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dlone, because an individual could repre-
sent his ease to the Minister and no
Minister would see that an injustice was
done.

HoN. S. J. HAYNES: There was very
little likelihood of an injustice being
done under this clause. Was it likely
that the Governor in Executive Council
would do an injustice to the backbone
of the coanmtry, which the farming indus-
try really was ? He intended to move to
add at the end of the clause the words
" and by notice aforesaid revoke such
direction."

HON. R. G. BuRGEs: The road would
be made then.

How. S. 3. HAYNES: If the road
w as made the direction could be re-
voked by the Governor-in-Council, and
then the board would fall back on the
Act and the fencing would have to be
done.

HON. C. E. DEMPSTER: The objec-
tion to Clause 11 was as strong as ever.
The public objected strongly to gates,
and people would not shut them. It
should always be optional for the man
through whose land the road was taken
to say whether a gate or a fence should
be erected.

HoN. W. MALEY: It had been con-
tended that the want of funds on the
part of a board should be an inducement
to retain this clause. Nothing had been
said about the individual who could not
possibly be expected to have the ac-cumu-
lated funds a roads board possessed.
Was the weakest always to go to the
wall for the benefit of the many. The
weakest in some instances had rights
which should be recognised. If that
were not so, it would be at sorry look-out
for the people of the State, and the
sooner Parliament reformed the better
for the State. Already there were certain
precautions to see that roads were declared
before land was fenced in, and the Gov-
ernment in marking out roads when
surveys were. made recognised this. The
roads should be the first consideration,
but after a survey had been made and
people had taken up the land, the
roads board had the right to declare
additional roads. Once the land was
fenced it should be a different matter
altogether. He would vote against the
clause.

Amendment (to strike out the clause)
put, and a division taken with the fol-
lowing result:-

Ayes ... ... ... 7
Noes ... ... ... 7

A tie ... ... 0
Ares. Nioss.

Hon. E. M. Clarke Ho.. J. D. Connolly
Hon. 0. E. Demnpeter Hou. H. S. Haynes
H o.. w. Malay Hon. S. J. Hayns.
Ho.. C. A. Pies.. Ron. A. Jameson
Hon. G. Esndeul Hot B. C. O'Brien
Ho,,. H. J. Saunders Hon. C. sramer.
Hon. R. G. Barges, Hon. J. X. Drewr (Teller).

(Teller).
The CHAIRMAN gave his casting vote

with the Noes, to allow time for farther
consideration.

Amendment thus negatived.
On motion by the MINISTER FOR

LAUDS, progress reported and leave given
to sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10-20 o'clock

until the next day.

lLegizlatibc Atszrmbtp,
Wednesday, 2nd October, 1901.
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THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.
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QUESTION-POLICE FORCE, ALLOW,
ANCE IN TROPICS.

Mu. J. M. HOPKINS asked the
Premier: Why the same annual allow-
ace of £40 is not granted to members of
the police force stationed in the tropics
as is allowed to the officials of the Post
and Telegraph Department.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER (for
the Premier) replied: The police stationed
in the tropical districts receive ration
allowance in accordance with the scale
approved of in Executive Council on the
1th July, 1898, as follows :-Kinherley
District: Derby, Broome, and Wynd-
ham, £30 per annum; other stations, £40
per annum. Roebourne District: Roe-
bourne, Cossack, and Port Hedland, £020
per annuum; other stations, £30 per
asmnum.

MEMBER: It was not enough.
MR. J. M. HlOPKINS: Of course it was

not.

QUESTION-MINJING LEASE SUIR-
RENDERED, HOW.

Ma. W. D. JOHNSON asked the
Premier: i, Who was the lessee of the
gold mining lease first surrendered on
the East Coolgardie Goldield in return
for freehold grants of public estate. 2,
Whether the advice of the Crown Solicitor
was first procured. 3, If so, what was
the nature of that advice.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER (for
the Premier) replied: i, Messrs. Bissen-
berger and H. C. Parsons. 2, No. 3,
Answered byv No. 2.

QUESTION-ASIATICS, LABSOUR
REGISTRY ACT.

MR. H. DAGLISH asked the Colonial
Secretary: What steps he proposes to
take with the object of having returned
to their country the three hundred
Asiatics introduced under the provisions
of the Imported Labour Registry Act
who are apparently illegally at large in
Western Australia'

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY
replied: The Government was not aware
these persons were illegally at large.

QUESTION-PASTORAL LESSEES, COM-
PENSATION.

M R. J. L. NANSON asked the Premier:
:, What is the amount of compensation

claimed by the pastoral lease holders
iuterested in recent resumptions in the
Northampton and Chapman districts. z,
How the claims are made up. 3, What
is the valuation for compensation made
by the Government Inspector.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER (for
the Premier) replied: [, £212,870. 2,

(a.) Cost of fencing on land resumed.
(b.) Cost of well sinking. (c.) Deprecia-
tion in values of balance of leases from
whichbresumptions are made. (d.) Depre-
ciation in value of adjoining leases. (e.)
Depreciation in value of homesteads. (f.)
Having to dispose of immature stock at
low prices, owing to pastoral area being
reduced, viz., 11,000 sheep, loss per head,
5s.=X2,760. 3, It is not considered
advisable to publish this information prior
to the pending arbitration case.

QUESTION-GUARD OF HONOUR, CIVIL
SERVANTS.

MR. M. H. JACOBY asked the Premier:
m, How many hours were those mewmhers
of the Civil Service Corps who constituted
the guard of honour to Sir John Forrest
on August 8 last absent from State duty.
z, Whether any Civil servants who were
engaged upon military duty during the
Royal visit were absent from State duty
at any time other than during public
holidays. 3, Whether pay due from the
Commonwealth for this service and on the
8th August last was received by the State
or the individuals.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER (for
the Premier) replied: i, Under one hour.
2, No. 3, Answered by No. 2.

QUESTION-WANNEROO, FENCING
RESERVE.

MR. M. H. JAOBfYasked the Premier:
Whether inquiries have been made con-
cerning the rumoured fencing of Reserve
1490, at Wanneroo, as promised in reply
to question on 28th August last. If so,
with what result.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER (for
the Premier) replied: Instructions have
been issued for an inspection of this
reserve, but report is not yet to hand, the
inspector being at present engaged in a
distant portion of his district (Gerald-
tonl).
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PAPERS-BATTERY AT LAKE DARLOT,
PURCHASE.

On motion by MRs. G. TAYLOR, ordered:
That all papers in connection with the
purchase of a public battery at take
Darl~t be laid upon the table of this
House.

PAPERS-BATTERY AT DONNYBROOK,
PARTICULARS.

On motion by MR. . TAYLOR, ordered:
i, That all papers in connection with
the erection of a public battery at Donny-
brook be laid upon the table of the House.
2, That a return be prepared showing the
cost of the public battery at Donnybrqok,
the quantity of ore crushed, the quantity
of gold saved, the present condition of the
plant.

RETURN-MINING LEASES SURREN-
DERED, PARTICULARS.

Mn. W. D. JOHNSON (Kalgoorlie)
moved:

That a return be haid upon the table showing:
z, The registered holders of each gold-mining
lease surrendered for freehold considerations.
2, The reasons justifying the issue of Crown
grants to other than such registered holders.
Some time ago he had moved, in connec-
tion with the conditional surrender of
gold-mining leases, that a return be laid
upon the table; and now to gain the
information he required in connection
with those surrenders, he wanted this
return, to verify the other return already
presented.

Question put and passed.

EARLY CLOSING ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

Introduced by How. W. H. JAMES, and
read a first time.

PAPERS-DEATH IN LUNATIC ASYLUM,
MR. FITZPATRICK.

MR. J. M. HOPKINS (Boulder)
moved:

That the papers bearing on the death of the
late M. J. Fitzpatrick (who died after receiving
injuries in lunatic asylum) ho laid upon the
table.
Mr. Fitzpatrick was a barrister by pro-
fession, and recently filled the position of
secretary and librarian of the Mechanics'
Institute at Boulder. He became insane,
and was brought to Fremantle, where he
died. In the course of an inquiry, con.

ducted by the Coroner, the medical
superintendent of the asylum, Dr. Mont-
geinery, said, " The deceased died at ths
asylum on 4th September, from the efiectE
of a blow received three days previously
The injuries would not have caused deatt
had the brain been in a healthy state
The blow was struck by a patient Darned
Fountain, who was only dangerous whet
]nterfered with." It was not exactly thi
proper thing for any member of th(
community who happened to beoim
insane, probably for a limited period, tc
be placed iu an institution where he wai
at the mercy of other lunatics, moie par.
ticularly those of a kind apt to becomea
menace to others around them, when thej
were subjected to the slightest iuter.
ference. He believed there would be n(
opposition to the motion, because memberE
would recognise that we ought to takE
steps which appeared necessary for th(
better conduct of such institutions in thi
future.

Question put and passed.

MOTION-MINING INSPECTION, TO
INCREASE.

MR. RESIDE (Hannans) moved:
That, in the opinion of this House, all mines

emplIoying 60 men or more should bh
thoroughly inspected by the Mining Inspectoi
at least once every month, other mines nol
less than once every two months.
Under the present Mines Regulation Act
the inspector had power to inspect ant
examine any mine and any part thereol
at all reasonable times, but he was nol
required to visit the mines at any par.
ticular period. This motion was nol
unreasonable in the change it proposed
for members would recognise that aw
mining was a hazardous occupation, thE
mines should be thoroughly inspected b3
a qualified inspector at least onceo
month in cases where a considerabh
numnber of men were employed. Som(
time ago he moved in this House fore
return as to mining inspection in thE
Hannans district; and the return whet
produced showed that only some half.
dozen mines there were visited on at
average once a month, that others wen
visited every two months, some every
three months, about 20 were visited onc(
in six months, and a number o]
mines were visited only once in the
year. The object of the motion was t(
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ensure that the mines should be inspected
thoroughly. In the Ooolgardie, district
over 7,000 miners were employed, and
over 400 leases were in force there at
present. His opinion was that one
inspector was not sufficient for the East
Ooolgardie district, for he knew that a
dozen of the larger mines there would
require one inspector to look after them
properly. In some of the mines the
stopes were in places Soft. in width and
perhaps 2Oft. high, and into these stopes
the miners had to go at the risk of
their lives; therefore it was only right
that such dangerous places should be
frequently inspected., Accidents were
very numerous. He had been in core-
niunication with the Boulder union of
working miners, the A.W.A., and was
informed that there had been 148 cases
of accident during the last year amongst
the members of their society, their mem-
bers numbering about 800. In the
Hannans district, 105 cases of accident
had occurred. There was great need for
proper and frequent inspection of mines
in order to see that the Mines Regula-
dions were properly carried out. The
occupation of miners being hazardous,
he thought more consideration should be
given to workers who had to risk life and
limb in following their occupation in the
mines. The return to which he had
referred showed that a number of mines,
some of them important, were inspected
only once in six months, and he certainly
thought that such mines should be
inspected oftener. The time had come
when Parliament should give a strong
mandate on the matter, and say that the
mines should be inspected more fre-
quently than had been the practice in the
past.

MR. J. MW. HOPKINS (Boulder):
The motion required something more;
for when ani inspector had gone through
a mine, he should be required to report
what he bad found and record it in an
official diary to be kept in his office
for reference; also, any recommenda-
tions or observations which he might
wish LO make regarding the working
of the mine should be recorded, and
a copy be transmitted to the Minister.
This might be added to the motion, if
necessary.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
H. Gregory); It would hardly be neces-

sary for the amendment suggested by the
member for Boulder, in view of the new
arrangements which he (the Minister)
was making as to the inspection of mines.
In regard to the motion, it would be
necessary to eliminate the latter portion
requiring that certain other mines should
be inspected not less than once every
two months. It would be impossible to
inspect every small working mine that
was being developed ; and he did not
know whether the mover desired that an
inspector should go down all claims that
were being worked, because if that were
the intention, many more inspectors than
were now available would be required.
In regard to mines where a large number
of men were employed, it was abso-
lutely necessary that these mines should
be inspected at least once a month.
Under the old system it was impossible
to know how the inspetors were doing
their work; but he had given instructions
that returns should be sent him every
three months, showing not only what
mines the inspector had visited, but -also
what part .of the workings he had
inspected, and his report thereon. Then,
if a complaint were made that any
inspector was not doing his work, it would
only be necessary to examine the return
to see whether he was attending to his
duties or not. For some time past there
had been a demand- for the appointment
of an additional inspector at Kalgoorlie,
but the officer now in charge had said he
was quite able to do the work, and there-
fore it would be needless waste of money
to appoint an additional inspector.

MR. RESIDE: What about the number
of accidents?

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: The
number of accidents which had lately
occurred in the Kalgoorlie belt was quite
enough to frighten any person; and he
had therefore instructed two other inspec-
tors, the inspectors from Ooolgiirdie and
North Ooolgardie, to meet the Kalgoorlie
inspector and to make with him a
thorough inspection of all the mines in
and around Kalgoorlie. The inspectors
would then report whether the mines had
been properly looked after in the past,
and whether an additional inspector was
necessary for the future. He would be
Pleased to allow the member for Hannans
(Mr. Reside), and in fact all goldfields
members, to inspiet the report.
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Mu. RESIDE (in replv): There was
not much necessity for amendment of the
motion, under which the mines could be
inspected every month. The statement
of the Kalgoorlie Inspector of Mines, that
an additional inspector was not necessary,
was based on the supposition that the
old system of inspection was good enough;
but if the officer in question were notified
that the large mines munst be inspected at
least once a month, he would express a
different opinion. The inspector was a
man of scientific and practical knowledge
and did a good deal of work; but the fact
remained that there was too much for one
man to do. It was not his intention to
withdraw the motion.

MR. W. D. JOHNSON (Kalgoorlie):
After the observations made by the
Minister for Mines, he would oppose the
motion. The Minister hal said that the
mines were to be inspected once a month,
whereas the motion only asked that they
should be inspected once in two months;
and that was his reason for opposing the
motion.

Question put and negatived.

MOTION-WARDENS ON GOLDFIELDS,
TO REMOVE PERJOOICAILLY.

MR. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret)
moved:

That, in the opinion of this House, it is
desirable, in the interests of the State, that
the wardens on our goldields should not be
stationed in any one district for a longer term
than three years.

