That, is the position at the
present time. We have on that (the
Government) side of the House not a
single juan who declares lie is against
federation.

MR. MITCHELL: You ale wrong their.
I am against it, for one.

MR. MORAN: There are a few on
your side against it, you know.

Mn. OLDHAM: I am speaking of
members on the Government side of the
House.

AIR. MORAN: You clean out your own
house on that side, first.

MR. OLDHAM: I want to put this
fairly to those lion. members, and to ask
them if there is one on that side, except
the member for the Murchison, who says
he is distinctly against federation.

MR. MORGANS: Yes; the Commnissioner
of Crown Lands.

MR. OLDHAMV: No; he says"-I am
in favour of federation- but? ' I ag~ain
ask those members who have been taing
an active part in pushing it as a national
question, -who believe federation will be a
great thing for the colonies, Western
Australia included: are they prepared to
leave the navigation of the ship in the
hands of a gentleman who is a federa-
tionist-when? Are thiey pr-epar-ed to
leave it to him wvith a crew Who, from the
cook to the cabin boy,, will desert on the
first favourable opportunity ? Let us ana-
lyse thme actions of those gentlemen.
Look at them, and you will find they are
about as mild a mannmered lot of men

As ever scuttled ship or cut a throat.

These are the men who are going to sink
the ship of federation. If it were not so,
wily should we have this pledge put in the
second paragraph of His Excellency's
Speech? Why' should it not be made
clearer? Why does not the right hion.
gentleman take the country into his con-
fidence ? I think the House is entitled
to be taken into the confidence of the
Premier; and I have heard it stated that
the right lion, gentleman is endeavouring
at the present moment to make terms with
the Premiers of the other colonies, more
favourable for this colon)'.

MR. GEORGE: Why should he not
do it?

MR. OLDHAM: He should not do
any such thing.

MR. MORNs: Why notP
MR. OLD)HAM: It is for this House

to make terms. How do we know that
the terms which the right lion. gentlemani
may make will lie acceptable to this
country ? Let us go by the proper
constitutional procedure, and not leave
one man to make terms for this colony.
Can lion, members on that side of the
Rouse consistently support a gentleman
who believes all the utternces even from
his colleagues, who have made as pretty
a " kettle .of fish" of this question as ever
was ? Let us see what are the terms the
right hion, gentlemn would make, which
are likely to meet with the approval of
this House or of his own constituents. I
have seen a letter published in the West
Australian, and written by one of his
colleagues, and this is the way in which
that colleague comments on the terms
which the right lion. gentleman has made
for this colony:

I have, 1 confess, reluctantly come to the
conclusion that I cannot now support the
change. The circumstances of the colony are
at present, even more than a year ago, such
that I think I may safely say disaster would
follow.
Hon. members on that side of the House
must bie particularl 'y proud of the leader
of the Government, when lie cannot make
better terms than those. The letter
further Says:

We load ourselves with debt for the con-
struction of railways, harbours, and other
public works, for the benefit of other countries,
while we pursue the suicidal policy of arrest-
ing developmuent of the colony's resources, by
stopping any further immigration.
That is what the Premier's colleague says,
and hie goes on further; -

If federation meant anything, it meant the
destruction of a large mnber of these (local
industries);i artisans and workers in other
lines thrown out of employment, and their
consequent removal elsewhere.
Hon members on that side of the House
must be particularlY proud of the leader
of the Government, when he cannot mnake
better terms than these. The letter con-
tinues:

From my point of vie'v, it is absolutely of
the first importance that, so far from taking
ay step ich would injuriously interfere with
industries -already established, our true
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interests lie in encouraging expansion in this
direc-tion.
It all goes on in the same strain. That
letter was written by the Minister of
Education, who is also Colonial Secretary
(Mr. Randell) ; and that is his opinion of
the Bill which has been drafted for the
acceptance of the people of this colony.

MR. MORAN: A very good letter,
too.

MR. OLDHAM: Let us see what the
member for Fremiantle (Mr. Higham) said.
He said the Bill meant "absolute nuin
for this colony." Then he ought to be
proud of the Premier. If that is the
best bargain the right hon. gentleman
can get for this colony, it means ruin, it
means disaster; and yet hon. members
on that side of the House will support
the right hon. gentleman in continuing
to hold the strings of office in this country.
If bon. members on that side had th~e
courage of their convictions, if they
believed the Premier was taking a course
that would practically lead this coiony to
disaster, what is the proper thing for
them to do ? The proper thing for them
to do, independently of any action which
may be taken by this side of the House,
is to move a vote of want of confidence in
the Government.

MR. A. FORREST: Address your own
side.

MR. OLDHAM: I said that I had
not the slightest desire to discuss the
merits or demerits of federation-not the
slightest. I am not going to be Led away
on that track, because that is not the
question. I am willing to believe that
lion, members opposite or on this side of
the House can reasonably hold very di-
vergent views upon this matter; but
there is not the slightest doubt that those
gentlemen who profess to represent demo-
cratic constituencies must either vote
with the leader of the Opposition or fail
in their duty to their constituents. It is
not for me, of course-

MR. MORAN: Certanly not.
Mu. OLDHAM1: I dlo not wish to

lecture hon. gentlemen opposite. I have
not the slightest intention of doing so.

