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MR. THOMAS: As would be seen in
Hfansard, the member for Mount Mar-
garet, on the previous occasion, objected
to charges for hire of two aborigines
appearing amongst items of flour and
kerosene, as this showed that aborigines
-were treated as merchandise. Re (Mr.
Thomas) had produced bills in which the
time of -white men was charged for
together with lead and cotton-waste, thus
showing the absurdity of the bon. mem-
ber's contention.

MR. TAYLOR rose to continue the dlis-
cussion.

On motion by the COLONIAL SECRETARY,
progress reported and leave given to sit
again.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 1'20 o'clock,

Until the next day.

Ittgizlatibc coa nrt ,
Thursday, 4th December, 1902.
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THE PRESIDENT took the Chair at

4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAmEs.

PETITION-CU4INIESE AND FACTORIES
BILL.

RoN. A. G. JENKINS presented a
petition from Chinese merchants. and

residents againist Clause 74 of the
Factories and Shops Bill.

Petition received, read, and ordered to
be considered in connection with the Bill
when in Committee.

QUESTION-KIM BERLEY RESERVE,
REMOUNTS.

HoN. W. MALJEY asked the Minister
for Lands;. i, Have the Government
decided to offer for pastoral lease Tem-
porary Reserve 8215, Kimberley (at
present reserved for breeding remounts).
2, In view of the large area and magnifi-
cent position of the reserve, do the
Government propose advertising the land
before receiving application's. 3, Howv
many remounts have been bred on the
one million acres in the reserve, 4, Do
the Government propose breeding re-
mounts in any other portion of the State.
5, Has any other laud been set apart for
the purpose.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS
replied. 1, Yes. 2, yes. 3, None. 4,
No. 5, No.

QUESTION-ESPERANCE HARBOUR,
REPORT.

Howq. A. G. JENKINS asked the
Minister for Lands: Will the Govern-
ment consider the advisability of obtain-
ing an independent expert report on the
suitability of the port of Esperance as a
harbourP

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied:- It is not customary to call for
independent expert opinion until the
usual advisers on the question have first
reported.

QUEST1ON-PAEKER'S RANGE DAM.
HoN. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE asked the

Minister for Lands:- i, Is it the intention
of the Government to repair the Parker's
Range dam. z, Are tbe Government
aware that the dam -was full this -winter.
3, Are they aware that the damn leaks, and
that all the water is lo)St. 4, Do they
intend to take action and make the dam
watertight. 5, What would lie the cost
of asphalting the dam. 6, Has anyone
reported on the dam since its construction.

TaxE MINISTER FOR LJANDS re-
plied: i, The tafik does not need repairs,
it never having been lined, and the ques-
tion of rendering it watertight by means
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of same description of lining has been
considered more than once, but owing to
the fact that the population in the vicinity
is too small to justify the comparatively
large expenditure that would be necessary,
it was decided to defer the work. z, Yes.
3, The tank is not in natural holding
ground, and, in the absence of lining, the
water rapidly leaks away. 4, See answer
to NO. L. 5, £4,400 for the excavated
portion, containing two and a half million
gallons, as it is necessary, owing to the
isolated nature of the place, not only to
provide asphalt, but also other works in
order to insure success; hut if a certain
amount of risk is taken of possible
damage, sufficient work could be done to
make certain of retaining one million
gallons for the sum of £2,000. 6, Yes ;
repotts have been received from time to
time, and the condition of the tank is
known.

MOTION-ESPERANCE RAILWAY, TO
CONSTRUCT.

lioN. J. D. CONNQOLLY (North-East)
had given notice of the following
motion:

That, in the opinion of this House, the
immediate construction of a railway connect-
ing Esperance Day with the Eastern Goldfields
would be of great benefit to the Stte.

THE PtEsInESiT: Does the hon. mem-
ber intend to go on with the motion?

HoN. J. D_ CONNOLLY: Yes.
THE PRESIDENT: I think it my duty

to inform the hon. member that the
motion will stop in this House.

HoN. J. D*. CONNOLLY: But can it
not be transmitted ?

TE ?RESIDNTr: Another place has
already dealt with the question.

How. J. D. CONNOLLY: We have not
received any notification.

Tus PRESIDENT: No; but if it were
sent from here, I think the han. member
would find the motion would be ruled out
of order.

HON. J. D. CONNOLLY: In moving
the motion standing in my na-me, I do so
with considerable diffidence, as a member
rather young in this House and inex-

perenced in handling a question of this
id. I will give reasons that induced

mue to bring this motion forward at the
present time. As members a-re well
aware, the Eastern Goldields are placed
at a verv big disadvantage, inasmuch as

they are caused to came 170 miles farther
to a port than they should be. They are
obliged by the present railway system of
this State to come to Freunaatle, that
being the only port available-a distance
of 300 or 400 miles. The natural harbour
for the Eastern Qoldfields, as every mem-
ber of the House is aware, is Esperance,
which is situated only some 220 miles
from the Eastern Goldfields, I also pro-
pose to show that a railway from Esper-
ance will tend to cheapen the cost of
living on the Eastern Goldfields, and by
cheapening the cost of living it will, be a
very great gain to the State as a whole,
because every mine that is opened up,
and every miner employed means a fresh
market for our agricultural produce in this
State. Therefore every development which
takes place in the mining industry is to the
interest of the whole State. A sum of
about £30,000 is being sent away every
month through tbd post office. Why is
that sum being sent away ? Because the
cost of living on the Eastern Goldfields
is so high that miners cannot afford to
keep their families there. If we cheapen
the cost of living and so enable the
miners to maintain their families here,
that sum of £30,000 which we now lose
monthly through the post office alone-
the total loss from this cause must be
much greater-will be retained here to
the great benefit of the State. Another
reason why the construction of the line
is urgently needed is found in the necessity
for supplying the mines with timber and
firewood. The mines on the Hanans
Belt are now in great need of fresh
sources of supply. A few days ago
permits which had been granted private
people for the construction of new lines
of tramway on the Eastern Goldfields
were laid on the table. The money from
that enterprise will go into the pockets
of private people, whereas the cost. of
the Esperance line might be largely met
by haulage of timber over it. In this
connection I must point out that the line
will pass through about 140 miles of the
best timber country on the Eastern Gold-
fields. Hon. members know that a few
weeks back a petition, which now lies on
the table, was addressed to this House by
-no less than 35 public bodies on the
Eastern Goldfields. That fact in itself
affords a sufficient argument for the
immediate construction of the line. A
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question which naturally presents itself
to the minds of business people is, will
the line pay? 1 say, undoubtedly it will.
The total length of railway would be
something like 220 miles, the estimated
cost of which, including rolling stock,
at the rate of £8,000 per mile is
£660,000. I know I shall be met
with the argument that there is also
a harbour to be made at Esperanee.
If members will refer to the map pub-
lished by the British Admiralty they
will see, however, that Reperance Bay
affords an excellent harbour, which is
naturally almost laud-locked and has a
fine depth of water. Akt small cost
Esperance could be provided with a.
thoroughly safe harbour-quite as safe
as the Fremantle harbour, an which so
very much money has been spent.
The cost of the harbour impro-vements
required at Esperance is estimated at
£50,000, but I shall allow half as much
again and set it dawn at £75,000. The
total cost of railway and harbour would
thus amount to £,735,000, interest on
which at 3-,I per cent, would amount to
roughly £226,000 a year. From last
month's railway returns it appears that
working expenses amount to about 75
per cent. of gross earnings: thus 25 per
cent. of gross earnings remain over and
above working expenses to meet interest
and sinking fund. As I have already
said, a vast belt of timber exists along
the route of the proposed line, and from
the haulage of that timber alone the
Glovernment might derive & large revenue,
even while the line is in course of con-
struction. At present, the mines on the
Hannans belt consume about 1,500 tons
of firewood per day. Taking the lowest
rate, namely 16d. per ton per mile, and
allowing that the wood will be conveyed
on an average half the total distance of
140 miles over which the belt extends,
that is to say 70 miles, 1,500 tons of
wood per day would mean a revenue of
£225 per day, or an annual revenue of
£68,000. I may remark here that 70
miles' haulage is not out of the question
for firewood, since at the present time
fuel is being hauled as much as 80 miles.
The returns from firewood alone, there-
fore, will amiount to more than half the
total earnings needed to make the line
pay. To turn now to another aspect of
the question-what effect will the con-

struction. of the Esperance line have on the
Eastern Goldfields railway? I shall allow
that the former will take from the latter
one-fou rth of its present traffic. According
to last year's returns the gross earnings of
the Eastern Goldields railway amounted
to £657,000. Allowing that a fourth of
the traffic, equal to £160,000, would be
diverted to the Esperance railway, the
proposed line according to the returns
would show an annual profit of £40,000.

HoN. M. L. Moss:- But how about the
loss of traffic to the Eastern G-oldfields
line, which is capable of carrying all the
traffic P

HoNi. J. D. CONNQOLLY, I shall come
to that presently, but I may tell the hion.
member for his information that when
the lines now under consideration to
Leonora and Mount Malcolm have passed
from the control of the Con struction
Branch to that of the Railway Depart-
ment, the Eastern Goldlfields line will not
be capable of coping with the traffic.
The methods of the Construcation Branch
are unbusinesslike and expensive, and
consignments are naturally being held
back to be carried by the Railway Depart-
went. Moreover, when the railway reaches
Mount Morgans and Laverton, the present
line, even with the Esperance line in
existence, will have all the traffic which
it can possibly cope with. Indeed, it can-
not cope with present traffic requirements.
No end of trouble and delay are caused
through the permanent block on the line.
With another 200 miles of railway opened
into new districts, the traffic would go
ahead by leaps and bounds. Mine owniers,
knowing that they are bound to have a
railway ini the near future, are not likely
to pay heavy rates for cartag when there
is a prespect of getting their goods con-
veyed at 75 per cent, lest cost by rail. I
am quite safe in saying, therefore, that
the Eastern Goldfields line will not be able
to cope with the goldields traffic when
the additional mileage has been opened.
Indeed, the traffi on the eastern line has
nothing to fear, because at the end of the
period required for the construction of
the Esperauce line the Mlount Morgans
railway and other railways 'will have been
built, and the general advance of the fields
will have been such that the Esperance
railway will merely be carrying a part of
the increase which will accrue to the
eastern line. The question is likely to
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be asked, what about vested interestsP
Vested interests, of course, must be
considered; but they must be equally
considered everywhere. What about the
vested interests of RspemanceP Were
not the Esperance people led by Sir John
Forrest to believe that the line would be
builtP

Horn. J. W. HACKCETT:- Sir John
Forrest has never said that.