He said: My object in moving this motion
is to place in the hands of the Minister
for Mines the power to remove the gold-
fields wardens from one district to
another, and not allow them to remain in
any one district for more than three years.
I think hon, members will agree with me
that dangers might follow on officers
remaining so long as five, six, and seven
years in one district. The remark may
not apply to large centres Like Kalgoorlie
and Coolgardie -

Mu. HOPKiNs: Oh, yes; it does.
MR. TAYLOR: But I know it applies

to those outlying districts in which I have
unfortunately been compelled to reside
since I have been in the State. I do not
mean to lay a direct charge against any
warden, but I thin k the Minister for Mines
should have power to see that wardens do
not remain longer than a certain period in

any one district and that at the end of that
period the officer be removed. No hardship,
would be incurred; because in most out-
lying places the Government provide
quarters for the wardens, and the only
expense therefore would be that of transit.
I know that when wardens travel from
one township to another, they invariably
stay at the mines, and are the guests of
the mine managers; and anyone who has
ever been through the districts will know
the amount of attention paid to them-
for instance, how their horses are fed
and looked after. The wardens are only
human beings, and therefore are likely,
after being for a long time in a district
and after coming into frequent contact
with certain people, to have their judg-
ment on the bench influenced. In the
interests of the officers themselves, and
in the interests of fair and equitable
administration of justice, they should
not be allowed to remain long enough
to form connections likely to interfere
with them in the discharge of their
duties. In the electorate which I have
the honour to represent,, a lease was
taken up in September, and no work was
done on it until August; but the lease
was " protected " during that period by
the warden and the registrar. That sort
of thing I consider undesirable. The
lease would still have continued to enjoy
protection, but for the fact that some of
my constituents wired to the Minister for
Mines, on receipt of whose reply work
was resumed. I say it is not fair that
protection should be granted to any
person for so long a period as in the case
I have mentioned. Under such circum-
stances exemption should be applied for
in open court in the manner prescribed
by the mining laws. Then any person
objecting to the granting of exemption
would be in a position to state his objec-
tion, and the warden would hear both
aides. When, however, protection is
granted by officers in this fashion, it is
not afair deal. I mention this matter as
one of the reasons which induce me to
make this motion. If it be carried,
officers will know that they cannot
remain longer than a certain time
in any one district, and neither them -
selves nor anyone else will regard a
removal as a slur, or a disrating, or any-
thing of that description. As matters
are now and have been up to the present,
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on the removal of an officer from a
district, the people he leaves are often
very sorry to part with him, and the
people to whom he is sent are no doubt
often glad to receive him;- but, on the
other head, if the warden be an objection-
able person-and there is no doubt some
of them are-the people getting rid of
him no doubt are pleased; but wbat
about the people to whom lie is sent?
The present system of removing officers,
therefore, is not satisfactory. 'I feel sure
that the result of adopting the motion
will be satisfactory and will facilitate
the administration of the Mines Depart-
ment.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
H, Gregory):; To some extent £: amt with
the hon. member in this motion, because
I realise that there has been abuse in the
administration by some wardens, and also
by some resident magistrates, although
up to the present we have not heard of
any serious charge against either class of
officers in regard to decisions given by
them. .The abuse lust mentioned by the
hon. member, the system of granting pro-
tection, is a practice which is absolutely
illegal,' and for which there is no power
either in the warden or the Minister,
under either the Act or the regulations.
I may inform the House that in the new
regulations power to grant protection is
given to waLrdens, because it has been
found absolutely necessary' in many cases
to protect leases for a short period in
order to enable the holders to obtain
exemption or to man their leases. In the
past, however, the practice has not only
been illegal, but hast been grossly abused.
The incident mentioned by the h on. mem-
ber was brought to my notice; and I can
assure him that this sort of thing will not
occur in future. (MR. TAYLOR: Hear,
bear.] Such incidents have occurred not
only in that district, but elsewhere. There
is, however, one very great objection
to the motion. The warden is the
principal advising officer of the Gov-
ernment. ink any matter, whether in
connection -with the Mines Department,
the Treasury, the Public Works, the
Lands, or any other principal department
of the State. If any special information
be wanted, it is always got through the
warden; and if there be any special
work to be done it is always done through
that officer. It is necessary, therefore,

that the warden have great knowledge of
his district; and he cannot possess this
knowledge if he be subject to continual
removal. We have also to consider that
most of the wardens are married men.
They have their wives and families with
them; it has cost them a good deal to
bring them up there; and they have
made nice homes for themselves. Unless
there be some special reason, therefore,
for the removal of a warden to another
district, great hardship would often be
inflicted by such removat. Moreover,
when a warden is moved, the State has to
provide transport allowance. Again some
wardens, as I have said, are married men,
and others are single. We cannot move
a married man from Men zies to Mt.
Malcolm, say, because there are no
quarters for a married man at the latter
place. If at married man is to be sent to
Mt. Malcolm, we must erect large and
commodious quarters for him; and the
same thing applies to Lawlers and other
outside places. It would not, therefore,
be a benefit to the State to make this
system of removals a bard-and-fast rule.
At the same time I recognise. that it is
necessary there should be some removal]
of the wardens. I think it would be well
to shift some of them into newv districts.
I shall, however, ask the hon.- member not to
press this motion or to endeavour to seek
to make a bard-and-fast rule; because,
as I have said, much hardship and a lot
of expense would be entailed. In sonie
ploaces we have good wardens who have
taken an interest in their work, who have
mnade nice homes for themselves, and
concerning whom no complaints have ever
reached the department; and removal
would entail very great hardship on those
wardens. I hope the hon. member
will wait until he sees the effects of the
new administration. Then if, at the end
of some little time, he find that no action
is being taken by the Department, he will
have a very solid grievance.

MR. C. Hf. RASON (Guildford: I am
greatly in sympathy with the motion. I
believe its adoption would be in the
interests of the districts, and in many
cases in the interests of the wardens
themselves. But the scheme, although
good in theory, will not, I am afraid,
work very well in practice; for the reason
that, as the hon. member kinows, wardens
vary greatly in point of salary and experi-

Wardens: Removal [2 OcToBER, 1901.]
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ence. In charge of the most important
centres we have experienced wardens,
drawing comparatively large salaries.
Then there are other wardens, who have
not so much experience, in charge of less
important districts and drawing smaller
salaries. Now, if no warden is to serve
in any one district for more than three
years, we should very soon arrive at a
situation where the comparatively inex-
perienced warden at the smaller salary
would be called on to take charge of an
important centre, and the experienced
warden with the large salary would have
to take charge of a comparatively unim-

portant centre, whist still drawing his
large salary. If the hon. member does
desire to press his motion I would suggest
to him that he insert the word " consecu-
tive " between " three " and " years." So
the difficulty I have pointed out would be
obviated. I think it will be manifest that
unless some suggestion of that sort is
adopted, the difficulty I have pointed out
will occur. I believe it is an absolute
necessity for good administration of
wardens' work that they should not act
on the system which has been in existence
in the past.

Tuii PREMIER (Hon. G-. Leake) : I
wish to add a few words to what the
Minister for Mines has said. On the
whole we approve of the underlying
principle of this motion, which I under-
stand to mean that the wardens should
be moved about, if possible, from place
to place, in order that they may gain
experience of different localities and
perhaps not become too much in touch
with their immediate surroundings in any
one lparticular locality.

MEMBER: That is right.
TiE PREMIER: I can assure the

member for Mount Margaret (Mr. G.
Taylor) the great difficulty is, as the
Minister for Mines has pointed out, to
give effect to the motion as it is worded.
For instance, it places a limit, more or
less, upon the Minister's discretion. This
would force the Minister, after a period
of three years, to move a warden. I
would also like the hon. member to
remember that the wardens, as wardens,
come under the jurisdiction of the Minister
foe Mines, and as resident magistrates
they come under the Attorney General.
So that we have to consider the interests
of both departments when we come to

appoint gentlemen to these positions.
They have to act, as members know, as
wardens and as magistrates. A man
may be a good warden, and perhaps
not so successful as a magistrate, and
vice versa. So we always have to con-
sider, when we have in contemplation
at move of this kind, what a6 man's
qualifications arein both capacities. This
very question has been discussed by the
Minister for Mines and myself, and we
resolved that it would be in the best
interest of all concerned if we could keep
the wardens moving to a certain extent;
but it is very difficult to lay down any
hard-and-fast rule which could guide us.
For instance, we will take Coolgardie.
Ooolgatdie of to-day is nothing like the
Coolgardie of five or six years ago, and
whilst in those days you wanted a first-
class man, that work now could be done
by a junior man, because a great deal of
the work then done now goes on in Kal-
goorlie. But unfortunately the salaries
are provided for these two places on a
first-class scale. I think some scheme
might be devised whereby the work of the
two places could be done by one man, or
by one man of the first class and an
assistant. We do not want two of
the highest rank to fill the positions of
these two places. Then again, the work
at Southern Cross, and at those places
which are connected by rail, might also be
discharged by one or other of the gentle-
men who live at the other end of the line,
and I am perfectly certain that more
economical arrangements could be come
to. I would ask the hon. member not
to do more than invite discussion on the
principle embodied in the motion, and I
hope that when he has heard what
members say, and heard the Ministerial
explanation, he will withdraw the motion,
and rely upon the assurance given to him
that the matter is already engaging the
attention of Ministers, and that the
Ministers will really use their best endea-
yours to give effect to what they deem a
most reasonable, proper, and valuable
suggestion.

MR. Rt. HA.STIE (Kanuwna): After
the sympathetic reception that this motion
has had from the niembers of the Govern-
ment, I should advise the member for
Mount Margaret (Mr. G3. Taylor) to
withdraw it. Tt is a very important

Iquestion. I take it that all of us who
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have thought on the subject have seen
that it is impossible to lay dlown any
hard-and-fast rule, more especially for
the reasons that have been adduced
to-night. The first is that the warden is
the principal advisory officer of the Gov-
ernment, and practically in nine-tenths
of the cases he reports on, the Minister
for Mines goes by his judgment. He is
on th&; spot, and presumably the Minister
for Mines. depends almost entirely -upon
his judgment. There is also a secondary
reason, of which the member for Guild-
ford (Mr. Rason) especially baa spoken--
that the salaries are not conferred upon
the man, but upon tbe place he is in, and
if von. had a warden in such a. place as
Kagoorlie, you could not shift him to
another quarter unless you lowered his
salary, as otherwise there would be a
considerable increase in the expenses of
the Mines Department. On the other
hanud, I would impress -upon the Premier
and Minister to give this serious con-
sideration, because upon the goldfil.ds
the warden is supreme; we live and breathe
by him; within his own sphere he has
as much power as the Czar of Russia.
himself, almost. [MnxRnn: Too much.]
Very rarely we have an appeal against a
warden's judgment, unless in very excep-
tional cases in reference to the adminis-
tration of some particular law. I do not
know whether the Minister for Mines
was quite accurate in his statement that
no charges bad been made against the
wardens. Probably these charges have
not been specified, but there have been
general charges in some instances, of
such a very serious nature, against
several wardens, that a gret many
people, at any rate in the goldields
districts, have lost all confidence in them:
and I believe that this confidence can be
restored. I believe it would be far better
for the people of the districts, and for the
wardens themselves, if the wardens were
changed about a good deal. No doubt
the altteration will inflict hardship upon
the wardens, but any changes we can
make by the order of this House will
inflict hardship. Possibly every improve-
ment to the general coimaunity at large
must inflict some particular injury to
somne particular individual. And we have
to remember that if we put men into such
an important position we must have the
best men available; we must have men

in whom we have onfidence, or otherwise
we shall have a doubt as to whether the
mining laws, and also the ordinary laws,
are fairly maintained upon the goldfields.
The question mentioned by the 'Premier
bef ore he sat d own is also a grave mnatter.
A place at one period may have a large
population, and after a time the popula-
tion may decrease. It is very desirable
either that the limits of districts should
be extended, or in some instances two
districts put into one. That has been
done by the Minister for Mines quite
lately, and I have no doubt that in some
instances it could be carried out farther
if the registrars who were allowed to
remain in those positions were enabled to
use judicial functions. But I feel con-
fident we can leave the matter in the
hands of the Minister for Mines with the
assurance that the matters complained of
will be attended to.

Mx&. F. WALLACE (Mt. Magnet) : I
sympathise with the principle embodied
in this motion. With regard to the
remark made by the IPremnier, and I
think supported by the Minister for
Mines, as to the amalgamation of dis-
tricts in order to have less officers, I
would ask them to recognise the Mur-
chison district. The idea is that wardens
of the eastern goldfields would go to
Southern Oross and administer matters
there, because the districts are connected
by rail; but it must not be lost sight of
that, in the case of Murchison, the
wardens have to travel by rail in a direct
line 180 miles north, besides having to
run off to various other districts. I
understand it has been suggested it would
be a rule that one district connected
with another by rail would be adminis-
tered by the one warden. In the case I
have j ust cited, it would be impossible for
one warden to do the work. In my
opinion, the fact of a warden filling the
two positions is not satisfactory, and I
would point out that, in connection with
the Murchison goldfields, the excessive
work the warden is asked to do by the
two departments is such that he is unable
to do it to the satisfaction of the people.
At Yalgoo, at two consecutive monthly
sittings of the Warden's Court, the
warden has been unable to attend. His
time has been so taken up by magisterial
duty, and the collection of the revenue of
the department he administers, that he
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has really not had time to at]lend to the
warden's department. I would like to
ask in what way salaries of wardens are
adjusted in order that they may get a,
fair share for their services. It has been
said it would be good to keep these
wardens moving, about; but it would be
an. impossibility for wardens to move
about in the scattered districts, and do
the duties to which they hare to attend.
I hope the Minister for Mines will relieve
some of the wardens of the excessive
amount of work imposed upon them, and
give a little more work to others. I think
this can be done. Moving wardens
around every three years, as suggested by
this motion, could not be carried out, by
the fact that some districts carry larger
salaries than others. The member for
Kanowna (Mr. Hastie) said the salary
was givent to the district, and not to th~e
man. To a great extent, he is right;
but the Minister for Mines surely selects
the best men to fill the best positions, which
goes to show that, after all, it is the man,
and not the district, who gets the salary.
I understand also that some desire has
been expressed that mining registrars
should be permitted to carry out some of
the duties now discharged by the wardens.
I do not know bow the Minister for
Mines views that, but I may safely say
that the registrars in most instances do
most of the office work, because the
warden's time is so much tak-en up with
duties other than the warden's depart-
mental work that he has necessarily to
leave to other officers the work of the
office;i so that it would be a good thing,
in my opinion, to appoint assistant officers
in the way I have suggested. As far as
the motion is concerned, I am sure the
mover had no intention to make imputa-
tions against the wardens. As he
says, wardens are only human; still,
I have never yet met a case where
the influence of hospitality has affected
a warden in such a way as to produce
evil results.

MR. TAYLOR:- Yes; in many cases.
MR. WALLACE: I wish the hon.

member bad stated them, because I am
not aware that there are such cases. I
recognise that it is not practicable to have
a hard-and-fast rule that the warden is
not to reside in any one district more
than three years ; therefore to that extent
I cannot support the motion.

MR. 3. RESIDE (Hannans): I agree
with the principle in the motion, and I
consider that wardens should be shifted
every three years. No doubt wardens do
get mixed up with a certain clique in
their district ; and I think wardens
should not have the opportunity of being
what we call on the fields lloidised."
It is in the interest of mining di$.ricts
that wardens should be removed every
three years from place to place, and
mining inspectors should also be removed
from time to time. In respect to the
amount of work performed by wardens,
the time has arrived when we should

Iconsider the introduction of mining;
boards in the various districts, in order
to take anay many of the duties which
now have to he performed by wardens,
and also to take away a good deal of that

Iarbitrary power, resembling somewhat the
power of a Czar of Russ ia, which wabrdens
now exercise. I shall support the motion,
and I hope that when the Minister for
Mines has got through with the Mining
Development Bill which he has in hand,
be will give serious attention to the
mtter of providing for the appointment
of mining hoards.

Mu. G. TAYLOR (in reply); When I
moved the motion I intended to take an
expression of the opinion of the House
on it; but after the assurances. that have

Ibeen given by the leader of the Labour
party (Mr. Hastie), back-ed up with the
support of the Minister for Mines and
the support of the Premier, I can well
withdraw the motion and leave the
subject in the hands of the Minister.
But I do say, in answer to the member
for Mt. Magnet (Mr. Wallace), that there
have been abuses in the past through per-
haps the very thing which this motionaims
to remove-that is by leaving a warden too
long in a district, and thereby becoming
too familiar with people in the district, It
is noticed and spoken of, and sometimes
mentioned in the Press, that wardens who
have received a lot of hospitality from
certain people have never refused exemp-
tion to those people when applied for.