MR. MORAN: You keep your eye on the
main chance all the time, too.

MR. OLDHAM: But, out of consider-
ation for some of my hon. friends over
there, and particularly for my friend
the member for East Coolgardie (Mr.

Moran), I desire to ask him to pause
before lie follows the Government in this
division -.

MR. MORA1N: On four Paws.
Mu. OLDHAM: To think of what lie

is doing. If the bon. member has made
up his mind to vote with the Govern-
met-

MR. MORAN: Just write ile a private
letter on the subject.

MR. OLDHAM: If dile hon. member
Ihas made up his mind to vote with the
iGovernment, I cannot help it. I want to
put him right before his constituents.

MR. MORAN: Good iron.
MRs. GaououF: And good gold.

MR. OLiDHAM: I want his constitu-
ents thoroughly to understand, and I
want the constituents of every hon.
member opposite who represents men and

Inot sheep-
Mu. MORAN : What about your own

Iconstituents in North Perth ?
MR. OLDHAM: I am going to vote

for sending the Bill to my own people.
MR. A. FORREST: Oh, we are all going

to vote for that.
MR. OLDHAM: Then I presume the
Goerment are going to be defeated?

Go. MORAN: It is very unwise to

presume. You may come down.
1MRs. OLDHAM: Mr. Deputy Speaker.
I do not think these continual interrup-
tions add to the dignity of the debate-

I[MR. MORAN: Hear, hear] - and I
Ialways endeavour as far as I possibly
can-Mu. WOOD: Do not lecture us,
Mr. Oldbiam] -uot to subject a Speaker
to a running fire of interjections.

MR. MORAN: Give him a standing
fire.

MR. OLDHAM: Not that it makes
much difference, because, generally speak-
ing, the interjections which come from
the Government side of the House lose
all their point in crossing the floor, or
possibly hit somse member on the side
where they originated. By way of con-
clusion, I again desire to ask those
members upon that and upon this side of
the House whether or not they ame going
to vote for submitting this question to
the people. In settling the fate of this
amendment, I am convinced that those
who vote with the leader of the Opposition
will be getting for the people of this
country a voice in building, up the Aus-
tralian nation.
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Mn MAOtA N (East Coolgardie): So
far as my reading tells me, the question
of federation in all the Australian colonies
has been made a, non-party question.
Only the week before last, in the Parlia-
ment of Victoria, the Opposition met, and
not only decided not to mnake a party
question of federation, and not to intro-
duce any motion bearing upon it at all,
but decided that they wonld not introduce
any motion of want-of-confidence until
-after the Federal Bill had been submitted
to that Parliament and had been disposed
of on non-party lines. Not only, as I say,
was federation left out of the question
of a no-confidence motion, but the
Opposition also decided not in any way to
hamper the Government of that colony
until the Bill could be brought down and
dealt with on a. non-part 'y basis. In New
South Wales, the Ministry agreed to
differ, and they took opposing sides upon
the great question of federation; anld the
two great giants of polities in that colony
-Messrs. Reid and Barton, opposed as.
they were, red-hot from a very fierce
election, opposed in every way politically,
having each come back with strong
support from the electors--they, once
inside the Chamnber, having agreed to
discuss federation, at once forgot their
opposition, and fought the question of
federation side-by-side; and Mx. Reid
was even opposed by some of his own
Ministers on that great question. There-
fore the New South Wales Cabinet agreed
to differ, and to disagree in a. statesman-
like manner, and to carry matters in such
a fashion that the great question at issue
should not be dragged into the mire of
party politics. The same thing is hap-
pening in Queensland-identically the
same thing -- identically the same is
the position in South Australia. It
remains, therefore, for Western Australia,
on the second day after the meeting of
her Parliament, when this great question
is; about to be discussed in this House-
for it certainly will be discussed before
this session termainates-it remains, there-
fore, for Western Australia to open its
session of Parliament with a vote of
want-of-confidence on the subject of
federation.

'Mn. ILLINOWORra: Give us the
certainty that the Bill will be
introduced this session, and we will
stop.

MR. MORAN: Sir, I will give you
the words of your leader, if you have one;
if you have not a leader, then blunder on
as best You may. We will all arrive at
the same point if we vote for the Bill
going to the people. The leader of the
Opposition is decidedly frank and honest,
as he always is in regard to his intentions,
iii bringing motions into this House.
Let uLs do him justice to say he never
shirks the truth in regard to these mat-
ters; and he frankly adlmitted. to the
Premier to-night: "I certainly think,"
said lie, "that the Government cannot
hold office five minutes if we put them
out on this question." There are no
"b 1ones " about that. There is no un-
certain sound about that whatever. The
leader, at least, is of that opinion, hut it
remains for the followers to arise and
try to show that what the leader says
is absolutely untrue. The member for
North Perth has spent considerable time
in trying to persuade others as to their
duty, but is par-ticularly anxious not to
say one word about his views on federa-
tion-yoL cannot catch him like that, you
know; he is not yet quite certain whether
it is a good thing or a bad thing. There
are a good many more like him in this
country. It. is not so long since the
member for Central Murchison (Mr.
fllingworth) discovered that his views
wvere not quite in accord either with his
own beliefs or with those of his consti-
tuents-I do not know which; but I say
the member for North Perth very labori-
ously tried to prove to this House that
what his leaoder had just said to be true,
was absolutely utntrue -in other words,
that this amendment is not one of
want-of-confidence, although the leader
of the Opposition -very honestly and.
frankly confessed that it is. The Rouse
has heard both speakers. Now this is
the position: is this particular Federa-
tion Bill the property of the Govern-
wnent any more than it is the property
of any pri vate mnember in this House ?