How. M. L. Moss: A line was merely
to have been started from the north.

Horn. A. G. JENSKINS : Sir John
Forrest, according to Mr. Hassell, wade
the promise in 1896.

Horn. J. D. CONNOLiLY:- I did not
for a moment expect that any member
would deny that Sir John Forrest has
pledged himself to the line; otherwise, I
should have brought abundant proof of
the fact.

MEMBER: Sir John Forrest at no time
favoured running the line through. He
has explained that.

Horn. J. D. CONNOLLY:- Members'
know very well that Sir John Forrest in
proposing the constructin of a line from
Coolgardie or Kalgoorlie to Norsemnan
was proposing the construction of the
first section of the Esperance railwaly.
[SEVERAL MEMBERS: No.] Aire bon.
members aware that there was at one
time a population of nearly 2,000 people
in Esperance ? Have those 2,000 people
no rightsP

ROrN. R. G. HUILGES: They have all left.
How. S. D. CONNOLLY: Perth and

Premantle have vested rights, but other
places also have vested rights.

How. MW. L. Moss: What is the popu-
lation of Esperance now?

HorN. J. D. CONNOLLY. The hon.
member ought to be ashamed to ask the
question. Any member for a Fremantle
constituency should be ashamed to reflect
that Esperance had at one time 2,000
people, whom the G-overnmient by erecting
public buildings of stone, constructing
jetties, and so forth induced to believe
that the line would be built.

How. A. G. JENKINS:- Ask the Minister
what the population of Fremantle will
be when the harbour works stop and the
railway workshops are removed!

Horn. 3. D. CON NOLLY: I have to
mention another industry which will be
benefited by the construction of the Es-
perance railway,

HoN. MW. L. Moss: Is that the salt
industryP

Horn, 3. D. CONNOLLY- The con-
struction of the line will develop a. new
industry, of which I have no expert
knowledge, and as to the possibilities of
which I therefore express no opinion.
Undoubtedly, however, the construction
of the Esperance railway will create a
salt industry.

HOW. J. W. HACKETT: At what dis-
tance from the port is the saltP

Horn. J. D. CONNOLLY: The salt is
close to the port, at Pink Lake; an in-
exhaustible supply exists there.

How. 3T. W. HACKETT: Yes; I have
seen it. The salt is splendid, and it is
close to the port.

Horn. J. D. CONNOLLY. The Govern-
mernment Analyst's report on Samples of
the salt submitted to him is as follows : -

These samples 'contain only from '10 to 12
per cent, of mineral impurity, and are, there-
fore, equal to the very best brands of salt wade
in Europe.
Therefore, no doubt can exist as to the
quality of the salt. Another argument
in favour of the line is that the excellent
field of Norsemasn is languishing-it has
almost died-owing to the very heavy
cartage rates which have to be paid on
machinery, and also owing to the heavy
cost of labour, which in turn is due to
the high cost of living. Not only in my
opinion, but in that of men known as
highly qualified mining engineers, Norse-
man would flourish if the cost of mining
could be reduced even slightly. The
field has now attained almost a paying
basis, anid a slight reduction io the cost
of mining will mean dividends to the
investor. Another phase of the question,
which has not been considered by Mr.
Burges, who is so very fond of interject-

ig, Is that between Norseman and
Esperance a. large a~rea of good agri-
cultural land and hundreds of thousands
of acres of good. pastoral land are found.
The country is blessed with a good rain-
fall, quite as good as that of the Eastern
and other highly lauded agricultural
districts. The rainfall for 1900 was as
follows: Norsemnan 12-53 inches, Grass
Patch 19-12 inches, Swan Lagoon 20-03
inches, 80-miile 20-18 inches, Esperauce
29.30 inches, Park Farm 26867 inches,
Fanny's Cove 28 inches; average, 24 inches
of rain. I think that is at good rainfall.

[COUNCIL.] to Construct.
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The average, excepting Norseman, which
was not marked at that time, for the last
17 years was 24 inches. f will read an
extract from a repoirt of Mr. White, Chief
Rabbit Inspector. ENe was asked by the
Government to give a report, and he did
so on the 17th of last March. In that
report he speaks highly of the laud, and
recomimends. that 10,000 acres be thrown
open for selection in the Grass Patch and
Salmon Gumus districts alone. At Grass
Patch there are 3,583 acres taken up, of
which 800 acres are under cultivation.
Wheat and hay have been grown for five
successive years without a failure, the
average being 20 cwt. to the acre. I think
members will admit it is well tip to the
average of the crops throughout Western
Australia. Mr. White states: " There is
sufficient agricultural land in this area.,
and adjoining, not only to growv all the
wheat for flour and all the hay required
at Norseman; but also to supply the
goidfields further North." The aver.
age crop of hay for the whole of the
agricultural districts of Western Aus-
tralia has been as follows:- - 1897,
*73 tons per acre; 1898, '93 tons
per acre; 1899, -98 tons per acre; 1900,
89 tons per acre; 1901,l1ton per acre;

1902, '98 tons per acre; so you will see
that the average crop at Grass Patch is
better than the average for the country.
I think the mere fact of 800 acres being
under cultivation speaks volumes. It
shows that people recognise what ve ry
excellent land there is there.

How. J. W. HACKETT: Does it say
under crop, or merely under cultivation?

Hox. J. D. CON4NOLiLY: Eight hun-
dred acres under cultivation.

flON. 3. W. flAcran: Not crop?
How. J. D. CIONNOLLY: I do not

know the difference between being under
crop and under cultivation. The report
was banded in by Mr. White on the 17th
March. 1 simply quote that because he
is an unbiassed person who had to give a
report.

Mussnin: He has some land there to
sell.

How. 3. D). CONNOLLY: It is easy
for members to make those assertions.
I do not wish to go into the thing exhaus-
tively and tire members. That the line
will pay there is not a. shadow of doubt.
I have put forward as good a. case, and
probably a better case than is generally

put forward for the building of any new
line. If you are going to putdown a&new
line, bow can you say what will be on
that line ? Another phase of the quest-ion
is this. I think every port ought to have
that trade which its geographical position
entitles it to. To my mind, it is a great
mistake to suppose that you can have one
port and make it anything better than
you would have if you left the trade in
its natural way. I 'will just read a, few
words of what the Treasurer, the man
who gnards the finance of this State, says
on this particular question:

It is possible to carry the policy of cen-
tralisation to the breaking point.

How. X. L. Moss:- When was that?
How;. J. D?. CONNOLLY: Tbat 'was

said by Mr. Gardiner, the member for
Albany, when speaking in the Legislative
Assembly last year. He is the man who
looks after the finances, and I think you
can trust the words be utters:
Therefore especially in this country ought we
to give to every port its geographical. trade as
far as possible, and assist it to benefit by
carrying on that geographical trade. We must
not lose sight of the fact that we have prac-
tically one-third of the continent, and every
natural month should ho open to enable us to
feed the various portions of it, instead of pur-
suin the policy which has hitherto been pur-
suedof frying to feed through one mouth.
That is the Treasurer's opinion about it.
I do not think there was much thought
about vested interests when they diverted
the line so as to take it from Geraldton
to Fremantle, or when they took the mail
steamers from Albany and almost ruined
the place, and brought them to Fre-
mantle. Vested interests were not con-
sidered much then. As far as the policy
of centralisation is concerned, I refer
now more particularly to the Geraidlon
district and the way they have extended
these lines North to Menzies, forcing all
the trade to come front Fremantle,
instead of running a line from Mullewa
-I think that is the name of the place-
down to East Murchison. As a matter
of fact, East Murchison is about 160
miles from Geraldton. People from that
pat-titular place are forced. to travel some-
thing like 700 miles. This centralisation
policy is not pursued to the same extent
as it is in Western Australia in any other
country I .know of. Take the ease of
South Africa. They do not divert all
their lines to one port. Take a case
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nearer home. Take the State of Queens-
land, where I lived for a good many
years. They have, I think, four or five
distinct lines of railway. There is the
Western Railway, that runs to Brisbane.
Then you go farther North and get to
Rtockhampton. You have a big line
extending about 700 miles, with spur
lines, which brings the whole of that
central trade to Rock-hampton.

HoN. M. L. Moss: There is a good
distance to open up.

HoN. 3. D. CONNOLiLY. Then you
go farther North to Camberwell. It is
the same thing there. There is no con-
nection with the capital. Oooktown, the
same thing. Then you go to Normanton
and to Croydon. Looking at the centres
of these different places, I notice this,
that the population of Perth and Pro-
mantle-I am putting the two towns
together-as compared with that of the
State as a whole is about 30 per cent.
The population of Brisbane-and I am
simply giving the city - is a little
over 29 per cent. of the total popu-
lation of Queensland. That shows, to
my mind, that there is nothing in
the centralisation. policy as regards the
capital. It also shows that, if the line is
built, it will not have the effect upon
Perth and Fremantle which a lot of
members think. What effect have the
five different lines on Brisbane ? Not a.
bit. Brisbane has almost the same popu-
lation, compared with the whole of the
State, as. Fromantle and Perth have, as
compared with the whole population in
Western Australia. I would ask mem-
bers to think of this question in a
reasonable frame of mind. I know they
are rather inclined to laugh at the thing
and scoff at it. Have members ever
given the matter serious considerationP
It is fashionable here, and in Fremautle,
to laugh at things, the same as it is
fashionable to bring in certain legislation,
and those men who bring it in probably
do not know what it is. Have members
ever thought of this question in a calm

way I would only ask members to give
the thing fair consideration, and ask them
if they can honestly say that those people
-who want a line built from Esperance to
the Eastern Gloldfields are not entitled
to do their business by the nearest
channel. I1 think nine-tenths of the
prosperity of Perth and Fre mantle and

of Western Australia is dlue to the gold-
fields interest. Surely, after doing all
that for the country, the people on the
Eastern Goldields ought, at least in a
matter of getting a railway line, to have
common justice. I also appeal to the
memabers from those provinces around
Albany and Geraldton to remember their
own case; and we are in exactly the same
position. Have they been dealt with
fairlyF It is a question of the decen-
tralisation principle against cen tralisation.
On that ground alone the subject is well
worthy of consideration. I beg to move
the motion standing in my name.