MExsnn: What newspapers?~
MR. TAYLOR: The Boulder Star, for

instance.
Mxnn-B: What about the Sunday

Times?.
Ma. TAYLOR: We do not read the

ISunday Times up there. I have noticed
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that wardens who are ver y familiar with
certain sections of the community do
administer the law differently. To my
mind the law has not been administered
as it should have been, for I know
exemptions have been granted when the
grounds for them were not sufficiently
good, and I know that exemptions have
been refused to men who have put forth
better grounds, the refusal being at the
same court, and sometimes on the same
day. I know that the people the wardens
mix with are mostly mine-owners and
managers, and of course they do not mix
with the ordinary working miner or the
genuine prospector. If you, Mr. Speaker,
were to drive up to a part. of the
back country* where prospecting was
going on, and you came to the camp
of a genuine prospector, he would
offer you the best he had-damper,
tinned dog, a billy of tea, with other
things if be had them-and he would
do this with. as much freedom and
genuine hospitality as the other kind of
gentleman would do in his better circum-
stances. Yet you, sir, might know at the
same time that if *you rode on 100 yards
or so to another kind of camp, you could
get your horses groomed and fed, a drop
of whisky might be handy, and you could
have a meal cooked as well and be
attended to as luxuriously as if you were
iu a fashionable hotel in Perth. This
sort of thing has an evil influence on
wardens; and I would press the motion
were it not for the ground set forth from
the Ministerial bench. I will
the motion, and will give
Administration an opportunity
ing the evils that have existed.
not dlone to my satisfacetion, I
future occasion bring forward
with more facts to support it.

withdraw
the new
of remov-

If it is
will on a
a motion
I thought

on this occasion there would be no oppo-
sition to the motion, and that members
-were so well acquainted with the circum-
stances with reference to wardens and
the hospitality so frequently offered to
them, that the motion would be passed
without discussion. 1 now ask leave to
withdraw the motion.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

MOTION-RAILWAY WORKERS, EIGHT-
HOURS SYSTEM.

MR. H. DAGLISH (Subiaco) moved:
That, in the opinion of this Reuse, all

workers employed by the Commissioner of

Railways should be brought under the eight-
hours system where practicable ; sad where
eight hours per day is not practicable, 48
hours shall constitute a week of six days.
exclusive of Sundays.

He said : In submitting this motion, I
am merely asking the House to reaffirm
a resolution Carried last session, at the
instance of the pr-esent Minister for Mines

I(Hon. H. Gregory). I do not intend to
take up the time of the House in offering
reasons to justify the motion, because it
carries its own justification on its face.
Eight hours is recognised in all classes
of private employment of a manual or
laborious character as constituting the
standard for a dlay's work ;and I
simply urge that the same standard
should be applied to the man who has to
work for the State. I would point out
that there are additional reasons in the
Railway Department why there should be
shorter hours than those which are cus-
tomary in employment outside of that
department; because the work on railways
is of a responsible and important char-ac-
ter, requiring vigour of body and in many
cases vigour of mind. Tlhis vigour of
body and mind Cannot he retained over a
working day that extends beyond eight
hours, if indeed it can be extended that
long. In this State the worker should
have shorter hours than in the other
States of the Commonwealth; because
during the hot period of the year the
climate is more unfavourable for heavy
or manual work than it is elsewhere.

Several MEMBERS: No, no.
MR. DAGLISH: lam speakingentirely

of my own experience, but I may also
add the experience of some members here
who have not done any hard work. The
responsibility of the Work in the Railway
Department should weigh considerably
in dealing with the question of hours.
The safety of the public, too, is involved
in the activity sand freshness of the men,
such as signalmen, night watchmen,
engine-drivers and firemen, who hold the
lives of people in their hands; aind these
workers should be always in a condition
to give the fullest and most carefual atten-
tion to their duties. I believe at present
the health of a number of railway

employees has been affected injuriously
by their having had to; work unduly long;
hours. The work on an engine has its
effects on the energies of the worker.
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Working in a. signal box also has its
effects if continued for long hours. I do
not want to introduce specific cases,
though I1 could do so if it were necessary.
I want to get the motion carried as a]
general principle; not applying to indi-
vidual cases or classes of workers, but to
be adopted as at general principle. It
was stated during last week by the
member for Guildford (Mr. C. H. Rason)
that Mr. Hoad, who .had the misfortune
to meet with a fatal accident while
engaged on railwyuk duty at 'Lion Mill,
had been working 23 hours.

Msa. Hi. H. JAconty: That wats a.
mistake, It should be 13 hours.

M&. DAGIJISH tI should be satisfied
to quote 13 hours as being bad enough.
It is a shameful thing that it is possible
for a. man to be employed for 13 hours,
and then to meet with a fatal accident
as the result of working too long.

Ma. C. H. Ras0ou: I said 23 hours, in
referring to that case; but T also said
"if I am correctly informed." I was
informed that the man had worked 23
hours.

MR. DAGLISH: That qualifies the
hon. member's statement as having been
made on hearsay evidence, and I do not
press the point. Whether that is so or
not, there are many instances of the
kind that could be broughtG forward, if it
were desirable to do so. The only argu-
ment against the principle is the argu-
ment of cost. I may here state most
emphatically that in my opinion it is
wrong to introduce that argument at all.
I contend that we should mnake our rail-
ways pay, and at the same time give a
reasonable remuneration for a. fair day's
work. If our basis of rates and freights
is not sufficient to enable the railways to
pay a fair wage for a fair day's work, we
should not expect the individual railway
worker to bear the burden in order to
give any class of the communit 'y the
advantages of cheap fares or low freights.
It is unreasonable to tax the labourer in
that way for the benefit of the whole
community. The small increase of cost
which the carrying of this motion would
involve should be borne by the whole
body of the people, instead of specially
Imposing it in the shape of a reduction of
labour or of pay on a small class. The
country, I believe, upholds the principle
of eight hours in the railway service.

There was a division last session on
a motion of a similar kind, when 12
members voted for the principle of eight-
hours and 11 voted against it. I find
that there were 8 a~yes and 8 noes; and
all those members stood for re-elec-
tion, with the result that every member
who had voted in favour of the applica-
tion of the eight - hours principle to
the Railway Department was returned,
whereas of the eight who voted against
the application of that system to the Rail-
way Department, only four succeeded in
gainig readmission to this House. This
is a striking fact, and though it may
not be conclusive, it seems to carry a
certain significance ou the face of it. I
trust, however, that apart from any such
consideration the principle of this motion
will find acceptance at the hands of hon.
members.

[A pause ensued.]
HON. F. H. PIE SSE (Williams): If

the Government do not piropose to pro-
tect the country, then it is the duty of
someone in this House to do it.

MR. TAYLOR: That's right!
Hozq. F. H. PIESSE: If the motion be

passed without opposition and without
rem ark, an inj ustice will certainly be
inflicted on the country, an injustice
which it should not be called on to boar.
Moreover, a, subject of this kind un-
doubtedly needs some sort of discussion.
The mover referred to a previous dis-
cussion which took place in this House
on the 17th October last. On that
occasion I had no opportunity of voting
on the motion proposed, because I was,
absent. I think that was one of the very
few days on which I was absent during
the session. -Unfortunately, I was, away
at Northam at the time, and on my return
found that the motion had been carried
by one vote. As. the hon. member (Mr.
Daglish) has mentioned, an important
principle is involved in this motion. The
resolution passed last year was, I think,
adopted without due consideration. The
principle has now been revived, although
it is not quite the same principle as was
affirmed by the House last session. The
resolution passed last session, by a very
narrow majority, is one I certainly take
exception to. I do not disagree with the
application of the eight-hours system to
laborious work. I think eight hours is
sufficiently long for laborious work of
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any kind; but for work of the character
which many railway employees are
engaged in, the hours can certainly be
lengthened beyond eight, without harm
to the individual conocerned and without
detriment to the afe working of the
railways. No one is more desirous than
myself of doing justice to the men.
Notwithstanding all that has been said
from time to time, I consider myself
quite as good a friend to the railway
employees as any man who has ever stood
in this House. But I have to do my
duty by the country as, well as by the men.
I am not going to subordinate my
principles to considerations of my pros-
pect of being returned to this House by
the votes of these men, if their votes are
to put me back here.

MB. DoHEcRTY - They are not in your
district, you know.

Hon. F. H. PIESSE: I am ready to
speak my mind on any subject, without
regard to how my chances of being
returned to Parliament sare affected. 1
consider that every hon. member should
speak his mind in a way which the House
and the country may understand. I
certainly disagree with the general appli-
cation of the eight-hours principle to the
Railway Department. Many railway,
employees have light occupation, and do
work of such a character that 9 or 10,
or even 11 hours, is not too much. When
we come to the laborious occupations,
however, then, as I said before, eight hours
is sufficient; and there is no one more
desirous than myself of seeing the eight-
hours system applied to such occupation.
But in the case of men engaged as engine-
drivers, as night officers, in signalling
work at stations where the traffic is not
heavy, and in. many other occupations
which I could enumerate and which hon.
members no doubt know as well as I
know them myself, the eight-hours prin-
ciple should not be enforced. The
House should not agree that eight hours
should constitute a day's labour. The
member for Subiaco (Mr. Daglish) goes
80 far as to say that the eight hours
shall be a forty-eight hours week. I
cannot see that any good will result from
the adoption of thiis principle, excepting
of course. so far as it would affect the
men, whose pay would be increased.
While bettering their position, therefore,
the State is not likely to derive the ad-

vantages which the hon. mnem ber promises,
from the adoption of the principle. It is
quite impossible to have an eight-hours
day for the engine-drivers generally; and
thus the point laboured by the mover, as
to thii safety of the railways being in-
creased by the adoption of the principle,
does not hold. Take an engine-driver
]eaving, say, Perth Railwray Station, and
travelling away to some point on the
Eastern Railway;- he has to return to the
home station, but it is impossible for
him to return within the eight hours;
consequently he must work 10 or 12
hours, after which he is off for a certaint
time. Though his 48 hours are to con-
stitute a6 week's work and he is to be
paid for the 48 hours, it does not follow
that the working of the railways will be
any safer. If you take the -man off
at the end of eight hours, you will prob.,
ably take him off att some point on the
railway away from the station. If you
agree with the principle that eight hours
shall be a, day's work, and that 48 hours
shall constitute a week's work, it does
not follow that you can arrange the
labour of the engine-driver to be eight
hours per day. Therefore, after all,
the actual degree of safety is not
heightened, although the condition of the
man is admittedly improved, because
he will have worked 48 hours for his.
wveek, instead of, as now, .54 hours; and
will be getting six hours mome pay per
week. It comes to this, that he is to do
six hours lessi for six days work.

Mn. DAGLUsH: It is physically better
for the man.

MoN. F. R. PIESSE: Probably it is
physically better for the mn; but the
point I want to make is that the alteration
will not make the working of the railways
safer; brca use the men wiUl have to work
the same hours as at present, notwith-
standing the reduction of the week's work
to 48 hours. There are certain occupa-
tions to which the eight-hours system
cannot be applied. The engine-driver, for
instance, must do the whole of his work,
whether it extend over eight hours or
more. Hle goes away from the home
station and he must return. Perhaps be
may be 11 hours on duty, so that the
heightened degree of safety to -which the
hon. member has referred, does not apply,
no matter what the hon, member maky say.
The system will not conduce to safer
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working. I certainly think the men
should be graded. there are some occu-
pations to which the eight-hours day
should apply, but there are others to
which it should not apply. In light
occupations I consider nine hours a day
not too much for any man to work. The
hon. member alluded just now to this
climate as a trying one. He spoke of the
trying conditions under which men here
worked as compared with the conditions
under which work is done in other parts
of Australia. I am sure that anyone
who knows the other parts of Aus-
tralia will agree that our climatic
conditions are not so trying as those
met with in other parts of the conti-
nent. Take Queensland, and portions of
the interior of Australia: tile conditions
in those places, I venture to say, are
vastly more trying; and a man here does
not meet with those extremes of climate
from which workers in New South Wales
suffer. There an engine-driver, say, may
be working in the tryingly hot low lands
and in a few hours pass up into the cold
high lands, exchanging a temperature
of 95 or 100 degrees for one as low
as 40 degrees. Such abrupt changes, of
course, are not conducive to health.
With the exception of the goldfields, all1
portions of Western Australia have a
fairly equable climate; and on the whole
the conditions are reasonably good. On
the goldfields, I admit, the conditions are
not so conducive to heal1th and comfort as
in the coastal districts; and* in recogni-
tion of that fact an increase of pay has
been granted to rail way workers on the
fields. I think it necessary that an
increase should be granted. Of course it
is a question of degree what difference
shall be made between the rates of pay of
men on the goldfields and the raes of
those in the coastal districts. After all,
therefore, some thought appears to have
been given to the condition of the men.
My particular object in rising, however,
is to protest against an eight-hours day
being made general in the railway service.
I certainly consider that it should not be
made general, though there are some

occ'upations to which it can and ought to
be mae applicable. The eight-hours
system is already in existence, for
instance, in the case of laborious work in
railway workshops. It has also been
recently granted to the men employed on

the permanent fay; and I am not going
to find fault with that now, though at
the same time I think the occupation a
light one, in which the 8*j hours should
still be worked. When, however, we
come to the work of a night-officer, or to
the work of a signalman at a station, say,
on the South-Westeru line-as distin-
guished from busy stations such as Perth
and Kalgoorlie-in such eases I think
the eight-hours should not apply. That
is my reason for opposing the motion.
In the case I have mentioned, the men
should be able to work more than eight
hours without detriment to themselves.
We know there are many hours in which
they are called on to do nothing. I
think there are some of us in this House
who know something about work: many
members of this House have had to
work. Of course we are glad to see
that labour is in a much better con-
dition now than it was in the past.
No one is wore pleased than myself
to see the improved condition of the
workers as compared with their condition
in times gone by. At the same time, I
advise the workers to be reasonable;
because unless they are reasonable, the
probability is that they themselves will
eventually suffer. I desire to allude to a
remark made by the mover in referring
to certain members who voted against
the eight-hours principle and who were
not returned at the last election. The
hon. member inferred and implied that
their rejection was due to their having
cast their votes against the introduction
of the eight-hour system into the railway
service. If members of 'this House are
to be terrorised over and to be threatened
in this fashion, then good-bye to all
freedom and all honesty of adlministra-
tion. No member who allows himself to
be influenced b y such threats is fit to
hold a seat in the House. If a little
more consideration had been given to
principle in matters of this kind, and a
little less regard had been paid to outside
influences, perhaps the railway employees
would now be working under conditions
different from, and better than, those at
present obtaining. I am ready to do
what is fair; my desire is to be just and
conciliatory to all engaged in State
institutions; but I assert that to affirm a
principle like this, and to make it
generally applicable to railway employees,
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even where the occupation is light, would
be doing that which we ought not to do.
Take our public offices. Recently the
Government have made an increase in
the hours of work, an increase of half-
an-hour per day. I think a little more
work might well be done in the public
offices. I have previously expressed
myself to that effect, and I say now that
the hours in the public offices are too
short. From 9 to 4, 1 maintain, is too
short a day. My inclination would be to
make the time one hour longer, from 9
till 5. If that were done, we could
dispense with every sixth man in the
public service. The reduction in the staff,
moreover, could be effected easily, and
wvithout inflicting hardship. The proper
course would be, not to cut down the
staff suddenly, but gradually to reduce
it by refraining from filling vacancies.
Here, however, we are met by a proposal1
tending in the opposite direction, to
reduce hours and increase the staff.
I do not think the House would be
acting wisely in supporting the motion.
In fact, 1 think those who are asking for
it to be done are not asking for a fair
thing. There ought to be reason in all
matters. I can see there is a tendency
to reduce the hours to 44 per week. If
we get 48 tours, there is a likelihood of
coming to 44, and it will end in a reaction
setting in and doing injury probably to
those who perhaps expect to get benefit
from these reductions. I am not going
to blow my own trumpet in speaking of
myself, but as an employer of labour on
a farm, I may say that for years I have
confined my operations to a nine-hours
day on my farm. I have followed that
out for the last ten years, and have
successfully carried on the farm on a
nine-hours day. Nine hours is not too
long for a farm hand, nor for an engine-
driver, nor for a man engaged in light
employment such as we know exists on
the railways. Take, for instance, the
workof a porter, the work of a conductor,
the work of men engaged as guards, take
all these occupations, and I say that an
extra hour per day is not too much to
ask these men to work. The object
seems to me to reduce the hours and
increase the pay. We are going on a
course which will lead us into difficulty
in the future. It will mean a greater cost
in the working of our railways, and, as