MR. GEORGE: Certainly not.
Mn. MORAN: Certainly not; and if

the Government did not bring down that
Bill in time to deal with it this session,
and to send iti to the people, and to deal
with it again after the referendu has
been taken, then it is the right and duty
of any private member to introduce the
Bill.
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MR. ILLINGWORT1t: YOU try to do
that, and you will soon find -that the
rules of the House will upset you.

31a. MORAN: If I were to try it, I
should expect to have your very kind
assistance.

MRn. flLIuowonnH: I should certainly
vote for it.

Mn. MORAN : I tell you another
whose assistance I should decidedly
expect to have-the assistance of the
only man in Western Australia, who has
done a " tap " for- federation uip to date-
and that is the Premier of this colony,
the only prominent federal delegate we
have so far seen in Western Australia.
The numbers are not up yet, and it
remains to be seen whether this attempt
to push the Government of this colony
into a corner will succeed or not, whether
the good sense of the majority of hon.
membe*rs will say that th e Premier should
be allowed a, free hand in this matter,
and that he should not be pushed unwil-
lingly out of federation. What are the
facts of the case? Here we have a,
Parliament opened within the last few
days. The Premier of Victoria said, and
Mr. Chamberlain in the old cotuntry said
also, that it will be impossible to intro-
duce the Federal Enabling Bill into the
British Rouse of Commons this year.
That is an accepted fact. We kcnow that
it is, absolutely true. There is no hope of
the Federal Bill being sent to England
or introduced in the House of Commons
before next year. That is to say, almost
twelve months must elapse before that
can be done. Here we have the Govern -
meat of this colony coming down with a
most progressive platform, with the most
progressive programme of social legisla-
lion that this House has ever seen.
Whether it be that the Government have
climbed down of their own free-will, or
whether they have been forced down,
the Premier of this colony is intro-
ducing legislation this session which
must meet with the support, and with
the very heartiest asistance, of every
true democrat in We-stern Australia.
He has proposed legislation which the
country has been asking for, and he is
now proposing to -' ve representation to
the great population un -aiie larger centres.
I will not enumerate a list of other mea-
sures, which the Government intend to
bring in, hut there is ample time this ses-

sion to do all the business, and to send
the federation q uestion to the referendum
of the people as well. 'What would hap.-
pen if the Government were defeated to-
night? The leader of the Opposition is
the spokesman of his party, notwith-
stanlding recalcitrant members who say
he is not telling the truth as to his intenl-
tions; and if the amendment were carried
the present Ministry would va-cate the
Treasury benches, as they say, in five
minutes, and the member for Mhbany
(Mr. Leake) and his friends wvould take
office. But how long would the present
members of the Opposition hold office'?

MR. LEASE : Another five minutes.
Mat. MORAN: Perfectly true. Not

much harm could be dlone in that time,
and the country might thank God the
new Government were not there longer
than five minutes. If the present Oppo-
sition took office there would be a reversal
of policy, and there must be a dissolution.
If neither party can hold power, there
must be an appeal to the country; and if
that wvere brought about in the waty 1
have described, the people would be
robbed of the measure for the redistribu-
tion of seats, and of the measure for
femaleo franchise, not that the latter loss
would be any great curse. Not only
that, but the people of the northern gold-
fields in twenty or thirty large centres
would be robbed of the railway accom-
modation which the present Government
propose to provide, The Government are
carrying out a progressive platform,
and while there is a large and over-
whelming majority ready to see that the
Federation Bill is submitted to the people,
there is not a majority in the House at
present prepared to turn the Forrest
Ministry out, or to tarn federaton-mad.
There is, I hope, a majority of the House
who believe that the time for sending the
Federation Bill to the people is probably
near at hand, but there is other work to
be done as well. We must not forget to

lislate for the local requirements of
letr Australia in the meanwhile.
Parlianient consents to cut one year off