HoN. J. T. GLOWBEY (South): I
rise with a great deal of pleasure to
second the motion proposed by Mr.
Connolly. In doing so I do not propose
to take up the time of the House very
long. In the first place, I should like to
say I differ somewhat from my, friend
Mr. Connolly. I do not anticipate that
hostility which lie said he expected
when he was introducing this motion.
I feel sure that the members of this
House are prepared to deal with the
question in a broad and liberal manner,
as they have done when it has been pre-
violusly before them. The movement for
the Esperance railway is by no means a
new one. It has engaged the attention
of -various Parliaments for some years
past. The question has cropped up, in-
deed, in every session of Parliament, and
I believe that some four years ago i. Bill
was introduced in another place for thet
construction of a portion of this railwahy,
and that it was defeated by a majority of
one. It was very evident then th~at there
was necessity for this railway, and if,
four or five years ago, there was necessity
for the construction of the line, surely
the necessity is more apparent to-day,
because our goldmining industry has
since improved. The last mjonth's record
of gold from the Norseman goldied
was the highest there has been. Me1m-
bers should bear this fact in mind,
and seriously consider it. I repeat
that the necessity for the line was
recognised four years ago, and if it was
necessary then, it is far more so to-day,
because the stability of our mining
industry is now proved beyond doubt.
Not only is the permanence of Norsemnan
assured, but also that of Kalgoorlie and
other goldfields. EMEMB.ER: What about

to Construct.[COUNCIL.]
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Coolgardie ?] It is true that Coolgardie
is not doing much just now. During
last year the value of gold produced by
this one State was seven and a half
mnillions sterling. A great portion of a
railway fronm the Eastern Goldfieldis to
Esperance Bay would pass through highly
auriferous country. The Norseman field,
notwithstanding the many disadvantages
it has to contend with, has maintained
its gold production: last month's return
showed the second highest yield on
record.

Hoiq. M. L. Moss:- The annual Norse-
man yield has never exceeded 40,OO0oss.

HoNq. 3. T. GLOWEY: Ron. mem-
bers must bear in mind it is the duty
of all of us to do what we can to encour-
age the mining industry. Undoubtedly,
every 100 men engaged in the mining
industry means the employment of 500
or 600 men in other occupations. That
ratio holds throughout the fields: for
every 100 gold miners one finds 500 or
600 men of other occupations. There-
fore the duty of the House and of the
Government is to assist the wining
industry in every possible way. If that
industry goes down, the agricultural
industry must go down also. What was
the agricultural industry before mining
flourished ? In the days before gold-
mining we had nothing like the present
quantity of produce rown and nothing
like the present number of stock raised.
The total cost of constructing the
Esperanee railway is estimated. at some-
thing between half a million and three-
quarters of a. million sterling-I sup-
pose I had better allow a good margin.
Presumably, the man sent out by the
British Admiralty to examine Esperane
harbour was the best expert obtainable,
and that wan pronounced the harbour an
excellent one. Opponents of the line have
said that a large sum of money will be
required to make the harbour available
for large ships, but we have no evidence
to bear out that contention. On the con-
trary, the best evidence obtainable states
that the harbour is a good one, and in
every respect equal to the chief harbour
of this State, Fremantle. I am sure we
all admire the efforts of the Minister for
Lands to settle the people on the soil. If
the hon. gentleman will but encourage
settlement on the goldfields, he will have
no trouble -with land settlement, since the

one class of settlement is a natural and
inevitable consequence of the other.
Again, the greater the facilities afforded
for travelling, the more people will travel.
A line from Esperance Bay to the gold-
fields would undoubtedly increase the
population of these metropolitan districts.
The principle is long established and wvell
recognised: the better the facilities for
travelling, the greater number of travel-
lers attracted. The question of timber
supplies has been. referred to by Mr.
Connolly, and I need not dwell on it.
The mines are now burning wood hauled
over a distance of 80 miles, and there is
no question that the Esperance railway
will pass through some of the best timber
country to be found in the neighbourhood
of the Eastern goldfields. I can person-
ally vouch for the correctness of that
statement; having travelled through the
district, I am in a position to say that on
the whole of the Eastern Goldfields there
is no better belt of timber than that which
the Esperanee railway will tap. If another
reason were needed in support of the
construction of the railway, it is to be
found in the fact that private companies
are willing to build the line on the
best possible terms and hand it over
to the Government free of charge
in 12 or 16 years. I know positively
that a responsible offer to that effect
was made some time ago, and the
fact seems to we conclusive argument
in favour of the construction of the line.
I have no desire to enter into the figures
which have been repeatedly adduced in
connection with this subject; moreover.
Mr. Connolly has dealt fully with the
financial aspect. I feel sure that mem-
bers of this House will regard the ques-
tion broadly and liberally, and by no
means from a parochial standpoint. I
believe this House will consider the
question of the construction of the Esper-
ance line solely on itbs merits, and I feel
convinced that the matter will receive fair
consideration. As various other mem-
bers intend to speak to them motion, I shall
not detain the House longer.

On Motion bY HiON. A. G3. JnNxIzns,
debate adjourned until the next Wednes-
day.

LAND ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
Read a third time, and returned to the

Assembly with amendments.
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BROOME TRAMWAY BILL.
THIRD READING.

HON. M. L, MOSS moved that the Bill
be now read a third time. Having
inquired of the Minister for Works and
Railways, he was in a, position to state
that the Broome Tramway Bill, the Derby
Tramway Bill, and the Ash burton Tramn-
way Bill were mere ratifying measures,
the lines having been constructed many
years ago. Under the Railways Act of
1878, lines over which the Government
carried goods and passengers must be
authorised by special Acts, and must be
certified by the Commissioner of Rail-
ways as fit for traffic. In view of these
facts, the present Bills had been intro-
duced to supply deficiencies which had
apparently been overlooked for years. No
new expenditure was involved.

Question put and passed
Bill read a third time, and passed.

LEONORA TRAMWAY BILL,
Read a third time, and passed.

DROVING BILL.
ASSEMBLY'S FARTHER AMENDMENT.

Resumed from the previous day, in
Committee.

SIR IE. H. WvrTTusOOz asked the
Chairman to explain the position in which
the question now stood.

THEu C1HAIRMAN-I: So far as his memory
went, a motion was made last night that
the Assemubly's amendment be not agreed
to; the montion was put and carried. The
minutes, however, did not show the
mnotion as having been put to the Corn-
mittee. On the motion of Mr. Moss,
progress was then reported. and leave
given to sit again.

HON. J. W. HACKETT: Was that the
position of the matter?

THEm CnAiRmAN: The minutes did not
record the motion as having be-en put to
the Committee; but, so far as his memory
served him, the fact was otherwise. Accord-
ing to the minutes, the position was that
the motion wasi put, and progress was
reported without any decision being come
to; therefore any member could now
make a motion with regard to the
Assembly's message. Mr. Moss had
mnoved that progress be reported.

Hox. J. W. HACKETT.: Whose duty
was it to sign the minutes and vouch tha~t
they were correct?

TnnE CHAInN~ said be was informed
that the President and the Clerk signed
the minutes.

How. 3. W. HACKETT: Then the
proper course was to ask the President
whether, to the best of his belief, that
minute was correct.

Tar PRESIDENT said he did not hear
that the amendmnent was put. He knew
there was a great deal of confusion, and
be understood that progress was reported
to get over the difficulty.

How. W. T?. LoToN: The Chairman
had stated he was under the impression
that the motion, that the Committee dis-
agree to the amendment of the Legisla-
tive Council, was passed. Whoever was
responsible for the correctness of the
minutes had made an error on this
occasion.

THE CHAmaiNr said he was the servant
of the Committee, and was willing to
receive any -advice in the matter, if there
was a mistake. He thought it his duty
to adhere to the minutes as the permanent
record.

THE PRESIDENT:- Standing Order 356
showed that if an error was made, it could
be rectified. immediately the President
was in the Chair and progress was
reported.

HoN. M. IL. Moss said he was in a
muddle as to the exact position of affairs.
We were all in a6 great hurry to get
away, but he thought th at, in the absence
of a motion directing attention to the
fact that the minute was inaccurate, we
should stick to the minutes signed by
the President.

RON. J. W. HACKETT: It was not lair
to the common sense and memories of
members to have it stated that, owing to
there being confusion, the Clerk had not
kept a proper minute of these invaluable
proceedings, the proceedings Of Parlia-
ment, and hand apparently presented an
incorrect set of minutes to the President.
The question was put that the amendment
of the Legislative Assembly be disagreed
to, and that was carried. Then debate
ensued, and Mr. Moss, in order to give
time for a committee to be appointed to
draw up reasons for disagreeing, moved
that progress be reported. His memory
was absolutely distinct on the matter, and
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lie challenged any member of the House
to say that his memory ran to the con-
trary. He now moved that the matter be
reported to the President, and the Presi-
dent be asked to give a ruling whether the
minute was correct or not; and, if not
correct, whether the House should be
given an opportunity of setting it right.

Motion passed.
THE: CHAIRMAN reported to the

President that, in the opinion of several
members and his own, there was an error
in the minutes, and the Committee wished
the President to give his opinion.

THE PRESIDENT: Evidently, from
the debate which had taken place, there
had been an error in the minutes; but
there was a good deal of confusion last
night as to the way in which the question
was put. He must own that he did not
know the exact position, and be thought it
was difficult for anybody to understand.
In his opinion, if Mr. Hackett now
moved that the minutes be corrected, that
would meet the case. There was a similar
case some time before, and that was the
way in which the difficulty was sur-
mounted.

HoN. J. W. HACKETT moved that the
minutes be corrected.