the bon, gentleman has pointed out, the
public would bear the cost of the increased
rates imposed. That is all right. Let
increased rates be imposed if the country
agrees to it, but we shall hear a good
deal more about the increased rates than
we are hearing about this matter, because
there is not the slightest doubt that if
increased rates are brought about there
will he a great deal of trouble in that
direction. If we take into conditions of
work on the railways the system of grant-
ing every concession asked for and in-
creasing pay in every direction, I warn
the country against it. It will mean
trouble in this country and trouble
which will be very difficult to overcome.
It will mean a very great increase in
the cost of working the railways, and
consequently increased cost in the rates.
The country will have to bear the
cost of these rates, and the industries
of the country will probably suffer,
the result being that we shall have an
agitation springing up in every direction
against the increase of the rates. I look
at the matter in a most temperate manner.
As I said just now, I am not going to
give place to any man in my desire to do
what is fair to the workman. I ask any
member to go and see to-day my own
position-that is the way to measure a
mran, to know what he is doing himself.
There are 60 or 70 men who have been
with me before and they are satisfied
to-dlay with their position and know they
have been justly treated. Do not go after
too much, because if you do, the end will
be that you will be grasping at the
shadow and losing the substance; a
reaction will set in, and will ultimately
mean disaster to the very men who think:
they are going to get a great advantage.
It is really confirming the principle of
last year, and I thought that after the
statement made recently of the intention
of the Government the matter would have
been referred to here, Probably the
Government have no intention of agreeing
to the motion, or perhaps following out
the direction of tbe House. Of course I
was not here last year, and although,
perhaps, it would have been more advan-
tageous to me to have said nothing about
it, I could not allow this matter to pass
by on the present occasion without raising
my voice against it. I do so fearlessly,
because I say, I do' not care if it means
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the entire annihilation of my political
life, I prefer to express myself in a way I
think of benefit to the State, and. not to
stand here and pander to any section of
the people, whether workmen, or whoever
they may be.

MR. .1. M. HOPKINS (Boulder) : I
have pleasure in giving my support to
the proposal before the House. I entirely
disagree with the member for the Williams
(Hon. F. HI. Piesse) with regard to those
whom he styles men who should work
an extra hour or two, namely, engine-
drivers, night officers, and signalmen. I
think that if there be any body of men in
this State called upon to work no more
than eight hours, it consists of the body
of men under those beads.

HoN. F. H. PlEssE: You will not en-
sure it.

MR. HOPKINS: I think we can
ensure it all right if we have not such
thiings as a 40-mile shunt by the Kurra-
wang people.

How. V. H. PiEssE: You are intro-
ducing something irrelevant altogether.

MR. HOPKINS : It is a question
which bears upon the matter before the
House, because if we are going to lose as
we have lost by running Government
rolling-stock over a distance of 40 miles
as a shunt, we cannot make the railways
pay. We cannot make them pay, if we
carry coal at less than what it costs us,
and have the old system of carrying
things on in the dark. £5 a truck is
charged for jarrab, and £40 a truck for
Baltic or soft wood. If one truck can be
carried for £5, the other should be cardied
for £25, but we know that a truck cannot
be carried at that rate, and the sooner we
inquire into this matter the better. I am
perfectly satisfied to see these things
inquired into and dealt with on a fair
basis. If we have, say, a commission of
experts to go into this, it will be a good
thing. The member for North Murchison
(Mr. J. L~. Nanson) says he would like to
know how one would define the work. I
think that, generally speaking, an engine-
driver taking his place upon an engine
usually runs a trip somewhere. Then
there is the night officer. If the night
officer gives the wrong staff and mis-
directs the train, what position will he
be in? It does not matter about his
working 12 or 15 hours, which may cause
him to fall asleep, through which a train

may leave the track and a load of
passengers be killed!

HoN. F. H. PIESSE: It will not be
improved by this.

MR. HOPKINS: I think it will. A
signalman, if he happens to pull the
wrong lever through overwork, perhaps
having bec;ome tired by long hours, may
be placed in the dock and have to stand
his trial. That is the other side of the
question. I am perfectly satisfied no
harm will come by adopting the principle
of the eight-hours day. There may per-
haps be a few cases, in back country
districts, where the staff of the railway
station may not have sufficient to do, but
these are only isolated cases, and I have
no doubt we shall find ways and means of
dealing with them. I say that so far as
the general work throughout the service
is concerned, it is just as well that we
should lay down a principle and adhere
to it as closely as possible. I will support
the motion.

TEE PREMIER (Hon. G. Leake):
The member for the Williams (Hon. F.
H. Piesse) was good enough to say that
if the Government would not protect the
country, he would; and then he indulged
in a few political heroics, and said what
be had done, or what he had not done-
I am not certain which-but there is no
doubt in my mind-

HoN. F. H. Pinssx: It isnot alaughing
question to the Government, either.

MR. DonnwRy: He was "pulling your
leg."

THE PREMIER: I have not had
time or opportunity to make so many miis-
takes as other people. No doubt I shall
be as successful in that particular line of
business when I grow older. In the
meantime I propose to support this
motion, because I am one of those who
have always said in public-and I claim
to be quite as fearless as my friend the
member for the Williams in my public
utterances-I have always declared that
eight hours of good, steady, honest work
was enough for anybody.

How. F. H. PixsEa: I agree; they do
not work that.

THE PREMIER: There may be a
difficulty in laying down hard-and-fast
rules about the application of this prin-
ciple; but still we would be able to work
it, I am pretty certain, to the satisfaction
both of the employer and. the employed, by
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a reasonable process of adjustment, no
doubt. Take the ease of an engine-driver.
It would be impossible on long sections
of railway such as ours to take an engine-
driver away from his work immediately
at the end. of eight hours, because he
may, , as the bion. member very safely
suggested, be in the middle of asnd plain
away out on the goldfields, an it would
not be reasonable to ask him to get off the
engine then.

MR. H. DAnLISu: No one wants him
to.

THE PREMIER: No; I know that.
He would go to the end of his stage or
section, and I suppose the time would be
entered up against him and would be
taken into consideration in the final adj ust-
ment at the end of the week.

HON. F. H. PIEssE: Does that improve
the condition ? They want 48 hours.

Tnt PREMIER: I take it that the
general principle of this eight-hours ques-
tion is that a man cannot be forced to
work Tfore than eight hours per day-
that is perhaps the fairest way to put it-
and that therefore when circumstances
do arise, as most assuredly they will,
when it will be fair and proper that he
should agree to give more than eight
hours, it will be open to the parties to
come to some understanding on the point.

MR. M. H. JACOny: Are you going to
put it into application on the railway
now; this system.

THE PREMIER : Some people are
very indistinct both in their interruptions
and in their interjections. I wish that
when people wanted to assist by making
a suggestion, they would be clear and
distinct,

MR, JACOBY: We are only anxious to
know the policy of the Government.

THE: PREMIER: Again, perhaps it
may be difficult to apply -the eight-hours
principle to the guards and porters and
so forth, but, as I say, it is all a. question
of adjustment.

A MlEMBEiR: And overtime.
THE PREMIER: If a man works

overtime, it is not unreasonable that he
should. be paid for it.

HoN. F. H. PIassE: Private houses do
not encourage it.

THE PREMIER: Two wrongs do not
make a right, and if the Government
adopt the principle of eight hours work
I have no doubt all other employers of

labour will follow suit ; and then if,
when we have given it a fair trial-say
in the course of 12 months or so-the
working men find they are not doing
hard enough work, no doubt they will
apply for more and they will probably
get it, because if I were an employer of
labour and a man wanted to work
for mec I would not bar him, but if
he were anxious to knock off, 1 do
not think it would be fair for me to
force him to go on when 'he said he
had done enough. That is about it.
Lots of people squeal about this eight-
hour work; but why should we not apply
it to the civil serviceP The hon.
member anticipated this weak joint in
his armour, for if we can get this eight-
hour systemn into the Railways and
Works Departments, and into other
branches of the public service, we certainly
should be able to work it by degrees into
the whole of the civil service, and get
more work out of our officers than we do
at present.

Ma. JACOBY: WhynotP
THn PREMIER: We have tried to

persuade the civil servants that an extra
hour's work per day will he good for
them and for the State generally; but
some of them are petitioning now that
we should knock off the half-hour on
Saturday, and that question is under
consideration.

Mu. DOHERRTY:- I hope Ministers won't
work eight hours.

THE PREMIER: I would not ask
that eight-hours work be made to apply
to Ministers; but no one would be bettr
pleased than myself if a Minister were
prohibited from working more than eight
hours a day, or if a Minister insisited on
working over the eight hours he should
be paid a, little overtime. I cannot see

*what is the objection to this motion. it
is very fairly worded, and it does not
attempt to lay down an unrearsonable
proposition, because the mover proposes

*that the system shall apply " where
Ipracticable," clearly showing there is A
*good deal left to discretion, and to the
Secuiliar circumstances of ea&ch case. I
intend therefore to support the motion;
and I am sorry the Commissioner of
Railways is not sufficiently well to
be here this afteruoon, for he might
be able to throw some light on this
question of extending the eight-hour
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system to the- railways. I believe I
am right in saying he would approve
of this motion, if he were here to speak
on it. With these observations, and with
the risk of not protecting the country,
as has been suggested, L intend to support
the motion.

MR. 0. H. RASON (Guildford) : I
am glad to bear from the Premier that it
is his intention to support the motion;
but I should like to know whether he has
any intention of carrying it into effect?

MR. Horxi~s: You can ask him that,
later on.

A]ln. 0. H. RASON: The member for
Boulder will interject. I believe he
prides himself on a fancied resemblance
to Mr. Reid, of New South Wales; but
there is this difference, that in Mr. Reid's
interjections there is some wit. Mr.
Reid also wears an eye-glass, and I com-
mend that to the hon. nemhber as another
way in which hie may try to resemble Mr.
Reid. If the Premier cannot see any
objection to this motion, and if hie
intends to support, it, he at least has
had many months of opportunity to
carry into effect a resolution passed last
session, almost identical in its terms
with this motion. I hope that the same
delay will not occur in carrying out this
motion as occurred in regard to the
resolution of last session; and I hope the
Premier will give effect to his good
intentions. I think an eight-hours day
is a recognised working day throughout
Australia. It is applied to every othber
branch of work, and I see no fatal objec-
tion why it should not apply to the
railway servants of this State. It applies
in other States. I believe that in New
South Wales it applies to a considerable
majority of those in the public service,
that in Victoria it applies to the vast
majority, that in South Australia it
applies almost to the whole, and that in
New Zealand it is applied wherever it is
practicable. This motion asks only that
the principle shall be given effect to when-
ever practicable. I think it is within the
range of practical experience that eight
hours a day should be given effect too,
the railways of this St. ate; and I hope
that the same delay will not be practised
by the Government of the day, when
they have opportunity, of giving effect to
this motion, as was practised in regard
to a similar motion passed last session;

but that the Government will carry their
good intentions into effect, if they have
any good intentions.

Mdn. J. EWING (S.W. Mining): I
believe the mover of this motion proposed,
earlier in the session, that a, Royal om-
mission should be appointed to inquire
into the railway system of this State, or
he intended to move it. I uderstandl
that last session the present Minister for
Mines (Hon. H. Gregory) carried through
this House a motion similar to this. I
am entirely in favour of the eight-hours
principle, and I believe it should be
established on the railways; but having
heard the Premier speak this afternoon,
I am prompted to say that I do not think
there is in his mind the slightest intention
of applying the system to the railways of
this State. Having that in view, I -now

propose as an amendment:
That all words after " practicable," in the

second line, be struck out, with a view of
inserting the following words: "and that a
select committee be appointed to consider the
best means of giving effect to this motion at
the earliest possible date."

I submit this amendment because I want
to know definitely whether this principle
can be applied to the railways or not:
and I think that evidence on the point can
best be obtained by appointing a select
committee to inquire and report. I think
I have the support of the House in the
object of the amendment thatthereshall he
no delay in carrying into effect a principle
which seems to be desired by the House.
As far as overtime is concerned, the rail-
way employees are working nine hours;
and if the time be reduced to eight hours,
I believe the cost to the country will be
very little more than it is at present.
The effect will be to give more employ-
wnut, and f believe there will he less
overtime. The -working men who are
directly interested in this movement want
to have the principle affrmed, but are not
desirous of pressing it without proper
inquiry being made. Therefore, if a
select committee be appointed by this
Rouse to inquire and recommend whether
the principle can be applied to the rail-
ways or not, I believe this will be a
solution of the difficulty.

MR. F. CONNOR: I second the
aminendm ent.

MR. F. WILSON (Perth): I wish to
say at once that I intend to suport the

[ASSEMBLY.] Eight Honra.
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motion. A proposal similar to this
mnotion was discussed briefly in the House
last year. and was carried. I voted for
it, and I see no reason why I should
change the opinion I held at that time.
I agree with the Premier when he states
that eight hours a day for manual labour
is sufficient, so long as the work is
honestly dlone. And to may mind the very
class of men mentioned by the leader of
the Opposition (Mr. F. H. .Piess), signal-
men especially, should not be worked over
eight hours a day.

How. F. H. PiEssE: It can be applied
at imortant stations.

M.F. WILSON: It if; even more
tiring for men to have to work more than
eight hours a day when employed at an
out-station, where a man is called upon
only three or four times a day to do
particular work. I believe it is less tiring
to men who are employed mor-e fully
through the day at important stations;
much miore tiring.

Hos. F. H. Pnmssn : Many of them are
born tired.

Mit. WILSON: Yes; and there are
many representatives of that class in this
House. I was surprisedt to see the
member for Boulder (Mr. Hopkins) ad-
vocating so glibly that the rates for

Carryin timber and coal should be in-
creased in order to make up for the
increased cost which the eight-hours
system may entail. Why the hon. mem-
ber took that line I know not, unless he
wants to impose an extra tax on gold-
fields residents; lbecause, if the railage
on timber and coal be increased, the
users on the goldfields will have to pay
that increase.

Mn&. Horxnss: The consumers, so
long as it is done honestly, are ready to
pa.

Ma. WILSON: Members like the
representative for Boulder get up and
throw off a, shot at those who are
engaged in these great industries of
timber and coal, by saying the rates on
the carriage of these articles should be
raised. I say the question is nothing of
the sort. So far as these industries are
concerned, the local consuimers will have
to pay the increase, if any: consumers
are bound to pay any increase on the
railage. It is unwise to hamper an
industry by increasing the cost of carriage
on an article for export, because you may

suffer in competition with the open
ma.irkets nof the world in selling that
article. If we tax export timber by
putting anl increased cost on the railage,
we may' find that other timbers may be
used in the place of our local timber, in
those markers where our timbers have
now got a footing. It bas been a hard
struggle to get a footing in the world's
markets for West Australian timber, and
in trying to do it those who were.
engaged in the trade have had to bring

idown the working cost to bed-rock, and
have lost money in trying to get a foot-
ing in the world's markets. Having
now got that footing, we must be care-
ful that we do not increase the cost
by putting another tax on this export
industry, or we shall run the risk of
losin z the markets we have gained. But,

Ias I have said, I contest the statement
that it is necessary to put any increase of
coat on these articles for the purpose of
giving effect to this motion. Dr. Monta-

Igue, an eminent authority from Canada,
who is visiting this country, has stated
that wheat is carried on Canadian rail-
ways a distance of over 2,000 miles for
3d. per bushel, which equals 12s. 6d. a
ton; and he tells me that many other
products are carried at similarly low
rates. Therefore, if our railways are
worked in such a way that we cannot
carry traffic at low rates, somewhat
approaching to those mentioned by Dr.