1its life, and our duty is to pass an
amendmaent of the Constitution Act pro-
viding for a, redistribution of seats andl
for giving female franchise, and to f urther
provide, ifi possible, for the extension of the
railway system north fur the benefit of
the gold-mining population. There need
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1)e no undue11 haste about federatiou.
The Parliament of Western A ustralia in
regard to federation has every privilege
that the New South Wales Parliament
had, and no matter what other people
may do, the member who is not " game "
to assert those privileges is a craLwler. If
a mnember of Parliament is not able to
maintain parli-amentar 'y privileges hie is
not fit to be a member of th& Legislature.
We, as members, have all to go to the
country, and let us take the consequences
as men, while doing our plain duty. We
will not deprive the people of the right
of thle referenUdum, hut we have at right
to do what the New South Wales,
Queensland, and other Parliaments did,
namely, discuss thea Federation Bill. Not
only did the Parliament of New South
Wales-that great mother-colony into
whose arms we are breaking our necks to
fall-discuss the Bill, l)ut as the leader of
the Opposition said, bad it not been that
New South W~ales had fixed a mimun,
federation would have been an accom-
plished fact to-ay. The member for
Alban 'y (Mr. Leake) admits that the New
South Wales Parliament fixed a mnnium
for the majority, and George Reid was
the man who brought that about. Al-
though a five-thousand majority in New
South Wales said they wanted federation,
Mr. Reid and is party said the people could
not have it; and yet there are people in
this colony who would deprive this
Parliament of the sight to discuss
the federation question. This colony
has a right to discuss that measure,
as did the Parliament in Queens-
land, where the labour party, almost as
one man, opposed the Bill and moved
amendments, only one man of that party,
Mr. Riggs, supporting the measure. Who
will tell me that in Western Australia we
are mnore democratic, or more representa-
tive of the working classes, than the
labour mnembers in Queensland, who tried
their level best to amend the Bill?- The
New South Wales Parliament mnade
anmenduments in the measure, and surely
we have the same right as that and other
legislative bodies? Are we going to be
robbed of our privileges because we- are
afraid of the voi e of the people?

Ma. LEAKS;: We want the question put
to the voice of the people.

MR. MORAN: Men who are afraid of
the voice of the people, or indeed are

afraid to stand up against the Voice Of
the people, are not fit to be parliamentary
representatives, It is our undoubted
right and privilege, we who hold the
majority in this House, to let the
m1achintery of legislation go right, ahecad
this session, and to do the work imme-
diatelv to hand. Wo ought not to turn
out a, Go vernmient who are doing the best
work possible for the country, who are be-
coming more liberal and mnore democratic
every day, who have grappled with the
finances, and are doing all the Opposition
could wish. There is no man in this
House who could find fault -with the pre-
sent policy- of the Government, or would
turn the Governmnent out oms a ada-party
motion. I hope and trust that the Federa-
tion Bill may be discussed this session,
and may be passed for the consideration of
the people. When that has been done we
shall see what is the wifl of the people.
But the mnember for Albany says that
after the people have voted on the ques-
tionl, Parliamnent could consider whether
the Bill should be passed. Would any
man have the temerity to stand up in the
fiouse. after the Bill hlad been submitted
on the referendum, and propose to burk
the wishes of the majority of the people:-
There is no man who would have suffi-
cient temerity to do so. Once the Bill
goes to the people, and the will of the
people is known, the House is botund by
that will. This is the popular Chamnber,
and whatever representatives who are
chosen in another place to represent acres
may do is not our business. We are
supposed to represent heads, but the
other House are returned to represent
acres; and if in their wisdom they decide
that the federation measure is against the
interests of Western Austr-alia, let them
exercise their constitutional right as they
think fit. I say thme present amendment,
as far as I can understand it, is delaying
federation in this colony. We might
have gone through thiis business, and in
two months' time the 'whole of this liberal
and progrcssive chapter of legislation
which the Government have put before
us might have been disposed of, anld we
might have the referendum in this colony
very shortly after Queeinsland has taken
the vote of the people there. Whatever
may be the result of the referendum in
the great colony of Queensland, I main-
tain that Western Australia, has a position
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unique in reference to federation. All
the other Australian colonies to the east-
ward are bound together aind connected
by rivers, by uninterrupted settlement,
and by uninterrupted railways, enabling
the people in those colonies to pass readily
from one to the other; whereas Western
Australia. is separated from the eastern
seaboard of Australia by as much as we
are separated from South Africa. Our
land connection by a. region of desert is
worse than nothing. We have only one
link with the other colonies of Australia,
and that is by the ocean; and ais long ais
the Federation Bill remains in its
present state, South Australia can pre-
vent this colony from being connected
by a, railway Line with the colonies of the
eastern seaboard. To i-ealise how differentI
is the position of the other colonies mn
those relations which promote federation,
I may remind hion. members that, start-
ing from the north of Qucensland you
have only to cross rivers and you canl run
right through the four colonies without
interruption. Those are the conditions
made by nature; but nature has not made
similar conditions here, so that here can
be no true connection between this colonyI
and the other colonies of Australia except
by railway. Therefore this is a special
reason why Western Australia should not
be asked to give her Ae'dsion on the
federation question betoie the other
colonies have done so. I do not say that,
if Queensland does not go in the fedora-
tion, this colony should not join. The
referendum should, in any case, be made
to our people here, for they have a right
to say "yea'" or "nay" to ay conditions
in the federation Bill. It is the right
and the duty of this Parliament to give
the people every chance to see what Par-
liament is doing on this question, for we
know that very few People in this colony
understand the Federation Bill thoroughly.
It is true we have hatd large meetings all
over the country, and the cry for federa-
tion has been boomed as a national senti-
ment. The principle of centralising and
of creating large nations is comning into
vogue, said Australia is bitten with the
sentiment at present; but thle duty of