Motion passed, and the minutes cor-
rected.

THE PRESIDENT: If there were any
farther amendments degired, the difficulty
could be got over by means of Standing
Order 856.

THE CHAIRMAN subsequently reported
that the Committee had disagreed to the
amendment made by the Legislative
Assembly.

Sip. E. H. WITTENOOM moved that
the report be adopted.

Question put and passed.
A committee, consisting of Sir E. H.

Wittenoom, Hon. H. G. Burges, and Hon.
W. T. Loton, drew up reasons for dis-
agreeing with the Assembly's amendment,
as follow:

That if a distance less than forty miles
were specified, the necessity for branding
the stock and providing waybills would
cause unnecessary inconvenience to per-
sons forwarding small consignments of
fat sheep or lambs to market.

Reasons adopted, and a message ac-
cordingly returned to the Assembly.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION.
HoN. M. L. MOSS (Minister) moved

that the Standing Orders be suspended to
allow of the Derby Tramway Bill and the
Ashburton Tramway Bill being passed
through the remaining stages to-day.
This motion was moved in view of th
lateness of the session.

Question passed, and the Standing
Orders suspended.

TRAMWAY BILLS (2).
On motions by the Hon. MW. L. MOSS,

the Derby Tramway Bill and the Ash-
burton TramwayBill passed the remaining
stages without debate.

DIVIDEND DUTIES BILL.
SECOND REAMING (MOVED).

THE MINISTER POE LANDS (Hon.
A. Jameson) sad: In moving the second
reading of this Bill, I would like to point
out that the measure is brought forward
to supersede the Companies Duty Act of
1899. That Act naturally comes to an
end on the 31st December, 1902, and it
is proposed that this Bill shall take the
place of that Act. There is no very great
difference between this Bill and the Act
now on the statute book, farther than
that [ining companies are to be taxed
upon their dividends, instead of upon
their profits. This is supposed to be a
concession to the mining companies in
this State, and in some measure it is so,
although so large have been the allow-
ances made by the Government in the
way of costs of development and so on
to the mining companies in the past that
their profits have not appeared very large.
But it really will mean a loss to the
revenue of perhaps 20 or 80 per cent.
Then there is also an alteration in so far
as the insurance companies are to be
taxed upon their gross, in place of their
net, premiums. This will mean an in-
crease of cost to those companies, but not
such a. loss as one would suppose. I
shall give a few figures presently when I
come to that point. Members will find
from the interpretation clause that "com-
pany " includes every' incorporated com-
pany or association, and tbat excluded
from it are the friendly societies, the life
assurance companies, and any brewery or
other company paying duties of excise.
"Dividend " includes every dividend,
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profit, advantage, or gain intended to be
paid or credited to or distributed among
any members of any company. With
regard to "life assurance company," I
propose to make ai slight amendment
there, when this Bill is in Committee, by
striking out the words "1but divides or
pays no dividend nor any part of its
profits to share or stock-holders," with a
-view of making it so that there will be no
duty payable by companies which are pro-
prietary companies. It seems an unreason-
able thing that a proprietary company
which perhaps is more careful of the
interests of' the public event than a mutual
company should be made to pay upon
their dividends when a mutual company,
is not, and by striking out these words
there will be no duty levied upon any fire
or marine insurance companies. Clauses
3 and 4 are new clauses in the Bill, pro-
viding for greater secrecy, and un-
doubtedly they are very desirable indeed.
In Clauses 6, 7, and 8. there are three
distinct principles. Clause 6 provides
that within seven days from the t ime any
dividend is declared by a company carry-

igon business in Western Australia,
and not elsewhere, such company shall
forward to the Minister a return in the
prescribed form containing the pre-
scribed particulars, verified by a statutory
declaration, and such company will pay
one shilling for every 20 shillings of the
amount of the value of such dividend.
That is a most important clause, I1 think,
in this measure. It is clearly and dis-
tinctly provided that companies, par-
ticularly wining companies, are to pay
upon their dividends when they are
trading purely and entirely in this State.
Clause 6 provides that. They pay upon
their dividend when carrying on business
in Western Australia and not elsewhere.
I think it right in dealing with these
clauses that I should point out to mem-
bers how this is similarly dealt with in
the Eastern States. In Queensland there
is a very great concession allowed to
ning companies, in this respect, that

all working expenses, the actual expense
of developing the mine, and three-f ourth a
of the cost of the inaehiner for that
development, are first charged to div-
dends before any duty can be levied upon
those dividends. Supposing it should
cost, we will say, £9100,000 to develop
the mines, to make the shaft, and say

aaother100,OO0for machinery, £175,000
would then bare to be found in the divi-
dend of that particular mine before any
charge would he made upon that divi-
dend. That is the law, as it is in Queens-
land, and, to my mind, it seems a very
reasonable one indeed. Also in Vie-
toria. and New South Wales this
revenue is raised by means of an income
tax. It is entirely an income tax which
covers the whole of this revenue at
the present time. In New Zealand a
compromise has been come to, namely,
that the duty is paid not upon the whole
of the dividend, but half the dividend,
and then that enables the other half of
the dividend to be put to very much the
same purpose as in Queensland. It is
quite reasonable there should be such
concession given, for, after all, one has
to remember that the life of a mine
cannot go on for ever. It is not like
another industry, where you have your
stock and capital. The life of a mine is
limited. Therefore, it should be provided
that when a dividend duty is charged
upon it, there should, at all events, be
some provision that the shareholders are
to see they arc going to get their capital
back.

Howt. J. W. HACKETT:- Surely you
should ettend that to other companies.
Why make an exception?

THE: MINISTER FOR LA.NDS: I do
not think perhaps there is the same
-reason for extending it to other com-
panies. In all other industrial companies
there is perpetual cApital. One is not
exhausting it,

HoN. J. W. HACKETT: That is not the
case at all. The machinery is used up.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS:
That is merely amatter of maintenance.
So much is struck off every year, and
that is always allowed before the dividend
is struck. So much is set aside in all
companies for the purpose of meeting the
loss and repair of machinery. For my
part, I see a very great difference between
nming companies and ordinary indus-
trial concerns. Members will find Clause
7 contains the words, " on or beore the
1st day of April, One thousand nine
hundred and three, every company carry-

ing on business in Western Australia and
elsewhere." That is an important word
there, Clause 6 relates to companies
carrying on business in Western Austra-

(COU901L.1 Second rea4ing.
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hia, and not elsewhere, and Clause 7 to
companies carryingon business in Western
Australia and elsewhere. It is proposed
that those companies carrying on business
in Western Australia and elsewhere shall
pay upon their profits, and not pay upon
their dividends. The reason of that
is at once clear if you look into it,
for it would not be right or reasonable
that wve should charge a duty upon a
dividend which arises from the success of
such business in some other country.
That would be unreasonable. It would
also be unreasonable that we should lose
our duty -upon a dividend that disappears
owing to a loss in another country. It is
very clear why one should charge upon
profits in the ease of a company trading
elsewhere than in Western Australia. I
hope members are following me in that1
because it seems to me an important point.
It would be an unjust and unreasonable
thing that this State should lose its duty
through no dividend being declared owing
to a loss in another country, when there
was a large profit here. On the other
hand, it would be unreasonable that we
should receive a duty at all if there has
been a large profit in another country, and
a loss in this one; and, therefore, there is
no other course than to draw upon profits
in the case of a company carrying on
business in Western Australia and else-
where.

Hos. J. W. HACKETT: Are you inclined
to make die same concessions to those
companies V

THE MINISTERFORLANDS : Which
ones ?

RON. J. W. HACKETT: Those you were
speaking about,

THffE MINISTER FOR LANDS: How
could one do so? These are all different
industries. I do not see how one could.
give any concessions of that kind to such
companies. It does not seem to be prac-
ticable. However, I shall be prepared to
discuss that matter with the bon. member
when the question gets into Committee.
These are two of the principles I have
pointed out. In the first place, we are
going to tax on the dividends of companies
trading in this State only, and we are
going to charge on the profits of companies
trading outside Western Australia, and
the duty to be charged is put at five per
cent. in both cases. Clause 8 contaius a
provision with regard to returns by

insurance companies, and duty payable.
It is provided that a charge shall be
made upon the gross premiums in place
of the net premiums in the case of fire
and marine insurance companies. The
tax in these eases is to be a sum equal to
20 shillings for every £100; that is to
say,* a one per cent, tax; and I have some
figures here showing exactly how that
will apply, and how it will affect these
companies. I understand the question
has been raised that it acts harshly
upon these companies to deal with thema
in tbis way-that is to say, the insurance
companies.

How. W. T., LoTos: Why is the tan-a
tion on the gross premiums, instead of on
the net premiums ? All expenses have to
come out.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
propose to explain the reason, if the hon.
member will allow me. The reason is;
simpl 'y this. We have found that
several companies have been charging
their losses against the premiums, Then,
when you take the net p remiums, and put
against them all the losses which that
company has sustained, the prmusare,
in some cases, so very small that practi-
cally you cannot collect anything on them-
at all. It is not right that, the losses
should be charged against the premiums
in such a case. The only way to get at
it is by getting the gross premiums.
How would it affect the companies ? I
will state exac;tly how it will affect them
in this State. The proportion of cost to
the actual amount earned on these gross
premiums is from 26 to 33 per cent.
The difference between taxing on the
gross and on the net comes in one year in
this State to about £2270. The way in
which it will actually affect companies
here is this: One large company in this
State will have to pay X95 approximately,
anothersP45 ayear, and '36 other companies
which exist here will have to pay £2 10s. a,
year. Hon. members will see, therefore,
that at present the tax 'will not be heavy,
although in time, as population increases
and business expands, it may become
heavier. I draw attention, to the circum-
stance to show how small is the return to
the Government. During the currency of
the last three years the Government have
spent in the maintenance of fire brigades
a sum of £7,000. Actually, during the
same three years the State has received in
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duty only £2,115, to set against an ex-
penditure of £7,000 on fire brigades.
I hold, therefore, that the duty is
thoroughly reasonable, and do not think
there should be any outcry, against it.
Certainly, the duty should be levied until
the time arrives for the imposition of an
income tax. I have now stated the three
main principles of the Bill. The remain-
ing clauses are mnere machinery clauses.
By Clause 17 the Minister is given the
right to inspect books. Farther, various
penalties are imposed by Clauses 18, 19,
and 20. The only other clause of import-
ance is the last, Clause 31, by which the
operation of the Companies Duty Act,
1899, is continued until the 31st Decem-
ber, 1903. The reason is clearly ex-
plained in the subelauses, which provide
"for the recovery of duties accrued due
thereunder at the commencement of this
Act; and in relation to dividends declared
before the commencement of this Act,
and for the recovery of the duties thereon;
and for the recovery of penalties in con-
nection therewith." The object is merely
to insure that the conditions of the Act
which has existed for the last three
years. shall bo fully carried out, and
that all companlies. shall be treated
alike, and that time may be allowed for
the investigation of proceedings which
have taken place under this Act. All
companies ought to be on exactly the
same footing, and all ought to pay on
their dividends or profits up to the tine
istated; and therefore Clause 31 provides
they shall remain under the operation of
the Act and pay duty as heretofore. I
commend the Bill to hon. members as a
reasonable measure designed to provide
revenue which the State absolutely needs.
The probabilities are that in time to come
an income tax will take the place of these
duties, and then -this measure will, of
course, be repealed. In the mean time,
the Bill will prove useful, and I have
much pleasure in, moving its second read-
Ing.