I Montague--rememberiug also that those
11 railways cost perhaps 10 times more than.

ours, and are on the broad-gauge prim-
Iciple-then we must look to some other
cause for the reason why we cannot
carry goods on our railways without an
increase of chiarge, when it is proposed
to apply the eight-hours system to railway
employees. I look to the administration
as the real cause, for I think it is faulty,
especially when we find that our railways
are costing something like 80 per cent. of
their earnings to pay workinig expenses,
while private railways in this State are
c~r riedl on at 50 per cent. of their earn-
ings to cover working cost, their earnings
also being small by comparison. We
mnust conclude that our railways. are over-
manned and not properly managed, and
not necessarily that the men employed
atre not working long enough hours. In
reducing the hours we should try to See
that we get men who can do a fair dlay's
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work for a, fair day's wage, and that we
employ only the numbher of men actually
requisite to perform the work. If I
thought this proposal for an eight-hours
working day were the forerunner of a
farther demand for a reduction of hours,
say to 44 hours a week as is demanded in
New Zealand, I should vote against the
motion. But let us do a fair thing; let
us recognise eight hours as a fair day's
labour, if honestly worked; let us give
the men eight hours a day, and then
resist any farther demands the men may
make.

At 6-30, the SPEAKER left the Chair.

At 7.30, Chair resumed.

Mn. J. EWING (S.W. Mining) : With
the permission of the House, I desire to
withdraw my amendment, because it has
suggested itself to me that my action
may have the opposite effect to that I
desire, and may rather retard than farther
the object I have in view, namely the
adoption of the eight-hours system in the
railway service. So many select corn.
suittees are sitting at the present time,
that it is probable the report may not be
ready for presentation within six weeks,
or even two mouths. I feel that this
motion will be carried to-night; and
those in favour of it should not support
it merely as an abstract principle, but
should be prepared to see it carried into
effect. Therefore those supporting the
eight- hours system should see that the
Government carry out the desire of the
House within a reasonable time: in case
of failure it will be for the supporters of
the motion to take some other action.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.
MR. W. B. GORDON (South Perth):

The member for Subiaco (Mr. Daglish),
in bringing his motion before the House,
has mentioned that the sub 'ject has pre-
viously received the attention of Parlia-
ment. I fail to see why, if it has been
previously before the House, it should be

bruh up in this form again, it
alotappears to me as if the hon. mem-

ber does not think that the Government
of the day will give effect to the inotion,
if carried. They might, in fact, have
begun to put the system into practice, if
their incentions were honest. Our Premier
has made a statement to the effect that

he is fully in sympathy with the object
of the motion, but I take that like all
his other statements, with a grain of salt.
The member for Subiaco has shown his
usual forethought in endeavouring to
secure for himself a certain re-election,
and in doing so he has held up to thle
House a, bughear. He has told us a
little anecdote concerning eight or nine
members who voted for a certain motion,
and therefore passed in again, and some
eight or nine others who voted against
the motion, and most of whom were, in
consequence, passed out. Perfect rot!
[Several interjections.] The member for
Perth (Mr. Wilson) has made me think
of a good recipe for never getting tired.
He says that if you do not work you get
more tired. He maintains that if a man
has nothing to do he gets very tired. But
why does not the man throw sand at
himself, and th us keep working and never
get tiredP The argument is absurd. I
desire to propose an amendment to the
original motion. Being a thorough labour
man myself --

[Laughter and interjections.]
MR. GORDON: Am I to be laughed

at, sirP Being a thorough labour man
myself, and having the interests of the
masses at heart, I take no half measures
in a matter such as this. Although not a
labour representative, I shall advocate
the cause of labour and the cause of the
masses, by bringing forward an amend-
ment. I am actuated by the desire to
benefit the greatest num~ber. My amend.
wnent is

That the words 'laud in no case shall an
employee work more" be added to the motion.
Forty-eight hours is a week's work,
according to the member for Subiaco. I
ay "yes" to that; and I say, moreover,
that no man should be allowed to work
more than 48 hours, even if he wants to.
This a~plies particularly to engine-drivers
and others who in their work have to bear
a heavy strain on nerve and brain. The
temptation to this class is, in many
instances, to overwork themselves; and
thus accidents may result. My friends
on the Labou- bench must support mue in
this argument.

MR. DAGLISH : Where is the tempta-
tion ?

MR. GORDON: The temptation is for
men to overwork themselves; and it is a
great temptation, especially at the extra
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rate of pay they get in this country. Of
course, the finalobject of theintroduetion
of the 4.8-hours system is to get overtime.
I1 feel that this amendment affrmns one of
the main planks in the Labour platform.
It is the very foundation of the Labour
cause that no two men should be employed
where one mn will do. Knowing that, I
feel satisfied that my amnendment will
receive the out-and-out support of the
mnembers sitting on the Labour bench.

DRn. HICKS (Roebourne):- I second
the amendment.

HON. F. H. PIESSE (Williams) : I
ani afraid this amendment hardly conveys
to the minds of hon. members generally
what its mover intends. If the principle
of limiting the week's work to 48 hours
be good, then I should say there would be
no objection to making the limitation

iprative, and enacting that no one
shal ll work more than 48 hours a. week,
there should be no overtime allowed
that is what -we wish to come at.

MR. DkoLISu:- You wish to defeat the
motion.

Hou. F. H. PIESSE: The desire of
most men is to make as much money as
they can in a month, or a week, as the
case may be; and the railway employees;
wish to have their week's work limited to
48 hours, but, of course on the under-
standing that they, are to be paid over-
time for any hours they work beyond
that number. It must be understood,
moreover, that the rate for overtime is 50
per cent. more than that for ordinary
time. Therefore, it is to the advantg
of the employee to make overtime. Per-
sonally, I regard the system of overtime
as a. most pernicious one. In some
instances, of course, it cannot be avoided;
and consequently the difficulty must be
met in the best way available. In most
private businesses overtime is not allowed.
In fact, the rule is, not to allow over-
time; but, where it is allowed, it is
allowed only under certain stringent con-
ditions. Mfost men will, I think, admit
that to allow overtime is to run a risk of
encouraging neglect of duty during ordi-
nary hours. In such cases as that of an
engine-driver, who of course works during
the time he is engaged on his engine, from
the time he leaves until he returns to his
home station, overtime is unavoidable; and
therefore he should be paid for t hat over-
time. But is it just that because he has to

workovertirne heshould bepaid50pereent.
above the ordinary rate of pay?-when,
after all, it is his own seeking in a great
measure. He does not object to overtime,
but is glad to avail him self of it; and
those memnbers who have had oppor-
tuunitv of watch ing the question as closely
as I have, know that in muany instances
the salaries paid to men engaged in such
work as this frequently exceed the salaries
paid to officials who are presumably in
receipt of much higher salaries. For
instance, I know an instance of a guard
who earned over £20 in a month in con-
sequence of this overtime. As I said
before, if it can possibly be brought
about that, by limiting the work to 48
hours per week, the limitation will be con-
duceive to the safety of the railways, I am
with the bon. member, and I think the
introduction of the principle might he
advantageous, excepting in certain cases
I have named, in which it should not
apply. What we want to get at is
this: if 48 hours is to be a week's
work, a week's work should be limited
to 48 hours. I take it that if the
principle supported by those who advocate
Trades Unions is to apply in this
instance, a man should work no more
than 48 hours, and consequently those men
who have worked 48 hours should cease,
and other men be put on who would con-
tinue the labour; so we should find no
overtime paid, and therefore the State
should benefit. Many men whose day's
work is supposed to be for eight hours,
really work 16 hours a day and receive
additional payment.

A MEmBER: That is mismanagement.
HoN. F. HE. FIESSE: There are some

eases where it cannot be avoided, but it
can be avoided in the case of signalmen.
Take the case of engine-drivers. If the
48-hours principle is to be applied to
them, we may agree to it. I think those
who know anything about the work of an
engine-driver will find that he comes on
at a certain time, and has a certain time
in which to prepare his engine for the
road. There is time before he takes his
place upon the engine, and when he
returns to the shed he also has time
again in which to hand his engine over.
That is not real -work ; although he is
engaged on his engine, he is not under-
going laborious work, but, at the same
time, it all counts in his nine hours. I
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think that when you look into the matter
it must be agreed that the nine hours a
mani is asked to work are not too much;
and, therefore, I think it would be prefer-
able to make the day an eight-hours day
of actual work. In that case, of course,
the driver would work only eight hours.
I think that if the ordinary labour union
principle is to apply, members who are in
favour of that principle should agree that
every man is to work 48 hours a week
and no longer. We would find a greater
number of men employed with men work -
ing only 48 hours and without the over-
time. Overtime, of course, comes to so
much, and there is a tendency to work
overtime. Overtime is what is desired.
A man is interested in increasing the
hours of actual work to over 48 a week,
but receiving, for the times worked over
the 48 hours, 50 per cent. above the
ordinary rate of payment.

MR. H. DAGLISH: Thatis not so.
HoN. F. H. PIESSE: I think that

after a man has worked nine hours he
gets an additional 50 per cent.

MR. DAGLISH: They do not want it.
HON. F. H. PIESISE: They do not

object to it, but, as a rule, prefer it. They
are not satisfied to work only 48 hours a
week. If they are, there can be no
objection to the amendment that has been
moved by the member for South Perth
(Mr. W. G. Gordon). In regard to the
question of " wherever practicable,' I
think that wording alters the meaning of
the motion. I think it gives an oppor.
tunity to the Government to decide. If
the Government are prepared to decide
the matter, to put their foot down and
say that for certain work there shall
bie an eight-hours day, and for certain
work there shall be a nine-hours
day, there will be no harm done. But
the trouble is this: the onus of decid-
ing that should rest upon the Govern-
ment or those admiuistering for the
time being, and there is always a ques-
tion as to how they' are going to
decide. It is better to have a fixed
regulation in the same way as I pro.
posed with regard to the platelayers.
There should be a certain classification,
and if there could be a proper system
of classification, and the classification
were approved by the House, there could
be no departure from it; but while it is
left an open question to any Government

-1 do not care whether it is this Gov-
ernment or any other-the Government
may be influenced by those who are con-
cerned to such a degree as to cause then
to depart from the classification in ond
direction or another. It makes it always
difficult for any Minister in control of a
department to decide upon a question of
this kind. If we could do anything to
remove the decision from the Minister by
making a hard and fast rule with regard
to the classification, the difficulties would
be overcome. I think that under the
circumnstances there should be no objec-
tion to the proposal that 48 hours should
constitute a week's work, and thatno mian
should be employed for it longer period
than 48 hours.

MR. D, 3. DOHERTY (North Fre-
mantle): I do not wish to give a silent
vote on this very important question.
which touches such a large section of the
community. It appears to me that. when-
ever the rights of the railway people are
brought up in the House a hostile spirit
is immediately developed towards those
men who are trying to do their utmost, or
who we believe are doing their utmost for
the Government of the country in the
employment in which they are engaged.
There has been no logical conclusion
drawn by the member for the Williams
(Hon. F. H. Piesse). Civil servants are
laboriously worked from. 9*30 in the
morning to 430 in the evening. Their
hours should be shortened. Where labori-
ous work is done, eight hours is sufficient,
and for light work nine hours is sufficient.
We all know how serious it is for the
civil servant who struggles into his office
at a quarter-past nine and who at 10
o'clock is ready to start his laborious
duty. He works f rom 10 till about half-
past 12 and then gets ready for lunch.
He returns at half-past two and works
till four. I believe that under the
present Government the time has been
extended to half-past four. A man
engatged on laborious work like this, and
who works six and a-half hours should
have his hours reduced, according to the
lion, member for the Williams, to some-
thing like four hours.

HON. F. H. PIEssE: I did not speak
in that direction at all.

MR. DOHERTY: You said that where
the work was laborious eight hours was
sufficient, and, where light, nine hours.
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If men work laboriously from half-past
nine to half-past twelve, and, after
ref reshments, till half -past four, we should
consider their case, and probably we may
bring it forward at a later date. It is a
laudable motive for these men to try and
earn as much money as they can, and I
never met a working man, an agnt, or a
main in business who does not do his best
to earn as much as he can. I do not
know why we- should prevent these men
from trying to better their condition.
The conditions of life for the working
man are better in this country than in
the old country, and that has not been a
disadvantage either to the men or the
community. As far as I have seen, a
high rate of wages does not mean bad
trade, but on the other hand it rather
points to prosperity. When you see men
well paid you will always find the country
prosperous. If we shorten the hours of
these men and improve their condition,
and at the same time improve the working
of the railways, we do a laudable and
just act.

HON. F H. Pisss: I quite agree with
you, but it does not do so.

MR. DOHERTY: The hon. member
says lie agrees with me, hut it does not
do it.

Hfow. F. H. Pmnss: It does not effect
the object.

MR. DOHTERTY: I do not know what
the lion. member means. We will leave it
to tile Government to find out.

Hlow. F. H. Pisss:- You were not
here when I spoke.

MR. DOHERTY: I must support the
mlotion of the member for Subiaco (Mr.
Daglish), and I trust thatt the Govern-
ment in their wisdom will carry out the
wishes of the House. I believe that a
similar motion was passed last session,
but it must have been forgotten. In the
hurry of the general elections it was
probably overlooked, but as there is no
likelihood of going to the country just
now, the. Government may probably give
effect to this motion.

MR. F. CONNOR (East Kim berley):
I am rather fogged as to what the position
is in this House. I dlo not know whether
to speak to the amendment or the original
motion. I am inclined to support the
proposal by the member for Subiaco (Mr.
H. Daglish), and I feel pleased that l am
in the happy position of being able to

entirely agree with hon. members who
sit at present on the Government benches.
It will be remembered that some time
ago a motion was tabled in this Hlouse
that the principle of eight-hours should
be recognised, and I think that the
motion came from the seat, or very nearly
the seat, which I have the honour of
occupying at present. At that time the
motion was brought before the House by
what was known then as a very able
Opposition, which sat here. I will not
particularise it very much. All the bad
qualities of the then Government party
were very ably put before the country, and
among the bad qualities which they
possessed was their refusal to acknow-
ledge this great, this glorious principle
that we must have an eight-hours system.
That motion was carried, and I think
any member who wishes to go through
the Blue Books and go back into the
Parliamentary records of this country,
will recognise that the member who at
present holds a, billet in the Ministry of
this country was the originator of this
motion, the gentleman who so ably
brought it before the House and carried
it through. That being so, and consider-
ing the fact that all the ability possessed
by this Parliament must necessarily rest
on the Government side of the House,
we cannot from this (Opposition) side do
better than follow the example set by the
then aspiring gentleman who has since
attained the end aspired to, by sitting ea
a member of the Ministry. I have much
pleasure in supprting the motion, if
only to prove that the then Opposition
deserve the place they now hold at present
in tme Parliament of the country.