ever netable iii this Rouse is delib~era-
tely, and with careful attention, to place
the Federation Bill before the country in
such a straightforward and truthful wvay
that thepeoplemav clearly understand it-

not to find out first what the people think,
and then talk as they' want you to talk.
How many are there in this House
againist sending the Bill to the People?
I know of only one. I give all due credit
to one member of the Opposition (Mr.
Vesper), who is not in his place to-night,
and who has faced his electors at Ka-
nowna. by addressing them on the feder-
ation question; and although he and I
have had words of difference in this
House occasionally, yet I recognise in
this matter that he has acted as a man by
going before his electors and explainin~g
his views. He told them that we canl
have no true federation while South Aus-
tralia has the power of deciding this
railway question against Western Aus-
tralia, and for ever. How was that menm-
her received in his constituency, where
the people had been howling for federa-
tion? He was treated respectfully, and
not only that, but he got a vote of confi-
dence after his speech ; and I say every
true man who goes before his consti-
tuents in such a manly way deserves it,
This colony is going to have a redistri-
bution of seats: that is a noble aind great
work ahlead of us. We cannot have fed-
eration for two years anyhow, but we can
have a redistribution of seats in one
year, and I trust that in a short time we
shall have a long and earnest debate on
the Federation Bill in this Chamber, the
same as in every other legislative chamn-
ber in Australia. I have made all the
study of the Bill that I can, and shall be
prepared to give my opinions on it in
this Chamber when the question conies
uip, so that through the columns of the
Press the people in the country miay
learn the opinions of their representa-
tives, and be in a position to say whether
they approve of those opinions or not.
Of course there is always soine "1Johnny"
outside who wants to get in, and who
will say that the opinions of members
here do not represent the people; but I
say the people do not always see it
in that light. We should send the
Bill to the people for their decision, and
we should deal with the Bill after its
return and before this Parliament dis-
solves. Tf le leader of the Opposition did
not beat about the tush, in proposing his
amuendment, for he said it means a. want
of confidence in the Government; but I
ask whether the lion. member is thereby
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advancing the cause of federation And
if he carries a vote of no-confidence, I ask
what will follow?

MR. LEAKS: Federation.
Mu. MORAN: No; conglomeration,

confusion, and after it the deluge. We
should refer the Bill to the people, and
after it comes back to its we can deal
with it. We should take the wish of the
people as the law on this matter. I
maintain that for the sake of the dignity
of the Parliament of Western Australia,
to which perhaps some of us may not be
returned at the next election, while we are
here we should uphold our rights as legis-
lators; because Parliament is a sacred
institution, and we should do our duty as
a Parliament by discussing the Bill, and
should be not less eager to find faults or
merits in it, as we know the other legis-
latures in Australia have done, and we
should do this freely, so that Minister
may fight Minister on the question, and

Oppo init may fight Oppositionist;
keeping loof from small pai-ty politics,
which, after all, are inconsiderable in
comparison with the great question of
federation.

MR. WILSON (Canning): I certainly
agree with the remarks of the member
who has just sat down, inasmuch as we
are not at present to decide the fate of
the Commonwealth Bill; and that, I take
it, is the object of the leader of the Oppo-
sition in introducing this amendment. I
want to put this matter clearly before
hoa. members from my point of view.
In discussing this amendment, I do not
think it is at all a question of federation,
but we are discussing simply the action
of the Government in dealing with the
matter. I take it that it is not only the
privilege of any Opposition in Parliament,
hut it is the duty of an Opposition, that
when they take exception to any action
on the part of the Government, they
should bring in ana amendment disagreeing
with that action, and if the Ministry
accept that amendment as one of no-
confidence, the Opposition shall stick to
their colours and press the question to a
division. What is the position to-nighit
with regard to the question of the
Federation Enabling Bill? I turn to
the minutes of the Premiers' CIonfer-ene
held in the early portion of this year, and
I find it was agreed by the Premier of
New South Wales that he would take

steps for the passage of a, measure through
the Parliament of New South Wales,
providing for the referendum on the Bill
as proposed to be altered by the Premiers.
That agreement says:-

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.
That clause was adopted by the remaining
Premiers, including our own Premier, and
it says 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

IParliaments of the respective colonies for
reference to the electors. What I want
to point out is that it is not " alter the
Parliament of New Smith Wales has
accepied the Bill," but "1after the people
of New South Wales have accepted. the
Bill," that the Premiers have pledged
themselves to submit it to the people in
their respective colonies. What is the
reason of the alteration which has since
been made by the Premier heme? He has
not explained the reason for altering the
decision which he with others agreed to
at the Conference of Premiers. I can
only judge from the wording of the Go-
vernor's Speech, in the second paragraph,
the responsibility for which has just been
acknowledged by the Premier, that it is
his intention to shelve the great and
momentous question for, at any rate, the
next twelve months. Take the wording
of the paragraph:

The question of the federation of Australia
has received a great deal of attention from the
people of Eastern Australia and Tasmania
during the recess. The public feeling in favour
of a closer union is almost universal, and that
being so, the only question which will require
your careful consideration in the event of the
Commonwealth Bill being adopted by the test
of Australia, is whether the Bill so safeguards
our financial interests at the present time as to
justify us, as prudent people, with grat re-
sponsibilities, giving up, to a very large extent,
tho control and management of our fiscal
policy. The Commonwealth Bill, as amended
at the Conference of Premiers held in Mel-
bourne in February last, has been forwarded
to every elector in the colony, and so soon as
it has been accepted by all the other colonies
of Australia will be submitted for your con-
sideration. My Ministers are of opinion that
the Hill, as now framed, is far less favourable
to Western Australia than to any of the other
colonies, and this is freely admitted by all
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the l eaders of the movement in the other Aus-
tralian colonies, and by all who have given the
financial clauses any ci 'so consideration. It
wll, therefore, leobligatory on you to give that
portion of the Bill the closest and most careful
exanunotiou.
There is no mistaking the nieaning of
these words, and no mnatter what Lion.
members on the Government side or on
this (the Opposition) side niay say by the
way of explaining the attitude of the
Premier, hre cannot get away fronm the
printed minutes of that conference held
mn Melbourne last Februry. This, 1
take it, is a, distinct breach of faith on the
part of our Ministry, if this agreement is
not carried into effect. Clauses in the
agreement are headed, " Mode of giving
effect to agreement." Here is an agree-
ment entered into by the Premier on
behalf of this colony, that these decisions
shall be given effect to. I state again
without hesitation that, if the action of
the Government is such as to place this
colony in ain invidious position in re-
pirdiating an agreement which has been
entered into with the Premiers of the
other colonies, then the Opposition in
this House are certainly, justified in using
every means to force the hand of the
Premier, and, if not, to turn the Minis-
try out of office. I should like to point
out that, after thiis Bill has passed the
referendum it has to be submitted again
to the different Parliaments, so that if
we wvait until the Parliament of Queens-
land has passed her Enabling Bill and
the Commonwealth Bill has been submit-
ted to the people of Queensland, then we
cannot possibly have the question put
before us here previous to the ordinary
time for proroguing our Parliament;
therefore the Premier knows well that,
so far as his action is concerned, if
it is carried into effect the statement con-
taned in the Governor's Speech, that the
Parlia~nent of this colony should discuss
and consider this Bill, thien it cannot he
referred to the people at any rate until
next year. I say we are entitled to dis-
cuss this important Bill; and should we,
the members of the Opposition, be de-
bar-ed from discussing the question from
every point of view because the Govern-
ment consider it is better to shelve the
question for twelve moathis? I take it
we have every right to demand and
maintain our position here to discuss this
question from every point of view,

and to comle to somne derision as to the
terms on which it should go to the
People. It is not aL necessity that we
should accept the Commonwealth Bill as it
stands. I say that when the Enabling
Bill is introduced into this House, it will
be competent for any mnemnIer to propose
and carry, if lie is able to dIO so, any
amendment in connection with the Corn-
mnonweaith Bill. Why then should we
hesitate to bring the question forward at
an earlyv date Some members have
pleaded that the people must be educated
up to the question. I agree with that,
and I have. alwvays taken strong exception
to the manner in which delegates to the
Federal Convention were elected in this
colony, on the ground that it did not give
mnembers of Parliament an opportunity of
understanding the question at issue, and
it certainly did not give the people an
opportunity of grasping the importance of
the measure that was to be submitted to
their consideration; but I say now that
if, as lion, members have argued, it is our
duty to debate the Bill and educate our-
selves, then the proper was, is to bring the
Enabling Bill into this House at an early
date, so that it may be discussed, and by
that means reports of our debates will be
sp)read throughout the land, and the
people will have an opportunity of grasp-
ing and ascertaining the position of their
representatives on the matter. The
sooner the measure is brought before
the House, the sooner shall we educate
ourselves, and the sooner shall wd be able
to educate the people, and have their vote
and know which way they intend to go.
Another point is that it is within the
power of this House to decide as to when
the Bill shall be submitted to the people.
The mew her for the Murray (Mr. George)
has said it should be submitted within
two months. 1 should be satisfied if it were
done within three or four months, if we
could have that assurance. What we want
is to have the Enabling Bill brought in, so
that the question may be submitted to the
people before the expiration of this year.
To discuss an" extraneous matters is not
my intention txo-night. I simply wanted to
put forwvard my views on the amendment
that is proposedl by tme leader of the Oppo-
sition; and 1 take it that hie, as leader of
the Opposition, was perfectly' justified in
bringing forward this amiendment, No
mnatter how the Premier may complain



Addessin-iepy: 4 Jx~y 189.3 Third day of Debate. 99

that it has put the Government into at
false position, no matter how he mnay
sling out abuse across the House and call
the amnendmient a trick and the mnember
for Albany Lmrehiable, I maintain the
leader of the Opposition is justified in
forcing their hand, so that we may have
the Bill discussed at. an early date; par-
ticuilarly after, as I have pointed out, the
Premier has committed himself and his
Ministry and this colonyI to an agreement,
which provides that as soon as thle people
of New South Wales have agreed to this
Bill, it shall be brought before the people
of Western Australia. If we do not
carry out that agreement, I maintain that
the Premier and his followers who sup-
port him in rejecting this amendment
will Commit a breach of faith, not only
with the people of this colony, but with
the people of the colonies on the eastern
side of the continent.