Horn. A. G. JENKINS (North-East):
I move the adjournment of the debate.
My reason for doing so is that certain
amendments have been submitted to the
Government and are now receiving con-
sideration. It is advisable that until
Ministers have given an expression of
opinion on those amendments the Rlouse
should refrain from discussing the Bill.

Tnu MINISTER FOU LANns: I should
much prefer that the second reading be
proceeded with now. If we continue to
~ t matters off we shall have a congested
otic Paper next week.
HON. J. W. HTACKET: There is

nothing on the Notice Paper for next
Tuesday.

HON. A. G-. JENKINS:- I know that
the attitude of several members towards
the Bill will depend on the attitude of
the Government towards the amendments
proposed.

Sin E. H. WITTENQOM (North):
1 have pleasure in supporting Mr.
Jenkins's motion because-

Tnxg PRSIDENT: We cannot have
speeches on a motion for the adjournment
of the debate.

HoN. J. W. HACKETT (South-
West): In order to allow Sir Edward
Wittenoom an opportunity of speaking,
I move as an amendment to Mr. Jenkins's
motion:

That the Bill be read a second time thia day
three months.
The only point I make at. this j uncture is
that the Minister, in foreshadowing cer-
tain amendments and expressing his
willingness to accept them, has offered an
invitation for the making of those amend-
ments. I consider that the Minister
ought to have stated exactly what differ-
ence the adoption of the amendments
would make in the Treasurer's estimate
of revenue under the Bill. My view is
that the whole Bill. has become an abortion
by reason of the Minister's indication of a
readiness to accept amend men ts.

MEMBER: What revenue will the Bill
produce if your motion is carriedP

Hoy. J. W. HACKETT: Just about
the same as if the Bill is passed: in either
case we shall probably get nothing what-
ever.

SIRt E. H. WITTENQOM: I do not
know that I am prepared to go quite the
length of Dr. Hackett's amendment.

HON. J. W. HAOCETT: I moved the
amendment only to give the bon. member
an opportunity of speaking. After he
has done, 1 shall ask leave to withdraw
the amendment.

Sim E. H. WITTfINOOM: Better
withdraw it at once.

BoN. W. TE. LOTON (East): I wish
to say a, few words on Dr. Hackett's
motion, which I gather is not to be taken

Second readlngb
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quite seriously. An adjournment of the
debate is certainly desirable, in order that
the views of the Government may be
made known before members generally
proceed to deal with the measure. From
what the House has learned to-day, it
appears probable that three-fourths of
the duties will go by the board altogether.
I am not prepared to enter into detailed
calculations on the point, particularly
as the exact views of the Government
are not known. If Ministers propose,
however, to allow mining companies before
paying duty on dividends to write off to
the extent of £100,000 or £150,000-
those amounts were mentioned by the
Minister-I do not know what probability
exists of the StatS deriving any revenue
'under this Bill.

THE MINISTER FpOR LANDS: Those
amounts were given merely by wa-y of
example. An amount of £10 would
answer equally well,

Ronx. W. T. IiOTON: Mining com-
panies, apparently, may write off for an
unknown period and to an unlimited
extent. At present, mining companies
pay duty on profits, an unjust form of
taxation of which they ought to be
relieved; but when I learn that they
may write down dividends interminably
I recognise that the State will never
derive any duty at all. I cannot proceed
to deal with the subject because the
Minister has not made himself sufficiently
clear. Mr. Jenkins's motion ought to b~e
carried to allow of the amendments
which the Government propose to make
being placed on the Notice Paper.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (in
explanation): Mr. Loton has mnisunder-
stood me somewhat. In introducing a
Bill of this kind I make it a practice-
as hion. members may have observed-
to refer to similar legislation existing in
the Eastern States. I have referred to
the pracetice of Queensland, New South
Wales, and Victoria; also to that of New
Zealand. I have stated also that the
Bill seems reasonable: we support our
own Bill up to the present time. In
introducing the measure, however, I con-
sidered. it my duty to informi the House
exactly of the practice prevailing in the
Eastern States.

HoN. J. WV. HACKETT: But you did
not muention that the Eastern States had
other property taxes, besides this.

Tnu MINISTER FOR LANDS: Quite
so, but it seems to me that my duty
demands that I should explain the opera-
tion of similar measures in the Eastern
States. Unfortunately, the hon. menmber
at once takes it for granted that I advise
the House to follow the example of the
Eastern States.

HoN. W. T. LOTon: I understood you
to express yourself as favouring the
Queensland practice.

Tax, MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
have always understood that, not being a,
party House, we are prepared to consider
questions broadly, with a view to arriv-
ing at legislation most conducive to the
interests of the State. Therefore during
the whole of the time I have had the
honour to lead this House I have endea-
voured to submit as plainly as possible
my construction of similar measures in
the Eastern States. So long as I have
the honour to 'hold my present position,
I shall continue to follow that course. I
conceive it to be the intention of the
Chamber to deal broadly with measures
such as this. After all, we aire a revising
Chamber; we deal with the Bill as it
comes before us, and if we know of a
course followed elsewhere which would in
our opinion be more to the advantage of
the country than the course proposed by
the Bill, it is our duty to amend the
measure accordingly. I offer this short
explanation to make it perfectly clear
that the Government do not bind them-
selves to adopt the methods of any eastern
State. I ha-ve called attention to those
methods, and have stated my view thiat
some of them are at all events reason-
able. In making that observation I
intend merely to convey an assurance
that the methods of the Eastern States, if
proposed by way of amendment, will
receive consideration at the hands of the
Government. I discussed the matter
this morning with the Treasurer, who has
given me the benefit of his views. I
have little doubt that the opinion of this
Chamber will weigh with Ministers; I
wish members generally to understand
that. I repeat that my object in drawing
attention to methods adopted elsewhere
is to let members know. that if they
pronounce those methods to be the
more advisable, that pronouncement will
rec~eive, every consideration at the hands
of the Government.
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Hou. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE (South):-
I am fully in accord with tbe opinions
expressed by the Minister for Lands
relative to mining companies. I wish to
mention only one instance, that of a
Kalgoorlie mine which has expended
£150,000 on machinery worth at the
present time not more than £10,000. I
think we should do well to insert in this
measure a provision to relieve companies
from the payment of dividend duties
until at any rate portion of the capital
put into the mine has been paid back.

Sin E. H. WITTENOOM: I observe
that this Bill differentiates between comn-
panies carrying on business in Western
Australia exclusively, which companies
are to pay duty on dividends only, and
companies carrying on business in Wes-
tern Australia and elsewhere, which are
to pay duty on profits. The companies
carrying on business in this State alone
are, I think, comparatively small, whilst
those which carry on business here and
elsewhere are large companies. The one
thing Western Australia needs is the
introduction of capital, and the imnposi-
tion of a tax on profits will therefore
react most advantageously on the welfare
of the State. Naturally, I am not a
Labour member, but I sympathise with
Labour to the extent of discouraging the
immigration of workers unless the
country has the capital necessary to pay
their wages. For that reason I consider
that every facility and encouragement
ought to be offered to people bringing
their capital to the State for investment.
Clause 7 is absurd in many respects.
Under it duty is to be levied on the
profits of large companies doing business
in many different places. Take the case
of a compainy like Dalgety & Company.
I mention that company, nut because I
am connected with it, but because it
offers a typical example. Dal1gety &Coin-
pany frequently make profits through their
agencies in Adelaide, Melbourne, Sydney,
and Brisbane, which enable the company
to make good business deals. Now, how
is the proportion of expense incurred by
an agency elsewhere to be computed?
Without its agencies the company prob-
ably would fail to make many of the
profits it makes with their aid. To charge
on the gross profits, allowing nothing for
expenses incurred outside the State, would
be mnost unfair. Take the ease of the

shipping companies. The Bill pro-
vides that the Minister shall assess the
profits made in Western Australia by
any company trading in this State aud
also elsewhere. How is the Minister to
assess their profits ?

HoN. W. T. TiOTON: There is no appeal
from the Minister's assessment, I sup-
pose P

Sin B. H. WITTENOOM: Shipping
companies make profits in Western Aus-
tralia; but they do not buy their coal
here, nor do they pay their crews here.
These things are done by head offices in
other States. None of such charges
would show on the books kept ini Wes-
tern Australia, and thus the Minister has
the right to treat them as profits and levy
duty on them.

Thuo MruIIsTFR o LANDS:- But Clause
27 gives a right of appeal to the Supremue
Court.