MR. J. M. 'HOPKINS (Boulder):- I
do not believe the amendment has been
brought before the House with any
sincerity at all, but that it 'has been
brought forward simply for the purpose
of wrecking the motion, if it be possible
to do so. It is pleasant to know that
bard work is rewarded in some instances.
We have learned from the member for
East Kimberley (Mr. P. Clonnor) that a
member of the present Ministry was the
gentleman who introduced the question
of an eight-hours day into this Parlia-
ment. T am sorm-y that an interjection of
mine a little earlier was altogether
misunderstood by the member for Guild-
ford (Mr. C. H. Bason). I do not alto-
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gether agree with him. I do ni-t think it
1s fair to compare the honesty and
integrity of this Government with that
of such institutions as that member has
been in the habit of following. In oppos-
ing the amendment, I would sa,'y that if
the appearance of the members sitting
on this (Ministerial) side of the House is
not pleasing to those opposite, it is due
probably to the fact that they are looking
at us through the sombre shades of Oppo-
sition, and this may account for the
unpleasant appearance which these
benches convey to those members. Per-
haps we might be inclined to take up a
more solemn position, and go into that
garden mentioned by Don Quixote when
he assumed the garb) of a "knight of the
sorrowful order" ; and if we did, we
should probably be taken for representa-
fives of such constituencies as Guildford.
When the member for South Perth (Mr.
Gordon) introduced this amendment, he
was drawing a red-herring across the
trail for the purpose of defeating the
motion; and seeing that his amendment
is supported by that great Liberal, the
leader of the Opposition, it devolves on
me to support the motion.

Ma. M. H. JACOBY (Swan): I
listened attentively to the Premier whilst
speaking on this question, with the object
of discovering whether it was the inten-
tion of the Government to put this
mnotion into practice if passed by the
House. I interjected at the timne, but the
Premier, with his usual ability to be
deaf when it is not convenient to hear,
took care not to hear what I said. He
refused to comnmit himself to the extent
of stating that it was the intention of
the Government to treat this as some-
thing more than an abstract motion. I
came into this Rouse to support as far
as possible the introduction of the
eight-hours system on our railways. I
have had experience in South Australia of
this system in operation on railways
where theeight-honrs principle is enforced
to a large extent; and those members who
have examined the comparative statistics
relating to railways in Australia will
know that the South Australian system
of railways not only pays working
expenses, but adds something towards the
revenue of the State besides paving
interest and sin king fund. After having
listened carefully to the Premier's

Iremarks, I am convinced that he intended
to fence with the whole question; that
when he expressed his intention of voting
for the motion, he was not serious in
doing anything towards carrying it into
effect. I am seriously dissatisfied with
the position the Premier has taken on the
question. I intend to support the amend-
ment, because I was pledged to do every-
thing I could to abolish the system of
overtime in the Government service, as I
consider it a right principle that we should
endeavour to give employment to the
greatest number of people, rather than
restrict it by allowing a smaller number
of persons to earn more wages by working
overtime. I believe that practice is noti
to the advantage of the country, and I
think we should employ in the Govern-
ment service as many men as are really
necessary, with a fair number of hours
for a working day. By adopting the
amendment, I believe it will tend to bring
about that result; therefore I shall
support the amendment.

MR. H. I)AGLISH (in reply): I am
much pleased at the way in which the
motion has been received by the House;
and I should not have risen now but for a
few remarks made by the leader of the
Opposition (Hon. F. H. Piesse). The
hon. member told us he was not going to
blow his own trumpet. He suffers some-
what from a short memory, for he had
not got through more than a couple of
sentences when he began to blow his own
trumpet, and, having good lung power. he
was able to keep up the exercise through
the greater part of his speech. We have
beard from binm that lbe was the best
friend the workers ever had. I do not
dispute that statement; but it reminded
me of a hyman stug by the Salvation
Army, which runs in this way:

I have found a friend. And such a friend!

Some workers may be inclined to sing
that portion of the hymn by way of ex-
pressing their gratitude to the member
for the Williams We find the hon.
member has introduced a nine-hours day
in farm work, and I congratulate him if
he succeeded in shortening the hours for
farm labourers; but I would remind the
hon. member that it has been found pos-
sible to reduce the working time of fa-rm
labourers in South Australia to eig~ht
hours as a working day; therefore I



Railway Workers: [2 OCTOBER, 1901.] Eight Hours. 1273

trust it will be possible for the honi.
member to follow this laudable example.
and introduce the eight-hours system on
his farm.

How. F. H. PIns:r It is in chaff
cutting and mechanical work, you speak
of.

MR. JACOBY: The bon. me4mber forgets
that men employed in farm work are
paid full time, even wizen the weather is
unfavourable for them to work.

Mn. DAGLISH: I am not objecting
to that, but it seemed to mec that the
member for the Williams did not think
11 hours were too much for a working
day if the work were not laborious;
though a little later, seeing perhaps the
tone of the House in regard to the matter,
he reduced the time for work from I I to
nine hours.

HoN. F. H. Pinasi: It depends on
the conditions of the employment.

Mn. DAGTJISH: A maaa is entitled to
have some leisure ti me for attending prop-
erly to the training of his (ChildrenI, to the
care of his household, and enjoying the
society of his wife. Every man is entitled
to a certain amount of time, not only for
rereation but for self-improvement, in
addition to the hours required for sleep;
and surely because a man happens to
have had the misfortune of being born
with perhaps not even a wooden
spoon in his mouth. be should not be
denied a fair amount of leisure after
he has done a fair day's work, and he
should niot be required to Carry on what
Mr. Mantaleni described in is peculiar

language as "' one perpetual demnition
hard grind." I am surprised at the
member for the Williams, political Rip
Van Winkle though he be, at this stage
of our civilisation opreaching the doctrine
that a working man, no matter what class
of work he follows, should not think of
anything more than working and eating
and sleeping. There are some people so
constituted that no amount of experience
will teach them; and I am afraid the
member for the Williams is one of that
class in regard to political affairs. It
was objected, in regard to my speech,that I1 tried to terrorise this Hoe by
quoting the significant fact that at the
lat election the people in certain con-
stituencies approved of the eight~hours
principle b 'y refusing to return to this
House certain members who had voted

against the principle in the last Parlia-
ment. I quoted that mnerely as a fact;
and if my fact gives to some members
here the feeling that I was trying to
terrorise this House, that has nothing to
do with me. I said that the country
took certain action in regard to certain
members of this House at the last elec-
tion; and I contend that it is justifiable
for me to quote the fact that the people
in Certain electorates thought they would
get rid of certain representatives and put
others in their place. We are sent here
not to legislate on lines that suit our-
selves as individuals, but to legislate for
the country, and to translate the will of
the people as expressed at the last elec-
tion by paTing certain laws to give effect
to their desires; and how can we do it if
we do not consider the verdict which the
people of the State have given at the
general election? I say therefore it is
an utter absurdity to accuse me of
attempting to terrorise bon. members
because I stated a bald fact in regard to
the general election. It is perhaps the
consciences of some members that accuse
them in this matter. I regret that the
member for South Perth (Mr. Gordon),
whom we all appreciate as a joker of the
first water, should have translated his joke
into a direct amendment. I do not coin-
mnonly indulge in violent expressions such
as the hon. member uses, but one of the ex-
pressions he used would aptly describe
the amendment, when he said "rot." He
subsequently proposed an amendment for
the purpose, I think, of defeating this
motion; and his amnendment has the sup-
port of the member for the Williamns. If
a farther justification were needed, every
member knows that the amendment, if
carried, could not be enforced; for it is
not possible for the Government to limit
the hours of all the men to 48 per week,
without deviation. We know that if the
Government employed a certain staff to
run the railways' on the eight-hours
system at ordinary times, that staff would
not he sufficient in number to cope with
the traffic at holiday times; therefore, if
the amendment were carried, the Govern-
ment would have to stop the tragfic at
holiday times, because there would not he
sufficient men ordinarily employed to
work the extra traffic. The member for
South Perth understood that well enough
when he proposed his amendment. Some
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doubt has been raised as to the sincerity
of the Premier in supporting this motion.
I cannot look into the Premier's heart
nor into the heart of any other memaber;
but as far as I1 am concerned, I believe
the Premier is as serious as is the leader
of the Opposition, in regard to the
position which each has taken up. Surely
time will tell, for if this House is capable
of carrying the mot-ion, it is also capable
of enforcing it; therefore, if the Premier
is not serious in this matter, and if mei-
bers of this House are serious and in
sufficient force, they can enforce the
motion. There is no need. to worry over
the question as to whether the Premier is
serious in his intention or not. If he is
not serious and a majority of the mom-.
bers are serious, they have the matter in
their own hands, and can force the Gov-
ernment of the day to carry tho motion
into effect. The House is strong enough
in a constitutional way, not only to carry
the motion, but to see that it is; put in
force; and I hope the House will do the
one thing, and follow it up with that other
thing if there be any need.

Mia. C. HARPER (Beverley): I do
not think the member who has intro-
duced. this motion has given us the infor-
mation which we ought to have before
voting on it. As far as my knowledge
goes with regard to the working of the
railways, both here and in the other
States, we are all losing money. The
railway services throughout the Austral-
ian States are losing money. The loss
in Victoria, in particular, is enormous:
and we here are rapidly approaching an
enormous loss. I believe the Treasurer
will be able to inform us on that point in
a day or two. In moving a- motion of
this sort, the hion. member should have
gone as closely as possible inb the
results which its adoption will have on
the railways.

MR. DAoL18Hn- No private member can
do that.

Mn. HARPER: A gentleman who
represents labour surely should he able to
obtain from the labour organisat ion every
information as to the effect which this
motion would have on the labour bill of
the Commissioner of Railways. That
information we are unable to get. The
hion. member is in a better position to
arrive at the cost than any other member
outside of the Labour party. Possibly

the Commissioner of Railways can give
it; but certainly, before we vote on the
motion, knowing the position of the rail-
ways in the other States, we should have
the information I have indicated. The
lion, member says the railway employees
do not want to work overtime. I wish
he could persuade the House that this is
the case, for I am confident that many
members do not share his view, A great
many are of the opinion that the labour
organisations desire to reduce the period
of the working day from nine to eight
hours, so as to make the one hour over-
time. Many members hold the view
that this is the desire, rather than to
reduce the working hours.

L~isoun MEMBES a: No.
Mn. HfARPER:- I should be glad. to

hear the hon. member assure us of that
as coming from the employees, because I
can assure him that the general public in
their own mind are convinced that the
object is as I have said.

MR. DAGLIsH: Wlio is "the general
public"~ i

Mnt. HIARPER: Let the hion. member
go among the public, and be will soon
find out what the general opinion is.
The common belief is that the objiect of
the labour organisations is to get more
money, not to work shorter hours. If
tme fact be otherwise, ti'e bon. member is
not doing fairly by those he represents in
not bringing the proof forward. If he
brought a resolution from the Railwvay
Workers' Association to the effect that
their object wag: to reduce the hours of
work and not to gain by overtime, it
would be of immense help to him in
getting the motion adopted. The hon.
member has said that the railway ser-
vants do not want to work more than
eight hours.

LA.BouR Msxnas: Hear, hear.
Mn. DAGLISH: That is the principle

of unionism, eight hours.
MR. HARPER: I know it is the

principle of unionism; but there are a
great many principles which, though
written on paper, are not very closely
observed. Possibly this may be one of
them. However, the central fact is that
we cannot afford to lose on our rail-
ways as the Eastern States are losing
to-day.

LAzouR Mxnsn:. Therefore ma1ke the
Iprofit out of the employees.

[ASSEMBLY.] Eight Hours.
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Ma. HARPER: As for this demand
for increased pay-because it is no use
denying that an increase of pay has been
asked for: I believe the classification
demanded by the railway servants repre-
sents an increase of pay-I way the
country cannot afford to accede to it.
The question is one of reducing the rail-
way service, and so reducing the staff, or
of keeping the wages sheet within the
amount of the receipts. We are -not a
wealthy country, in the same sense as
Victoria is. Victoria can afford to lose
.2200,000 a year on the working of her
railways; but we must make our railways
pay. If we do not make the systenm pay.
we must shut portions of it up: that is
the long and short of it.. I think, as I
said before, that the bon. member has
failed to do justice to his case in not

giving us a clearer insight into the
objects and the probable results of his
motion.

Amendment put, and a division taken
Y ith the following result:-

Majority against

AYES.
9r. Butncher
Mr. Harper
Mr. Hayward
Mr. Hicks
Mr. Jacoby

Mr. Mos

Mr. Pigott
Mr. Quinia
Mr. stone
My. Yelverton
Mr. Gordon (T.11.r).

25

12

NOES.
Mr. Coun or
Mr. fla,411
Mr. Doherty
Mr. EwiW
Sir. Ourdwuer
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Bustie
Mr. Highamn
Mr. Hopkins
Mr. Imhngorth
Mr. Jam"
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Kmngmnnll
Mr. Leake
Mr. McDonald
Mr. Nano
Mr. Oatsm
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. Euau
Mr. eid
Mr. Reside
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Waflace
Mr* wagson,
Mr. Sayer (Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.
MR. T. F. QUINLaAN (Toodyay) : I

rise to move an amendment. I desire to
strike out the words " Commissioner of
Railways," and insert the word " Govern-
ment "in lieu. I spoke last session on
this subject, and voted against the motion
moved by a member who is now the
Minister for Mines (Hon. H. Gregory).
That motion was to the effect that the
railway portion of the public service

alone should be recognised in respect of
the eight-hours system.

THE: SPEAKER: I Must cl the hon.
member to order. He cannot move an
atffeudment in a portion of this motion
previous to that in which an amendment
has already been moved.

MR. QUINL AN: I presume I can add
words to the end of the motion. Under
your ruling, sit', I now move:

That the following words be added to the
motion: "And that the Same rule shall apply
to all Government Services."

THE SFKCAXER: The hen, member can
do that.

Mu. QUINLAN: When this matter
was before the House on a former
occasion, I voted against the rec;ognition
of only one portion of the public service.
I vote~d against it on principle; and I
hope that those who vote on principle, as
I take it, in favour of eight-hours, will
support my amendment, because " what
is sauce for the goose is sauce for the
gander." We have heard a great deal in
every direction as to the necessity for the
recognition of the eight-hours system;
and I have no hesitation in saying that I
am certainly in accord with the view that
eight hours is long enough for, anyone to

lwork, and that the eight-hours principle
will always have my support. I hope,
therefore, that the House will join me
now in supporting the amendment, in
connection with which I may mention the
Government printing office. Possibly
the employees of that branch do not now
work 48 hours in the week, but never-
theless it is well that they should be
brought into line with the railway
servants. In other words, I maintain that
the railway service is not to rule this
country, any more than the Govern-
ment printing office is to rule it. We
have tolerated long enough, at any rate
in my opinion, a system by which the
railway servants to a great extent ruled
the country. I contend it is time to
bring all the departments of the Govern-
ment service into line with the Railway
Department. If eight hours is suitable
to the Railway Department, it is certainly
suitable to the others; and I for my part,
have no hesitation in asking the House

Ito vote in that direction. I may add
that I know the emnployees in some
departments to be overworked. I have
seen them there at work long after four
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o'clock. I know there are some first-class
officers in the depsirtments:- in fat, I
say there are no better officers to be found
anywhere. I have no hesitation in saying
that; and I allude more especially to the
older members of the civil service-those
who have known what it was to work
here in the old days. I cannot say that
the new servants are too ready to give
their time to the State.

TEE PREmixR: You cannot draw that
distinction.