MR. WOOD (West Perth): It is
pretty well known in the House that I
do not intend to vote for the amendment;
and I think that goes without saying.
But I may say at once that I am much
disappointed with the leader of the Op-
position, for bringing up this question as
a party question. He can say what lie
likes; he can repudiate the idea alto-gethet; but his action is nothing else bit
a patty trick, because he knows that some
of us are pledged to ai certain line of
policy.

Ma. LEAKS]: And you do not like to
act up to your pledges; that is it.

MR, WOOD: I ain going to act up to
my pledges as much as the member for
Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth) is
going to act up to his conscientious feel-
ings. I think if I follow the lead of the
hon. member, no one can accuse me of
acting unrighteously. I am, therefore,
following his, lead.

MR. ILLINGwoRTH: There is a vacant
seat for you beside me.

MR, WOOD: And if 1 only get to the
golden gate behind the lion. member, I
shalt, indeed, be very well satisfied; and
in following so closely in his footsteps, I
ant sure I am not committing -any great
offence in the eyes of my constituents.
Besides, in my speeches to my electors, I
have aways expressed my disapproval of
joining the federation at the present time.
Federation has, by this amnfdment, been
made a party question, and I intend to

stick to my party ; and I at prepau'ed to
take the consequences next May or June.

MR. ILLINrwoaTH: You always do
stick to your patrty.

Mn. WOOD I know that., because I
think they are the worthiest. There is very
little to be said to-nighit if we stick closely
to the amendment before the House, I
could not help feeling grattified at the
remarks of the member for the Swan
(Mr. Ewing). He frankly admitted that
this Bill was to be brought in and die-
cussed in this House, and revised if
necessary. That is the first utterance 1
have heard in that direction. Other bon.
members have followed since; but I sa~y
that announcement is in direct opposi-
tion to what Messrs. Matheson, James
and company have been preaching to the
people outside, because they have always
said, "1This Bill, and. nothing else but

Ithis Bill," right through the piece, fromi
the start of the federal agitation; and 1

Ibelieve one of the gentlemen threatens to
turn a somersault and to go back on the
strong views he holds on the question,

MR. LAEn: What has this to do
with the amendmentP

Mn. WOOD: It has a, great deal to do
with it, because to-night you are all. back-
ing down. That is what you arc doing.
You are mnaking that a pretext to hack
down on, and you ask for an assurance
from the Governmnent when the Premier
is not prepared to give you the assurance.

MR. Lsssx: How does afl this explain
that paragraph in the agreement between
the Premiers ?

Ms. WOOD: I know nothing about
that, and I do not care. You can ask
the Premier to explain it. You aire
making this a party question to-night:
you want to turn out the Government
and to put them in a, false position if you
can. Of what did the speech of the
member for North Perth (Mr. Oldham)
consist? (f nothing but personal abuse
of this (the Government) side of the
House from beginin to end, and of
abuse, toofthe Premier, whomn he
characterises ats having thrown this colony
over. Why (lid the Premier throw the
colony over? Of course I do not admit
that he did so; but supposing he did,
why was it? Because he had no support
in the Federation Convention from the
people who went there with him-. Hie was
left alone to fight thle battles of this
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country; and how could be fight them
against men like Reid, Barton, Holder-
these great giants of the other colonies?

Mn. LEAKS: The Premier was against
federation there.

Mn. WOOD: I say our men were
thoroughly out-classed in those Conven-
tions; they were as much afraid of

9 etting up and speaking there as I am
ifdent in speaking in this House; and

what were the consequences? Look down
the list of our delegates at the Conveni-
Lion, and see how many of themn sup-
ported our Premier in his efforts to obtain
fair terms for this country, I am not
preparQd to say how many times each
delegate spoke, but vou can all find out
by reading the reports of the debates in
the Conventions. I have said all 1 propose
to say on the subject, and I intend to vote
against the amendment, as I suppose you
are not much surprised to hear, and I
have justified my action in the few re-
mnarks I have made.

MR. SOLOMON (South Fremiantle):
It is not my intention to give a. silent
vote upon this question. When we were
asked to consider the amendment now
before us, it was understood that federa-
tion was not to be made, in any sense, a
party question. I am very sorry that the
Government have made it so.