Sm R E. WITTENOOIX: We know
all about appeals. The point is that
companies ought not to be harassed.
Western Australia, must be open to people
with capital: we do not want those people
to be harassed by one tax and another.
Let them pay duty on their dividends
like everyone else: let duty be levied on
any dividend declared. I make these
few observations to show the unfairness
of Clause 7. 1 look forward with interest
to the farther debate on next Tuesday,
when perhaps I shall have a few additional
retiiarks to offer. At present the Govern-
ment are understood to be considering
certain suggested amendments, whiob no
doubt have a bearing on the matters I
have mentioned. Just now, I amn con-
cerned only to point out the unfairness of
the treatment to which companies trading
here and elsewhere are to be subjected
under the Bill as it stands. How are the
profits of such companies to be assessed ?
Agency charges must be deducted before
profits absolutely made in Western Aus-
tralia can be ascertained.

Hou. J. W. HACKETT: I ask leave
to withdraw my amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.
Motion (adjournment) put and passed,

and the debate adjourned accordingly.

At 6830 the PRIESIDENT left the
Chair.

At 7-35, Chair resumed.

[COUNCIL.3 Second reading.
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RABBIT PEST BILL.
5EO2W RfL.DING.

Resumed from the previous day.
HoN. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE (South):-

With reference to this Bill, I am pleased
that such a measure has been introduced,
and I congratulate the Government on
taking in hand any measure that will
prevent the invasion of this pest, we may
call it. In the State from which I came,
South Australia, farmers have been
ruined, and selectors have been eaten out
Of house and home. In one portion of
that country, the South-East, near Mt.
Gambier, the measures taken for the
suppression of the pest have been by
means of poisoned food. I have no doubt
the Minister had aDl that information laid
in front of him before he introduced this
Bill. There is one clause that strikes me
with regard to the fencing. [I notice that
farmers and selectors have 20 years in
which to pay for wire obtained from the
Government. I certainly think that timne
somewhat long. We know that the life of
iron, when exposed to the atmosphere and
the weather, is not of very long duration,
and consequently I think that the Com-
mittee, when we get to that stage, could
well reduce the period, if not to 1) -years,
say to 12 or 15. 1 am quite in accord
with measures for assisting farmers, and
I look upon tbe fanning industry as one
of great value to the State; in fact, the
second interest to the maining. Of course,
I shall always believe the mining industry
is paramount in Western Australia. I
have much pleasure in supporting the
second reading, and in rendering assis-
tan ce.

Hex. W. MALEY! (South-East) : We
have had a, good many Sills brought be-
fore us this session, and I think this is the
first fighting Bill, as the Minister called
it, which we have had introduced. We
have an army of rabbits approaching
here, and it is our duty to fight them if
we can. A barrier has been erec.ted, or
is about to be erected, and money, has
been voted and preparations are being
made for it. I take it from the
fact that provision has been introduced
here to deal with settled districts the
Government havo no faith in the efficacy
of that barrier to keep back the rabbits.
But still they are going to expend the
money. It is a peculiar position for the
Government to place themselves in; to

go and expend public funds in erecting a
barrier, and to bring in a Bill at the
same time to deal with the pest as has
been done in New South Wales with
regard to settled districts.

MuEmna The Government are carry-
ing out the recommendation of the com-
mission.

HoN. W. MALEY: The Government
are taking the responsibility. There is
no doubt that some dlay a Bill like this
will be necessary in the settled districts.
We who have studied the question have
always contended that the barrier will
not be effectual in keeping back the
rabbits, in the isolated place in which it
is to be put at the present time, I
think, however, that with a harrier
erected where the present one is being
erected, and another on the border of the
settled districts, some good would be
done. Until the Government themselves
take the matter in hand, and do the
fighting for the country with the revenue
that is derived generally from the State,
and succeed or fail, they have no right to
demand any assistance whatever from
people who have taken up their land, and
are doing their best under great diffi-
culties to mak-e homes there. I have
always held that the Government should
induce settlerd to construct fencing and
to erect rabbit-proof fencing, seeing that
the pest is in the State; but, while I aml
in favour of inducements being offered, I
am not in favour at the present time of
any compulsory method being adopted.
That the Bill is very crude is evident
from the fact that in one clause here,
Clause 30, the Government have given
great powers to an inspector. The clause
contains the words " notwithstanding any-
thing in any Act contained, burn or ignite
any, straw, stubble, grass, herbage, scrub,
wood, or other inflammable matterial on
his land, subject only to conditions to
be imposed by the inspector." I really
do not know whether an inspector knows
more about the Bush Fires Act than the
Ministry who introduced into this House
a Dill, and then themselves moved that it
be taken off the Notice Paper; it being
practically laughed out of the Rouse. if
an inspector is armed with these powers,
he may go into any district and do more
damage in five minutes than he would be
able to redress in five years. Hare is a
obtuse which 4t once overrides the B~ush
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Fires Act entirely, and places the settler
in a danger much greater than he stands
in with regard to the rabbits. Mr.
Barges has dwelt at some considerable
length with the Bill. I do not propose
to waste any more time in the discussion
of the measure on the second reading;
but I shall have an Opportunity of speak-
ing to it in Committee.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1, 2-agreed to.
Clause 3-Interpretation:
HoN. R. G. BURGES:- Would the

Government under this definition of
Crown lands keep all1 Crown lands, mnud-
ing waste lands, clear of rabbits in the
same way as private owners were to be
compelled to do?

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: This
clause merely gave a definition of Crown
lands. The Government were undoubtedly
spending a great deal of money to pro-
tect Crown lands.

Hoiq. R, G. BURGES:- Would the
Government evade their duties under this
definition ? It so, the maeasure was
useless.

Tux MINISTER FOR LAND*S: The
hon. member's question would be answered
wvhen a clause dealing with Crown lands
was reached.

Hoy. R. 0. BURGES: Evidently the
Minister did not wish to see the point of
the question.

Clause passed.
Clauses 4 to 8, inclusive-agreed to.
Clause 9-The Minister may erect

fences:;
Hoy. R. G. BURGES:- Would the

Minister evade the question any longerP
This clause said the Minister "may "
erect fences, but such a provision was
useless. The Government, it appeared,
were to have an option, whilst all private
land owners were to be under compulsion.
The greater part of this State was Crown
property, and likely to remain so for some
time.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: If
the hon. member desired the striking out
of "1may " and the substitution of "1shall"
in this clause, no objection would be
raised by the Government; but such an
amendment would make no difference.
The Minister could do nothing until

moneys had been voted by Parliament;
once voted, of course, such moneys would
have to be spent in the erection, main-
tenance, and repair of rab bit-proof f ences.

HON. G. RANDELL . Did Mr. Surges
propose to move as an amendment that
"mwar" be struck out and "1shall"
inserted in lieu?

HON. U. 0. SnoRG1:. NO.
HON. G. BANDELL - The only objec-

tionable words in the clause were "he
may think fit," in lines 2 and 3, and he
moved that these words be struck out
and "1as may be necessary " inserted in
lieu.

Hoy. W. T. LOTON:. Who was to
decide as to the necessityP This amend-
ment would not improve the clause.

Tus MINISTER FoR LsNns: This was
scarcely an amendment to be referred to
another place.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.
low. R. 0. BURGES:. Earlier in the

session he had submitted a motion in
favour of the appointment of rabbit
boards, and at the request of various
members he had consented to withdraw
thAmotion. He still held, however, that
boards ought to be appointed, and that
the Minister must not be left to ride
hobbies in connection with this measure.
The Bill ought to be reconstructed, so as
to provide for the appointment of even
paid boards. The Minister should not
be allowed uncontrolled power in connec-
tion with the enormous expenditure pro-
posed.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: Ex-
perts were consulted in the first instance,
either by a board or by the Minister. If
every statute was to be administered by
a beard, our whole system of Government
would have to be remodelled. Boards,
while cumbrous and expensive, were
responsible to no one.

HoN. U. G. SURGES:- A Rabbit
flepartment under the. Minister existed
already. Was not the hon. gentleman
aware that iu connection with the Cool-
gardie Water Scheme a board was to be
appointed? Why could not the same
course be adopted in this caseP A
nephew of Mr. Demnpster had this even-
ing informed him (Mr. B urges) that the
rabbits were at Esperance Bay, at Fraser's
Range, and in fact all over the neighbour-
ing districts. To attempt to persuade
the Minister was useless, since he would
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have his own way, right or wrong. A
strong advisory board was required.

Clause passed.
Clauses 10, 11, 12-agreed to.
Clause 13-Selectors may be required

to contribute;-
HoN. RL. G. BURGfS: This clause

would work hardship. The fence being
for the advantage of the general public,
its cost should be borne by the general
public; and certainly the holder of abut-
ting lands ought not to be called on to
pay hal1f as his fair share of the cost of a
fence erected for the benefit of the whole
country. It was unr)easonable that a man
should have to pay up to half the cost of
the fence when the fence was for the good
of the general public.

HoN. E. Af CLARKE:- This rab~bit-
proof fence was a national affair. It was
not meant for only two or three indi-
viduals who happened to be alongside the
fence ibut for the whole of the State.
If we had been something like seven or
eight years talking about the fence, howI
long would it take us to finish itP There
were certain favoured localities which
game frequented. The very man who
happened to be on the bounidary might
he living in a place which nearly all the
rabbits would avoid, whilst a man a few
miles back might be where the rabbits
eont~regated, and it would he unjust that
the former should be made to pay and
the latter not. We had no guarantee
that the fence was going to be any good
at all. A few years ago the fence was
to be placed to the eastward of the
present position, and it was an acknow-
ledged fact that there were rabbits on
the west side of that. He moved that
the clause be struck out.

Roiq. G. RANDEL:- If the clause
bore the meaning which had been attni-
buted to it, there was a great deal of
force in the argument that it was unjust
to the man whose land happened to come
up to the boundary fence.

How. W. MALEY: In the Canning
district there -were fences which had cost
£30 or £40 a mile. They were excep-
tions, but still they cost that amount.
On the average the cost was £18 or £20
a mile. Supposing a fence had been
erected by an owner of land, and the
Government said, "We want a rabbit-
proof fence along there, and you have to
pay half," would it be fair, if the fence

were swept away and the Government
fence put in its place, or if the Govern-
ment fence were put alongside it, for the
unfortunate holder of the land to have
to pay half the cost of the rabbit-proof
fence, which would be for the benefit of
all the people around himP The clause
should be struck out.