M&. QUINLAN:. I say emphatically
that you can go to the older officers at
any time of the day and find them ready
to do anything you want, and most
agreeable1 in doing it. I also know it to
be a fact that many departments are
overmanned. The employees are wasting
their time. They are to be found about
town at hours of the day when they
should be doing their work, rendering
those services for which the country pays
them. I will not delayv hon, members
farther:- I am sure hon. members have
been delayed long enough on this subject.

MR. M. H. JACOBY (Swan): I second
the amendment.

Mr. J. Mi. HOPKINS: May 1 ask if
the Government hospitals come under the
heading "1department "?

SEVERAL MEMBERLS: Yes.
THRE SPEAKER: I should think so. It

is not for me to interpret the words.
MEMBER: Will members 'of Parlia-

ment come under this? (General
laughter.)

Amendment (Mr. Quinlan's) put and
passed, and the motion as amended
agreed to.

MOTION~- IVANHOE VENTUREI COM-
PENSATION FOR IMPRISONMENT,
TO INQUIRE.

Ma. J. M. HOPKINS (Boulder)
moved:

That a Royal Commnission be appointed to
inquire into the imprisonment of certain
alluvial miners who were imprisoned in
connection writh the Ivanhoe Venture disputte,
with a view to ascertaining whether any of
such miners were wrongfully convicted.

He said: In dealing with this question, I
am pleased to say at the outset that it
can at least be regarded as free from any
party feeling. It has on previous occa-
sions been discussed by the Rouae-i
believe in the previous session-but I do

not think the House was then in a better
position than I or any other member is in
at the present time; that is, to glive a
legal opinion on this question. I do not
wish to- move for a select committee now,
for at present select committees are
overlapping one another. We ha-ve only
one committee-room, and I think there
are wore committees appointed than there
is room for, to carry on their business in
a way to give satisfaction. When I
speak of a royal commission, I have no
desire that it shall consist of more than
one person, so long as that person ha~s a
legal or judicial mind; so long as he
is a, person of legal tratining who will go
into the question, take the evidence, and
then report to the Government, saying
whether or not those men have been
wrongfully convicted. It will be fresh in
the memories of members of this House
that ]Mr. Justice Henstnan ordered that
those alluvinl mtiners should be released,
and it is felt and believed sincerely by a
large section of the community that those
men werewrungfully imprisoned. We have
our Judges and our resident miagistrates
sitting on -questions of less importance
than this day after day, and sometimes
for very considerable periods. But this
is a case where some reputable miners
were placed under arrest, brought down
to Fremantle and put into gaol; and
whilst the owners and proprietors, the
leaseholders of the Ivanhoe Venture, were
compensated, the fact remains that nc
consideration has been given to the claims
of the men. I think that on the very
face of it the bringing forward of thisE
motion is reasonable. The motion only
asks for justice, and that the question
shall be dealt with by an independent
commission, apart from all shades ol
Parliamentary influence. For that reason
I do not think it necessatry for me to make
any long speech to bon. members. I will
confine myself to what I have said, and i
necessary reply at greater length at ths
termination of the debate. I have muck
pleasure in moving the motion standing
in my name.

Mus. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret):- I
second the motion.

THE PREMIER (Hon. G. Leake):I
cannot give, my support to the motion,
and I wouldi ask members to reiem bei
that the question has already bieen beforn
Parliament and disposed of, for a resolu.

to Compensate.[ASSEMBLY.]
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tion somewhat similar to this was rejected.
I think~ that was about two years ago,
when the dispute was fairly fresh in the
minds of members. The hon. member
seeks to have an inquiry by Royal Com-
mission as to whether or not certain
individuals were wrongly convicted. But
this motion conveys altogether a wrong
idea; because these men were not con-
victed; that is to say, they were not
guilty of any crime or misdemeanour.

MR. TAYLOR: They were imprisoned;
they were liable to penalties.

THE: PREMIER: I say they were not
convicted of any crime or misdemeaniour.
They were imprisoned for contempt of
court, and I do not think there is any
particular reflection upon their characters
as men. It may be that the law was
at fault which' enabled them to he
imprisoned; but I do not think there
is any individual in the community
who thinks any worse of any one of
those men because they happened to
be imprisoned for contemapt of court,
that contempt being a disobedience of the
warden's order; and it was generally
understood-I know the majority of the
lawyers at the time were under the
impression- that had those men resorted
to their immediate remedy, that is an
application to a Judge in chambers, they
could have been released straight away,
because the probability is that order would
have been found to be a bad one. But
it suited those men at the time to pose as
miartyrs.

Mu. TAYLOR: It did not.
THE PREMIER: Yes; it did. We

know there was a great dispute over the
Ivanhoe Venture business. There was a
good deal of political public agitation,
and no doubt there was a certain notoriety
attaching to the position in which those
men found themselves. They were kept
iii prison for no great length of time.

MR. R. HASTIE: At least a month.
THE PREMIER: Was it as mnuch as

that?
MR. HASTI: Oh, yes!
THE PREMIER: At any rate the y

were advised that if they made proper
application to the Supreme Court they'
would be released; but they would not
do it. The motion was to the effect that
these men should be compensated for
being deprived of their liberty. This
was opposed, and I think chiefly on the

ground that it is against the policy of
the law for the Government of the day to
compensate a person who is acquitted of
any charge. If it were not so, there is
no revenue we could possibly contemplate
that would be sufficient to meet demands
of that character. In the interests of
public justice, and the administration of
justice generally, if a man is charged and
acquitted, he has no remedy except it be
against the prosecutor who acts mali-
ciously. I say, farther, that to appoint
this Royal Commission would be to con-
stitute that Royal Commission a court of
inquiry to determine possibly a very
technical legal point, as to whether or
not the persons were rightly or wrongly
convicted, or sent to prison, as it should
be.

MR. TAYLOR: Judge Hasman decided
that, did be not?

THE PREMIEgR: If that be so, there
is no need for farther inquiry' .

MR. TAYLOR: There is need for corn-
pen sation.

THE PREMIER: If it was decided
that those persons were wrongfully
imprisoned, why do we want a Royal
Commission to tell us what the Judges
have already said?

Mu. TAYLOR: To get them compen-
sation.

TME PREMIER: The motion does
not say a word about compensation.

Mu. J. Mv. HOPKINS: It cannot: it
would be against the Standing Orders.

THn PREMIER: A previous motion,
before the last Parliament, dealt with
compensation, and that was rejected. I
myself voted for it, I think.

Mu. HopKiNs: I was referring to the
previous notice I gave.

THE PREMIER: Yes. But this very
question of compensation to those who
were imprisoned over the Ivanhoe Venture
dispute was before Parliament two years
ago. It has already been decided by
Parliament, and I do not see any neces-
sity to bring it up again. I say that
when the men were imprisoned, they
could, if they had thought fit, have been
released by making application in the
proper quarter; but they did not want to
be released. I myself know that advice
was given to those men that they would
be discharged if they made the necessary
application, but they said " no." They
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would not make the application. They
preferred to remain there, I say, for the
purpose of notoriety, as an advertise-
ment.

Mu. TAYLOR: What were those men
to gain by notoriety?

THE PREMIER: What does any man
gain by notorietyl We 'all like to have
a little of it. I say we cab'rnot admit this
principle of compensation to a person
who has been wror gly brought before
the magistrates or Judges, or been im-
prisoned. The civil law provides a
remedy. Under that a person maliciously
prosecuted can bring his action; but 1,
for one, as long as Ioccupy the position
I hold to-day, must protect the public
treasury against attacks of this kind.
We cannot administer our criminal law
if we are going to let in the thin end of
such a big wedge as that. And this is
a very serious matter. I ask members
to bear that in mind. It may be
that these men were unfairly treated ; it
may be that they ought to be compen-
sated; it may be that £5 each would
amply compensate those men; but it is
the principle to which I object, and con-
sequently I must oppose this motion.
There is really nothing to justify the
Motion as it is worded, because it asks a
royal commission to usurp the functions
of the Supreme Court in a matter upon
which that court has already given
emphatically its opinion.

MR. W. F. SAYER (Claremnont): It
seems to me there is a farther objection
to this motion, because we are not only
asked to appoint a roy' al commission to
usurp the functions of the Supre
Court, but we are asked to constitut
a new court of criminal appeal. Tat
is what it comes to, that where men
have been imprisoned and have not
adopted the usual methods of carry-
ing their matter to appeal, if thene be
any question for a court of criminal
appeal to consider, they shall be able to
go to a new court of criminal appeal.
If it is to bie applied to the case of the
alluvial miners on the Ivanhoe Venture
Lease, then it may follow that everyone
who is once convicted of a crime may ask
to have a Royal Commission appointed
to inquire into his case. If this practice
is to he followed, the effect may be that
anyone who is convicted of a crime will
not be satisfied to appeal against the

conviction, as he may in certain circum-
stances, but he will want a Royal Come-
mission to inquire into it; and particu-
larly if it be a capital offence, he may feel
it the more necessary to ask that a Royal
Commission shall review his case. This
kind of appeal is quite a new idea, and in
the way thre hon. member wishes to apply
it I think it a dangerous one. I shall
certainly oppose the motion on these
grounds.

MR. HASTIE (Kanowna) : I can quite
understand the position of the last
Speaker, that this would be a damgerous
precedent, but I entirely object to the
statement he makes that there is no pre-
cedent for it. The Ivenhoc Venture
dispute was before this House about
three years ago, when two parties were
disputing as to the rights of the matter;
and this House, with its eyes open, then
appointed a comnmission for the purpose
of considering what, if any, loss was
suffered by one of the parties. So far as
I can recollect, no objection was taken to
the appointment of that commission at
the time.

MR. MONGER: Select committee, not
a Royal Commission.

Ma. HASTIE: 1 can understand the
objection of the member for Claremont,
that the precedent might be a dangerous
one; aed had I been a member of this
House three years ago, I should have said
so then. But it seems to me strange that.
this House can appoint a commission for
the purpose of hearing a case from one
Side, and that it now refuses to consider
a motion for appointing a commission to
hear the case from the other side. If the
Premier had taken up that position and
been content with it, I could have under-
stood his contention.

THE MINSTER FR MINES: That
proposal three years ago was very strongly
opposed.

MR. HASTIE: If the Premier had
stated that objection to the motion, I
could have understood it; but unfortu-
nately he made particular statements,
repeating them as facts, and apparently
lie is sincere in his belief that some extra-
ordinary statements lie made are true.
He Stated that several men were
imprisoned for persisting in working on
the Ivanhoe Venture Lease, that they were
kept in prison some time, and that they



Ivanhoe Alluvial: [2 OCTOBER. 1901.] to Compensgate. 1279

had an opportunity of bringing their case
before the Supreme Court, and might
probably have got; out of prison by doing
so, but that they did not take steps to
bring the matter before the Supreme
Court. It is the first time I have heard
that stated. I was during that time a
member of the committee of the Alluvial
Miners' A ssociation, and was conversant
with everything that was going on, and I
never heard that said before. One state-
ment I beard from a person who was
formerly a memtber of Parliament, a legal
luminary, was that he had been anxious
under certain circumstances to bring the
case of the alluvial miners before the
Supreme Court; nd from what we knew
of the ease then, and from what the
prisoners knew of it, it would have taken
about £150 to pay the cost of ani appeal
to the Supreme Court. Those men had
an opportunity of appealing to the
Supreme Court, and the committee who
were looking after their interests on the
goldfields had not that amount of money
to spare. The Premier now goes out of
his way entirely, and tells us that those
men stayed in prison for the purpose of
enjoying notoriety. How does the Premier
know ? I certainly have never heard that
attributed to them before. That they con-
sidered themselves martyrs is probably
true; but it was their desi&~ to bring their
case before the Supreme Court at the
earliest possible moment. We knew of
no means of doing it, unless wre had a lot
of money to spare. 'We took the easiest
way we could find; and when we did
bring the case before the Supreme Court,
Judge Heusman ordered the release of
the men from prison. There has been
considerable criticism on this case, but
this is the first time that publicly the
men have been blamed for staying in
prison on account of their desire for
notoriety. The Premier also says these
men were sent to prison for contempt of
court. I do not think it is fair to bring
forward this legal technicality. It was
not for contempt of court, as that W as
merely' a technical thing, but it was for
going on the Ivanhoe 'Venture Lease. At
that time opinion was divided in the
proportion of about nine-tenths of the
people, apparently, including the Premier
himself, who thought these men had a
right to go on that lease.

THE Pn~mnE: They defied the law.

MR. HASTIE :About one-tenth of
the people said those men had not a right
to go on the lease; and the Judge who
dealt with the ease in the Supreme Court
told the men that they must go off the
lease. He then made some particular
laws referring to them, and prevented
them from going on what, in the opinion
of most people, was their particular
property. Those men may not have
acted wisely, but I maintain that the
other side, including Warden Hare,
acted ten times more unwisely. As fax
as I know legal opinion in the matter, I
have never come across a single person
who said that Warden Hare was justified
in that case. This motion asks the House
to appoint a Royal Commission to inquire
into the case; and, as mentioned by the
mover, there was a select committee
appointed by the last Parliament to con-
sider the case from the leaseholders'
point of view, and the committee reported
that the leaseholders had been unfairly
dealt with. On that report the Assembly
decided to compensate the leaseholders.
Shortly afterwards, Mr. Vosper (since
dead) proposed a similar motion in regard
to compensating the alluvial miners who
bad suffered imprisonment; but the
House threw out that proposal. I ask
the members of this House to seriously
consider that matter; for although Mr-
Vosper's proposal was rejected by the
last Parliament, yet a proposal to coma-
piensate those alluvial miners has not yet
been rejected by this Parliament. I do
not think it is fair to object to this
motion because the last Parliament
rejected a similar proposal. To some
persons not conversant with affairs on
the goldfields, this may seem to be a
trifling matter; but I can assure them it
is not a trifle to persons who have lived
in the Coolgardie district. This motion
may not pass in the present Parliament;
but I feel certain it will come up again,
probably three or four times. People feel

strongly oil it, and thousands of people
Ill, not be satisfied until the miners who

were unfairly dealt with in this ease get
equal justice with those who were con-
neieted with the lease.

MR. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret):
It was not my intention to speak on this
matter. The Premier and the member
for Claremont, both legal men, have
argued against the appointment of a
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Royal Commission simply because it
would practically he constituted as a
court of criminal appeal. I say this
House should consider a. Bill for creating
a court of criminal appeal. We know
that in civil aetions there are occasions
when the p"rt losing the case takes it to
a. higher court, in which the decision of
the lower court is reversed and the party
appealing wis the case. As our laws
stand now, we know that a person con-
victed of a criminal offence, whether
justly or not, has to do the time in prison.

THE PREMIER: He has his right of
appeal.

MR. TAYLOR: Not in a criminal court.
THE PIMMIER: Yes ; on a case stated.
MR. TAYLOR: What is the cost?
THE Punmimi: Not much.
Mn. TAYLOR: The facility for appeal-

ing in a criminal ease is not so easy as in
civil cases. No member here can speak
more feelingly on this matter than
myself. At a time when public feeling
ran high in a district, I have seen men
convicted by a jury of 12 on charges
which, if the trial could have been post-
poned two or three months, would hve
been regarded with calmer judgment by
people from whom. a jury is; drawn, and
probably no jury could then have been
found to convict on the samne evidence
and in the same way. I think there
shouldl be a. court of criminal appeal,
available without great expense to) the
parties concerned; and if this motion
will go any way in that direction, this
House should vote solidly for it. One of
the planks in my political platform was
the introduction of a Bill in this House
for constituting a court of criminal
appeal; and I will make that proposal
in due course, believing it to be in the
best interests of the State that this
facility should be provided. There is no
doubt in my mind about the injustice
perpetrated in many instances; and par-
ticular-ly when any case arises out of a,
differpee between labour and capital, I
know too well on which side the decision
of the court is likely to be. I n this case
of the Ivanhoe Venture dispute, how did
the court decide, and who were the
sufferers? It is all very well for the
Premier to say that these alluvial men,
by going to the gaol at Fremantle for
disobeying the order of the court, went
on " No. 1 rations." I say that by the

appearance of some of the men after
doing their month in gaol, they did not
improve on it.