THFE PREMIER: Oh, no.
Mn. SOLOMON: The fact of there

being no reference to the Bill going
before the people is one of the greatest
mistakes to be found in the Governor's
Speech. Prom die educating process
which hias been going on during the last
few months, the people naturally expected
that, in the Speech, the Government, in
alluding to federation, would have given
them some assurance that, ait an early
date, or at least ultimately, the matter
would be placed before the electors for
their decision either one way or the other.
Many people have spoken to me with
that idea, and have thought it strange
that no such reference was inude. The
decision of this question will not affect us
merely for a day oi a year; its results
will remain for centuries; and I feel
sure that both those For, and those
against, federation will recognise the de-
sirableness of educating the people; for,
in the event of anty disa~ster happening to
this colony, the masses of the people will
be the greatest sufferers and losers; coni-

sequently it is for them to say, when the
IBill is thoroughly undeistood hr them,
whether they will or will not federate.
We. 1 take it, are not sent to this House
to vote finally on a question such as this.
It is not. a local question, but national, an
Australasian matter -the question of
uniting together various colonies for good
or for evil ; and we have to take into con-
sideration all the clauses of the Conmnon-
wealth Bill, and to seriously decide
whether the Bill will suit oLU" colony.
For my part, I say frankly that I do not
think it will, but at the same time the
people are alive to it, are being educated
upon the question, and understand that
at a future date the Bill will be submitted.
to them for their decision. That appears
to mne to be the question now. It is in
no party spirit that I rise to support the
amendment, but it is with the feeling
that we should -know once and for all
what is the intention of the Government
with regard to this matter. We should
know whether they intend to-wards the

I end of the session-I will say the end of
the session, because I am' not at all

Ianxious that the matter should be
iarried--we. should. have some definite
time named when the Bill is to be
brongt before this House with a view to

1ultimately placing it before the people.
THrE PREMiER: Ah, you are very

anxious to do that.
Mn. SOLOMON: It is unnecessary to

*go into the details of this. Bill; but, as I
said before, we have to consider it as a
great national question; and when it does

*come before this House, let us discuss it
calmly and without acrimony on the part
of any member. Let us argue in such. a
way that the public, who will ultimately
have to decide this great question, shall
have it placed before them so that they
can give a fair and honest decision.

Mit. LEAKE (in reply):- I have one
word to say by way of emphasising what
I said before, and in deprecation of the
idea that 1 wish to drag this question

*into party politics. I have to point out
as emphatically as was dlone by my friend
on my left (Mr. Wilson) that I am
bound in the interests of Parliament, and
in the interests of this colony, to ask for
a definite reason why the Premier has
been guilty of & fbreach of faith, that
breach of faith being the departure from
the termis of the agreement arrived at
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betweeu him and the Premiers of the
other colonies on the .3rd of February
last. The Premiers at that Conference
were Sir George Turner, Mr. Reid, Mr.
Dickson, of Queensland, Mr. Kingston,
Sir Edward Barton, and Sir John For-
rest; and there it was distinctly agreed
-not orally, but in writing, which is now
in print before us-that the Premiers of
those several colonies pledged them-
Selves-

THE PREMIER: Read it.
MR. LEAKE: And consequently their

colonies and their Parliaments to do this.
THE PEMIER: Read it.
MR. LEAKE: I will read it. It is as

follows;
The Premiers of the other colonies are of

opinlion-

and those Premiers included Mr. Dick-
son and Sir John Forrest-
that, after the people of New South Wales
have accepted the Bill as altered, it should be
subnsittedto tbeParliaments of theirrespective
colonies for reference to the electors.
What have we done to-night 'except to
ask that this agreement shall be carried
out, or, in the alternative, that we Shall
have some reasonable and honest explan-
ation ?

THE PREMIE: If there were any undue
delay, could you not move in this House ?
If the Government did not do anything
for a long time, you could move, could
you not?

MR. LEAXE: The undertaking of
the riahit hon., gentleman was, not that
he might, but that he would, submit the
Bill to his Parliament for reference to the
electors.

MR. ILLINOWOETH: Hear, hear.
MR. MORGAN: But he is going to do

that.
Mu. LEAXE: But would it be right

that we as a Parliament should approve,
or should pass without comment that
paragraph in the Spechb which states
that, instead of submitting the Bill now
that it has been approved by New, South
Wales to our Parliament and our electors,
we Shall wait until all the Australian
colonies have approved of it; when we
know full well that, acting under pressure
both from within and from without the
Ministry, the Premier wishes, desires,
and intends that the consideration of
this question shiall not take place as

therein contemplated, but that it shill be
delayed for at least twelve mouths ?

PHE PREMIER: That is the essence o
your speech. Your last word was the
biggest mnisstateme~nt of the lot.

Amendment (Mir. Lealke's) put, and
division taken w ith the following result:-

Ayes ... -:... 10
Noes ... ... ... 24

Majority agains
nAES

Mr. Ewing
Mr. Holmes
Mr. fllmngwortl
Mr. Kenny
Mr. Kingeiill
MY ' Leaks
Mr. Solomon
Mr. Wallace
Mr. Wilson
Mr. Oldhamn (TOWb').

Amendment thus

it ... 14
Noes.

Hon.. S. Hurt
Sir Jolin, Forest
Mr. A. Forrest
Mr. George
Mr. Gregory
Mr. SelU
Mr. Iglan.
Mr. Ifooley
Mr. Rubble
Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Locke
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Monger
Mr. Mo..n
Mr. Pennefather
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Please

Mr. Sll

Mr. Throssell
Hon. H. W. Vera
Mr. Wood
Mr. SlorganS (Tellr).

negatived.

ADJOURNMENT.

On the motion of the PREMIER, the
House adjourned at 9650 p.m. until the
next day.