HoN. J. A. THOMSON: This was a
work to protect the interests of the
squatters only. He had travelled thou-
sands of miles in. New South Wales, in
the settled parts, and had never seen in
those parts a live rabbit. It was only in
the parts that were very Sparsely settled,
that was in the large rune, that there was
any danger of rabbits settling, or, if they
did get over, anuy chance of their
increasing in numbers. The settlers
benefited by this fence should contribute
towards the support of it, and not the
taxpayers as a whole. There was somne-
thing in the contention that those who
had lands bordering on the rabbit-proof
fence should not be the only persons to
be called upon to contribute towards the
first cost and the upkeep. But all those
people who would be benefited should he
called u pon to pay. He moved as a
farther amendment that the word "may,"
in line 1, be struck out, and "shall"

inserted in lieu.
How. Ri. G. BURGH 5: Could Mr.

Thomson tell himi (Mr. Burges) whether
between the Coolgardie line of railway
and the coast there was a holder of land
whose holding was large enough for him
to be called a squatter?

MEMBER: NO.
HON. J. A. THOMsox: Had the hon.

member seen a live rabbit hereP
HoN. R. G. -BIEGES: Yes. He saw

live rabbits that were in Coolgardie, and
which had been brought down here and
sent to the Zoo. Plenty of rabbits had
been killed. He denied in tote that those
interested in squatting were advocating
the fence for themselves. Those this
side of that part of the fence from the
Coolgardie railway line dlown to the coast
were all small holders. The whole of
that country was cut up into small allot-
ments, except one or two small areas, and
it was the people on those holdings that
we wanted to protect against the rabbits.
The fence was to be put up for the
benefit of the whole of the settled portions
of the State. It was unfair to comipel
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the owner of land to pay half the cost of
the fence, and also hal1f the cost of the
upkeep, seing that the fence was for the
benefit of the general public. This
rabbit-proof fence would cost from £.50
to £70 per mile, and the work would
hardly be done for that. We did not
want people to come here and settle and
to be subject to unreasonable and unjust
laws.

HoN. E. MoLARTY: The clause ought
to be struck out. To require a selector
holding a strip of land a quarter of a.
mile in width along the proposed line of
fence to pay half the cost of the overn-
ment fence, while the holder of an area ten
riles wide abutting on that selector was
called on to pay nothing, would be utterly
unfair, All owners and holders of land
inside the line of fencing received benefit
from it. Hie felt sorry that Mr. Binges
had seen fat to attack the advisory beard.

Hoa. R. G. Buxons: Any remarks he
had made on~ the advisory clause were
made in connection with another clause.
Was the hon, member in order in referring
to another clause?

THE OHAIRMAN: The House being in
Committee, the hon. member (Mr.
Metarty) might be permitted to say a.
few words.

HON. R. G. BuzES said he must askc
for the Chairman's ruling. Certain
observations wade in connection with
Clause 9 were now being replied to.
Was the hon. member in order in speaking
to a clause which had been passed P

THE CHAI1RMAN : To refer to at clause
which bad been passed was out of order.
As a matter of favour, thiniking the Com-
mittee would like to hear Mr. McLarty's
remarks, he bad refrained from calling
the hon. member to order.

HoN. J. W. WRIGHT: Under the
clause as it stood, the holder of land
abutting on a boundary could be called
on to pay half the cost of the fence,
whether on this side of the fence or on
the other side of it. Surely to charge a
man on the eastern side of the fence with
its cost would be most unjust, since he
would actually be damaged by the fence,
which would bank the rabbits back, on
him. Everybody for two hundred miles
within the fence ought to be made to pay
towards its cost and upkeep.

HoNv. C. E. DEMPSTER agreed with
Mr. Wright. The boundary fence, bene-

fiting the whole State, must be at the
expense of the whole State. Pastoratists
to the cast of the fence would have the
rabbits fenced back on them, and cer-
tainly ought not to be called on to
contribute towards the cost of something
actually to their detriment.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS hoped
that the Committee would support the
retention of the clause, for which there
was precedent in Section '36 of the
Queensland measure of 1896. The sec-
tion read!

Owners of runs shall be liable to caontribute
to the cost of the erection and maintenance of
every such fence in manner following, that is
to say, one half of the cost of a fence erected
upon the boundaries of a run or group of runs
or area shball be borne.

The New South Wales Act of 1902 con-
tained a provision precisely similar,
except for the circumstance that it was
the rabbit boards which had to provide
half the cost. The fence would he a
Governiment fence, and a selector taking
up land abutting was required to pay not
more than one half of the cost of the fence
in return for the benefit which he derived.
That surely was reasonable. AUl inter-
ested in fighiting the rabbit pest must
recognise that the clause was most impor-
tant. There was a limit to the dcrna~ds
which could be made on Parliament for
purposes of this kind. If the private
owner was to be absolved from all expense
and the Government were to do every-
thing, the attainment of the objet in
view would be hindered.

HoN. W. MALEY: The Minister's
quotation from the Queensland Act dealt
with large runs, and not with small see-
tions. In the case of holders of areas of
say 50,000 acres, or even 1,000 square
miles, such as were found in Queensland
and New South Wales, it was reasonable
that, getting the entire benefit of the
Government fence, holders should pay
half the cost ibut the conditions here
were entirely different, rather resembling
those of the closely settled districts of
New South Wales. In thatt State the
boards dealt with these matters satisfac-
torily, by reason of their knowledge of
local circumstances. The Bill was ill-
considered, end the Minister appeared
unable to discriminate between a large
run and a small holding.

[COUNCIL.] in Cforninitlee.
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How. E. M. CLARKE: The Minister
had raised another issue. Clause 15,
apparently, was part aud parcel of Clause
13.

TnE MINISuT Fona LANDS: No.
Clause 15 belonged to another part of
the Bill.

How. E. M. CLARKE: True; but
only a few words intervened between the
two clauses.

Hlou. M, L. Moss: The hon. member's
contention was quite wrong.

Hoy. E. M. CLARKE: Clause 15
appeared to be a continuation of Clause
13.

Hox. M. L. Moss: Clause 15 dealt
only with private fences.

Ho-N. E. M. CLARKE- Reading the
Bill as a layman, he thought it was open
to that Construction. If the intention
was that the holder should pay for only
so much of the fence as lie utilised, well
and good; but to make a holder pay for
a fence about to be erected was wrong.

How. R. G. BU9RGES : The rabbit
advisory board could scarcely have con-
sidered' this matter. A strip of land
ought to have been reserved all along the
boundary fence. If selection of land
right up to the fence were permitted,
then boundary riders Would be useless.
Expenditure on a rabbit-proof fence
which was to be used also as a cattle
fence would be purposeless.

Amendment ("shall" in lieu of "may")
withdrawn.

Question-that the clause proposed to
be struck out stand part of the Bill-put,
and a division taken With the following
result:-

Ayes
Noes

6

Majority agaix

Ares.
HiOn. AX Janmeson
Non. A. 0. Jenkin
Hon B. Lawrie
Hon.: M. L. Moss
lion. J. A. Tbonison
ROn. B. C. Wood (Totter).

.. 7

NOE.
Boll. G3. De]]nghaw
Mon. T. F.O0. ]3rimage
Ron. W, G, Srookwn
Hon, E. X. Clarke
lion. C. E. flempstar
Hon. W. T. Loton
Hon. W. Malty
Hon. E. lic~art;
Ron. B. 0. O'Brien
HOD. G. Rn'idell
Roil: J. E, Richardson
HOn. J. W. Wright
Hell:R. 0. Bluge(Reuefl

Question thus negatived, and the
lange struck out.

Clause 14-Description of rabbit-proof
fence:

HoN. E. MI. CLARKE muoved that the
clause be struck out. The other clause
having been struck out, this one also
went.

Roy. R. G. BURGES said be did not
see that there was any necessity to strike
this clause out.

Amendment by leave withidrawn, and
the clause passed.

On motion by Hox. B. C. O'BntruN,
progress reported and leave given to sit
again.

FACTORIES AND SHOPS BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

THE MINISTER roR L&wus iu charge.
Clause 1-agreed to.
Clause 2-nterpretation:
lox. G. RANDELTL moved that all

the words af ter " building," in line I of
Subclanse 1, in the definition of " fac-
tory," be struck out, with a view of
inserting the following :-" Twenty or
more persons, excluding the oc;cupier,
who are engaged in the manufacture for
sale of clothing or apparel, or of boots
and shoes, whether such factory is worked
by steam or other power, or by manual
labour only."

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS said
he sincerely hoped the Committee would
not support the amendment, In the
English Act dealing with factories we had
no definition of the word "factory" at
all. A factory was simply any place
where work of such a kind as required
sanitary inspection was done; but in the
Eastern States we had a great deal of
information on thiis matter, and he would
like to state the course of evolution this
mnatter had gone through. In South
Australia, in 1894, they commenced by
defining a factory as a, p ace where six or
more persons were employed; in Queens-
land, tbey commenced in 1896 with four
or more; in New Zealand, in 1901, two
persons; in 'Victoria, in 1890, six per-
sons, and in 1898 four persons. He had
looked into this matter, because veryv
much rested upon the definition of fac-
tory. In South Australia, whereas they
commenced with six in 1894, under the
Act of 1900 a plaoce where one owner
employed any one person was a factory;
in Queensland, two persons, just as here;
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in New Zealand, two persons; and in
Victoria they were about to bring in a,
new Bill whereby a place in which two
were engaged would be a factory. It
had been pointed out agin and again
that these small factories were the
very places that became moat in-
sanitary, and where we had sweating.
They were the very places we wanted to
get at to prevent these injuries. fMrnw-
flEa: There was no sweating.] There
was sweating; a much to-day perhaps
as there had ever been. With the intense
competition that was arising it was very
difficult to overcome it. [HON;. . 0r.
Bunuss: Where?1] In nll the States,
and from his own personal experience he
knew of instances even in this State. It
had always been found that 'when the
number was put at six or 10-there was
no putting it at 10 nowadays-but even
putting it at six, the difficulty was this,
that a man would work his factory up to
six, and would never extend 'his business,
because he did not want to come under
the conditions regarding sanitation and
safety. The result was that he kept his
place in a most insanitary state. That
was at reason why change had been made
in those States. Those States had had a
great deal of experience in this matter,
and we could not formulate ideas in our
minds and think we were going to be wiser
than the whole of the Eastern States.
In both Queensland and New Zealand the
-number had been reduced. After a long
experience of a, limit of six and four it
bad been found advisable to reduce
the limit to two, because numerous
small, insanitary factories had sprung up,
becoming centres of infection and of the
worst form of sweating. The first object
of a Factories Dill was to prevent disease.

HON. G. RAXPELL: What was the
object of the Health Act P

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS:
Having studied the question for years, he
could assure the Committee that the first
object of this legislation was the preven-
tion of disease. He was not putting
imaginary cases, kit was quoting the
actual experience of the Eastern States.

Sin E. H. WITTENOO3I: Western Aus-
tralia was not one of the Eastern States.

Tn &MTNISTER FOR LANDS: But
conditions here were very much the same
as those of the Eastern States. [MEM-
DEm NS:l'o.) Ini his opinion, members

would be committing a blunder in carryinp
the amendment,

How. G. RANI)ELL hoped the Corn
mittee would be with him in the amend
mont, which he knew to be drastic. Tb,
general opinion of the country, outside
certain circle, was that the Bill was drasti,
and premature, and that its tendeuc'
would be to limit employment by closiN~
factories and destro 'ying industries. Th,
Minister for Lands, above all men, ough
to know that the points to which he hac
addressed himself were dealt with b'
other legislation. Sanitation, for exainpic
formed the subject of a very stringen

*Health Act. Under that Act, in
*spectors could compel measures to bi
taken for ventilation, provision to be ma'd
for exit, and every other imaginable pe

icaution to be taken, The c;onditions o
this State were utterly different fron
those prevailing in what we now recog
nised to be the over-populated, congestec
cities of the Eastern States; and legislA
tion which had answered there would no
necessarily work well here. There was
however, another influnce compelling thi
legislation-an influence quite apart iron
considerations of tender care for th,
health of factory operatives and the saiii
tation of factory buildings. He sincerel',
believed that no industries existing ih
this country, with the exception of then,
which he had named, ought to be corn
pelled to come under a Bill1 of thi:
description. Even newspaper offices wern
embraced in the comprehiensive. definitioz
of " factory " given by this Bill, To shov
mnembers how ill-considered the mneasuri
was, he mentioned that the result woulk
be to prevent men engaged at night ii
newspaper offices from enjoying a littlq
respite for refreshment, since under th4
measure as it stood these men would no
be able to consume food on the premnise!
but would have to go out into the street
He would say, honestly and openly, thai
he had proposed the amendment believinq
that its adoption would be fatal to ti
Bill.

Ho.N. J. W. WRIGHT: Being fullj
seized of the absurdity of a definitior
under which a laundress assisted by he:
daughter in the evening became a factory
he would certainly vote for the amend
mnent. He had intended to move ax
amendment limiting the application o:
the Bill to establishments employing ter
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persons, but twenty was better. The
Health Act afforded: employees all neces-
sary protection.

How. 3. D). CONNOLLY: While not
agrein with the clause as it stood, he
thought the amendment proposed by Mr.
Handell went rather too far, and he would
therefore vote against it. Amendments
of this nature ought to be placed on the
Notice Paper, so that they might be con-
sidered.

HoN. J. A. THOMSON: Like Mr.
Connolly, he could not agree with the
clause as it stood, and certainly could not
vote for so drastic an alteration as Mr.
Bandell had proposed. A reasonable
minimum would have been six, but to
provide that no place employing less than
twenty people should be a facory within
the meaning of this measure was utterly
absurd. If the amendment were carried,
the Bill might as well drop. The con-
tention that the measure was not required
could not hold, because the Legislative
Assembly would not have devoted so
much time and attention to an unneces-
sary Bill. True, this was not a party
House, but if we proposed to reject
any democratic legislation touching our
pockets or the pockets of our friends, we
need not be surprised if an agitation for
the abolition of this Chamber sprang
up.

THE CHAIRMAN: Was the hon. member
speaking to the amendment ?

How. J. A. THOMSON said he was
endeavouring to confine himself to the
clause.

HoN. G. IRANDL: The hion. member,
if he chose, could move that "ten " be
inserted, and not " twenty."

HoN. 3. A. THOMSON: Entertaining
no hope of converting a majority of hon.
memlbers to his way of thinking, he con-
sidered it useless to speak farther,

Hlow. M. L. MOSS: It wais just as
well that members should know what they
were -voting on. Mr. Randell, with his
usual candour, bad made no secret of the
fact that the carrying of the amendment
meant the destruction of the Bill. Hon.
members must bearin mind, however, that
the Bill would be destroyed not only by
the substitution of "twenty" for "'two1 '
but by the words restricting its applica-
tion to clothing and boot factories, which
were by no means the only factories in-
tended to come within the scope of the

Bill. Members would do well to have
regard to these considerations when the
division bell rang.

H~ow. IV. T. LOTON: Believing, that
factory legislatiou bad not been called for
by the country, and that the Bill was too
ea rly by a long way, he would vote for
the amendment in the hope of killing the
measure. The Ooveroment would have
an opportunity of reintroducing the early
closing clauses in another Bill.

flow. B. 0. WOOD: Being greatly
impressed by what Mr. Moss had said as
to the effect of the amendment, he moved,
with a view to preventing the measure
from being played with, that progress be
reported.

Motion (progress) negatived.
ROM. B. C. WOOD: Anyone propos-

ing such an amendment as that brought
forward by Mr. Randoll should certainly
be compelled to put it on the Notice
Paper.

Question-that the words proposed to
be struck out stand part of the Bill-put,
and a division taken with the following
result:-

Ayes
Noes

8
.. 14

Majority against ... 6

AYESH
Hon. S. D. Connolly
Hou . A. Jamneson
Hon. A. G. Jenkins
Hon. 3. Laurie
Hun. 31. L. Moss
non. B. C. O'Brien
Hon. .J. A. Thomson
Hon. B. C. Wood

(Toller),

Nose-
Hon. 0. Bellingham
Ron. T. F. 0. Brimage
ROnL .3.. Surgs
Hon. X. V. Clak
Hon. C. E. Dompetor
Hion. J. T. Olomtey
Ron- W. T. Loton
Hon -W. Maley
Ron, E. MeLarty
Hon. G. Randall
Hon. Sir George Shenton
Hon Sir B. H. wittenoomn
Hon. J. W. Wright
Hon. J. S. Richardson

(Taltar).

Question thus negatived, and the
words struck out.

Fart-her question (to insert words) put
and passed.

TnE MINISTER FOR LANDS moved
that progress be reported and leave
asked to sit again.

'Put and niegatived.
HON. W. MALJEY moved that the

Chairman do leave the Chair.
HoN. J. D. CON-MOLLY: Could that

question be put within a quarter of an
hourP

THE CHAIRMAN.- Yes; it was not by
the same member.

i

in Commillee.
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Question-that the Chairman do leave
the Chair-put, and a division taken with
the following result:

Ayes ... .. .. 12
Noes .. .. .. 9

Majority

Hon. 0. Balltnginun
Hon. R. 0. Biurgas
Hon. C. E. Dempster
Hon. J. T. Olowrey
Hot. W. T. Loton
Hon1. W. Malay
Holl. E.MoL&Hn aG urtly
Hon. 3. E. Richazrdson
Hon. Sir George Shanton
Hon. Sir E. H. Witte-

for ... a
NoEs.

Hon. 3. D. Connolly
Hon. A- Jameson
Hon. A, a. Jetties
Hon' R. Laurie
non. X. L. Moss
Hon. J. A. Thomson
Ron. B., C. Wood
Hon. J. W. Wright
Mon. B, C. O'Brien

(raisir).

Question thus passed.
The Chairman accordingly left the

Chair, and the Bill lapsed.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 9-1O oclock,

until the next Tuesday.

Thxrsday, 4th December, 1902.
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Bill. Friendly Soeee Act Amendment, in Com-
mittee, progress............279
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Mines Department (general statement),
debate, progress.................2M8L

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER took the
Chair at 2-3O o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

QUESTION-LABOUR MARKET AND
UNEMPLOYED.

MR. DAGLISH asked the Premier
(without notice): Whether in view of the
present condition of the labour market,

and the likelihood that a, number of ine
employed on the Fremantle Harbon
Works and the Coolgardie Water Suppi:
Scheme will. shortly be dispensed with, i
will inform the other Australiani Govern
ments that WesternAustralia, is at presen
unable to absorb any surplus labour fron
outside, and ask them to make the fac
known through their respective States.

THE PREMIER replied : I could not
on behalf of the Government, undertak
to intimate, as suggested by the question
to the Eastern States the fact that in thi
State there is no employment for thos
who are seeking it. I do not deny tin
we have in our midst, both on the gold
fields and in Perth, a certain number o
unemployed; hut I am glad to think th
great bulk of that body are those no
keenly anxious to obtain work. On th
other hand, those few who are desirous o
obtaining work deserve the sympathy o
the House and the Government. I inti
mated to a deputation some fewv days ag,
that I was entirely opposed to any systen
of relief works; on the other hand, b;
pushing on the works on the Estimates
bona fide works which I believe will corn
maend themselves to Parlianment in orde
to be constructed., this will relieve th
temporary distress, more particulitri
amongst those few deserving considers
tion. The Government could not tak
steps to notify to the Eastern States tha
Western Australia has reached the ful
limit of development and that there
not still room for men able and willinj
to work. Although we have ternporaril '
received a larger number of people thai
we can assimilate within the next fev
months, I am glad to see that thi
country is so strong and buoyant tin
although we may have a few months o
temporary depression, there is amp1

roomi still for men to come to the Stat
and find employment.

QUESTION-ESPEltANCE RAILWAY
AND SHIPPING COMPANIES.

MR, HOPKINS asked the Premier: i
If the intercolonial shipping companie
have offered any bonus or subsidy to th
Government of this State at any time a
an inducement to construct the Esperane
Railway. 2, The cost per annum of mai
services along the Esperamce-to- Gold field
road.

W8 unemployed. [ASSEMBLY.]