MEMBER: Not there a Month.
ANO0THER MEMtBER:, They would not

leave it when they had the chance.
[Several interjections.]
MR. TAYLOR: They were too long in

gaol if they were there only a month.
They were unjustly punished, and this
House should consider the advisability of
compensating them. This House did
consider the case of' the other side, and
dlid compensate the leaseholders for their
loss. The course then taken showed that
the last Parliament was favourable to the
capitalists' side; and it is about time now
that the other side should have a chance.

Mu. J. Mt. flOPKiNS (in reply): It
appears there are no other members who
desire to support the motion. [MRF.
HARPER: Hear, hear.] I did not expect
support from the hnn. member interject-
ing, any way. There is just one point I
wish to refer to. The Premier stated
that if the motion were passed-and this
remark of the Premier's was supported
by the member for Claremont (Mr. W.
F. Sayer)-the House would be usurping
the functions of the Supreme Court, by
establishing, here a criminal court of appeal.

TaE PaE a:.E It was not my phrase.
Mn. HOPKINS: Tt was the phrase of

the member for Claremont, then; but the
Premier's remark came to the same
thing. I bold that when the House took
into consideration the question of comn-
pensating the owners of the Ivanhoe
lease, the Rouse also usuirped the functions
of the Supreme Court.

THE PREMIER:- Hear, hear. I said it
was a, scandalous thing.

Mat. HOPKINS:- The Premnier supports
that. There are two parties to the con-
tract. On the one hand there are the
leaseholders, and on the other the men
who were imprisoned for periods varying
from four to eight weeks. The principle
of compensation has been adopted on the
one side; and in the interests of fair-play
and justice, I say it is only a square deal
that what was given to one side should
also be given to the other. I do not
think it necessary to speak at greater
length. The feeling of the House is; very
evident. I have tabled the motion, and
am sorry that it has not met with more
support.

[ASSEMBLY. to Compensate.
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Question put, and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes ... ... ... 7

Noes ... ... ... 23

Majority against ..

AYES.
Mr. Daglish
Mr. Hasti
Mr. Reid
Mr. Beside
Mr. Stone
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Hopkina (TOWle).

NOES.
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Doberty
Mr. E wn
MrY Gardiner
Mr. Gordon
Mr. Gregory
MrY Harper
Mr. Hayward
Mr. flicks
Mr. Kinganml
Mr. Leke
Mr. Monger
Mr. Nanson
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Piesse
Mr. igot
Mr. ~ln
Mr. Sayer
Mr. Wallace
Mr. Welson
Mr. Jacoby (TO~

16

Question thus negatived.

NOTION-MINERAL PROTECTION AREA
(J. H. WALKER), TO INQUIRE.

DR. HICKS (Roebourne) moved:
That a select committee be appointed to

inquire into the reasons why a mineral
prospecting protection area, applied for by
James Hay Walker on the 24th October, 1898,
was not grated.

He said: T desire to mention that I have
an interest in the subject matter of this
motion. I draw attention in the House
to that circumstance in the event of the
House dividing on the question. As is
well known to all who have lived in
Western Australia for a number of
years, diamonds have been found in the
North: I think they wvere first discovered
some 10 years ago. For some time a
gentleman in the North endeavoured to
bring diamionds under the Minerals Act,
so that country might be taken up and
worked for diamonds. However, there
was some difficulty over the matter; and
it was not until a certain gentleman who
had been in the North came South, some
time in September of 1898, that diamonds
were brought under the designation of
minerals. Thereupon a regulation was
g-azetted empowering anyone who wished
to work diamonds as minerals to take up
one square mile as a prospecting protec-
dion area. It was farther provided that

in the event of diamonds being found in
payable quantities, a reward claim of
820 acres would be granted. As soon as
the regulations came into force, two
gentlemen, Mr. Lyon and Mr. Walker,
with myself, telegraphed to the Nullagine,
instructing an agent there to take out
640 acres on our behalf. The agent at
the Nullagine, not knowing the regulation
was in force, did not do so. Immediately
after that Mr. Walker wired to his
brother, who thereupon induced two men
to take up two prospecting protection
areas, one of 60 and another of 40 acres.
These areas were pegged out about the
15th October, 1898, by the two men, one
of whom was named Hail and the other
Doherty. Hall left, and then it was
necessary to get another agent. The
agent was appointed, and power of attor-
ney in favour of the agent was lodged at
the Warden's office at Hoebourne. The
areas were pegged out on the 17th October.
Two days later a certain Mr. Achimovitch
camne along and pegged one mile square.
That mile square included two areas
pegged out for Mr. Walker. As soon as
Mr. Achiinovitch had pegged out his 640
acres, he lodged at the Warden's Court,
Nullagine, an objection, of which I have
here a fair copy, protesting against Mr.
Walker's two areas on the ground that
they encroached on his area, The Warden
heard the case on the 14th or 15th
November-I will not be certain as to the
exact date-and, on our making inquiry,
from our agent at Nullagine, we learned
that the Warden had referred the matter
South for the Minister's decision. I may
say that whilst the ease was being beard,
objections lodged against Mr. Achimo-
vitch's area by several miners were
brought forward, but never the objection
lodged by Achimovitch #gainst Walker's
areas. On the 18th November, Mr.
Lyon telegraphed to Mr. J. Walker at
Nullagine, askinug what was being done
with regard to Achimovitch's objection,
and requesting that full particulars be
wired. He received this reply:

Cases heard Monday. Wiring evidence
Minister. Think will lose both applications.
Pegging irregular. Warden ruled power of
attorney no use unless registered here...
I believe that when a power of attorney
is registered in any office of the State it
holds good for the whole of the State.
On the 10th December. Mr. Lyon tele-
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graphed to the mining registrar at Nulla-
gine as follows:

Walkets prospecting protection areas. Has
Minister's decision been received yet? What
is it? Reply paid.
Mr. Walsh, the registrar, replied:

Walker's prospecting area. No decision
from Minister to hand yet.
Later in that mouth Mr. Lyon was in
Perth, and be called on the Under-Sec-
retary for Mines, Mr. Gill, who told him
that he knew nothing about the matter.
Mr. Lyon called again early in January,
when Mr. Gill informed himu that lie
knew nothing of the matter, and that
there was no decision by the Minister on
the point.. On the 4th November, 1898,
the regulation awarding 820 acres as a
reward claim was amended, and the area
of the reward claim was reduced to 20
acres. In February of 1899, however,
the Warden granted 320 acres as a reward
claim to Achimovitch, antedating the
grant to the 27th October, three weeks
before the case was heard in open court
at Nullagine. In April of the same 'year
Mr. Walker was at Nullagine, and asked
Mr. Walsh, the registrar. whether any
decision had come from the Minister.
The registrar replied, no. On the 27th
June, 1899, the present Minister for
Works asked in this House on what
date the reward claim of 320 aeres,
for the discovery of payable diamonds,
was granted to Mr. Spiro Achimovitch, et.
The Hon. H. B. Lefroy replied, -I was
made aware for the first time after notice
of these questions was given, that a
reward claim of 820 acres had been
granted, and have wired to the warden of
the Pilbarra goldfield instructing him to
inform me upon what date this has been
done, but have not yet received his reply."

MR. M. H. JAcoBY: Who was the
wardenP

DR. HICKS: Mr. Ostlund.
A MEMBER: He is still there.
DRi. HICKS: He is still there. I do

not know whyv this was referred to the
Minister, because I believe the warden's
jurisdiction extended overprotection areas.
In the case of leases, the Minister haod to
decide, but not in the case of a protection
area. I think I have fairly well described
the facts of the case, and I now move for
a select committee to be appointed to

inur into the reasons why Mr.
Walker's protection area was not granted.

Mr. W. J. BUTCHER (West Kimber-
ley) : I second the motion.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS
(Hon. W. Kingsmill): The motion brings
up again in this House a question in
which, at one time, I took a consider-
able amount of interest, and at. this
distance of time all feeling on the sub.
ject has disappeared. Still I think the
fullest inquiry should be made into the
circumstances attending the granting of
that reward claim. At the time the
regulations were first laid on the table
of the House, I pleaded, not alone in this
House but in the office of the then
Minister for Mines, that he should not
frame what I thought such absolutely
absurd regulations; and after what I
think I may call a pretty stiff fight, not
alone on the floor of this House, but also
before a select committee appointed to
inquire into the circumstances of granting
te 320 acres reward claim for diamonds,

I succeeded in carrying my point, only to
find that by the antedating of the
warden for the granting of this claim my
object was defeated. I do not wish to
dilate any farther on the aspect of this
case. I did so some two or three years
ago very fully, but I think the whole case
should form the subject of a searching
inquiry. I have much pleasure in sup-
porting the motion.

MR. Rt. HASTIE (Kanowna): I have
no objection to the passing of this motion
for the appointment of a committee, but
I would like to ask the legal members of
the House if the hon. gentleman who
brings forward this motion is not asking
the House to appoint a commuittee to
review a decision already come to by a
warden, and farther, if the matter has
not been discussed and disposed of by
this House already ?

MR. J. M. HOPKINS (Boulder): I
will support this motion if the hon.
member moving it will makce the time 'for
bringing up the report about three or
four months hence. My reason for that
is that there is only one committee room,
whereas five select committees are sitting
at the same time and on the same din',
and this will be the sixth.

MEmBER: Get another room.
Ma. HOPKINS: There are no other

rooms to get. I wish to point out that,
if the motion be carried, there should be
a long enough time to enable other comn-
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mittees to get through their work, and
then there would be no difficulty.

Tns MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
H. Gregory): T have no objection what-
ever to this select committee being
appointed. I think the matter has been
threshed out to a great extent in Parlia-
ment; still, there has been quite a new
phase put on the question by a fact
placed before us by the member for Roe-
bourne (Dr. Hicks), that prior to this
management taking up the area, a con-
stituent of the member for Roebojirne
had previously pegged out a portion of
it, and that application had been refused
by the warden. In any case the question
of granting that reward claim is well
worth inquiring into by this House,
because the circumstances connected with
it were always to my mind of a damaging
nature with regard to the late Adminis-
tration. I can assure the House that on
the 8th February, 1899, that certificate
was issued by the warden, granting a
reward claim of 320 acres; the certificate
was sent back to the warden, and some
months afterwards was returned to the
Mines Department, and purported to be
to the effect that on the 27th October of
the preceding year, the certificate had
been granted by the warden. I say this
matter could well be inquired into, and
if it cAn be shown that the warden acted
improperly -and that is the impression
on my mind at the present time-be is no
longer fitted for the service of this State.
If he has acted properly, we should
thoroughly understand he has done so,
and there should be no feeling against
him. That can only be settled by a
thorough investigation by a select com-
mittee of the House.

MR. F. MONGER (York): When I
saw this mild motion which has been
introduced by my friend, the learned
member on my left (Dr. Hicks), I never
thought it would assume the proportions
it appears to be taking in the minds of
some members. I believe this question
has been threshed out more than once on
the floor of the House, and I should be
wanting in my duty as one of those
directly interested in this great concession
which the late Administration granted to
the concessionaires, were I not to reply to
some of the remarks which have fallen
from Dr. Hicks, and from the Minister for
Works and the Minister for Mines. This

question was brought uinder the notice of
the late Administration, and I am sorry
the late Administration are not in power
to reply even to the small charges which
the Minister for Works attempted to
level at them.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKs: They did
not reply to them when they were in
power.

MR. MONGER: I have no desire to
go into ancient history and recall the
whole of the facts coninected with the
granting of this concession; but I believe
I am safe in saying that there is not one
solitary member who was associated with
that concession who would not willing-ly
hand over to my friend on the left, or to
my friends opposite, this great, noble,
and grand concession, for its absolute
and actual cost.

HoN. W. H. JuAng: You did not say
so at the time.

MR. MONGER: That may be, but I
would like to point out that somewhere
in September. 1898, the Government
issued some Government Gazette notice
whereb 'y they offered to give to any
person who could prove he could find
payable diamonds, north of a certain
latitude, a certain area to the extent of
320 acres. A syndicate was formed in
Perth with a desire of acquiring this
supposed diamiondiferous area. They
Set,' a. certain exploring party up, and
certain lands were pegged out in accord-
ance with the Jaws then in existence, and
in accordance with those laws a certain
reward area was granted to Mr. Spiro
Aehimovitch.

THE MINISTER FORl MINES: After the
regulation had been rescinded.

Mu. MONGER: Not after the regula-
tion had been rescinded.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: Oh, yes.
MR. MONGER: It had not beenI re-

scinded when the man had his pegs in
the ground: it was rescinded after he
put his pegs in. If a man pegs out a,
24-acre gold-mining area to-morrow, and
the Government bring in a new mining
law and Say "We are going to reduce
this down to six, and we will not allow
any nian. to peg out any' more than six,"
is that a fair line of argument to go upon?
When that man pegged out his 320 acres,
the law was in existence. A law is in
existence to-day allowing a man to peg
out 24 acres. I am sorry indeed that no



1284 Protection Area. [ASSEMBLY.] JoidgJeA'Redatires.

member of the late Administration who
happened to be conversant with this
particular question is in the House this
evening, otherwise such member could
tell the Minister for Mines and the mem-
ber for Roebourne that the idea they
have formed as to anything being carried
out contrary to the law then in existence
is absolutely without any foundation.

HoN. W. H. JAM Es: A committee will
clear it up.

MR. MONGER: As far- as I am per-
sonally concerned, I would bail with
pleasure the appointment of a select
committee to inquire into this, which is
one of the questions the gentlemen on
the Treasury benches were going to find
in the pigeon-holes, and sling out to
those who have been alongside the past
Administration. I say, go and look at
those pigeon-holes, go and examine them
as long as you like, and if you can bring
one piece of maladministration against
the late Government in connection with
this particular business, I shall bail with
pleasure the opportunity given to appoint
this select committee; I shall hail with
pleasure the opportunity given to the
Minister for Mines to examine these

pigeon-holes, and see if he can find any-
thing which mqv cause for one moment
any feeling tow~ards any person who
administered the department before him.

Question put and passed.

PROCESDURE.

THE SPEAKER: I find a little difficulty
has arisen about this appointment of a
select committee, according to our Stand-
ing Orders. The hon. member has
himself stated he is interested in this
question, and one of our Standing Orders
says:

No member shall sit on a select committee
who shall be personally interested in the in-
quiry before such committee.
Another Standing Order says that the
person who moves for a, select committee
shall be one of that committee. I
scarcely know how to get over this diffi-
culty, except that I would suggest that
five instead of four members be balloted
for [ omitting the mover]. That is thu
only way I can see to avoid the difficulty.

How. W. H. JfllEs: The hon. member
need not sit.

THE SPEAKER ± He could not sit,
because he is interested.

DR. HICKS: I said so, on purpose.
THE SPEAKER: It was quite right he

should say so.
Mn. M. H. JACOBY: I beg to draw

Iattention to the fact that the member for
IYork has also stated he is interested.

THE SPEAKER: If the member for
York is interested, he cannot be on this
select committee. I do not suppose he
wants to be on it. That is what I
suggest, that a ballot be taken fortfive
members instead of, as is usual, four.

S~allot taken and committee elected,
Icomprising Mr. Ewing, Mr. Hastie,

Mr. opkns.Mr. Jacoby, and Mr.
Rason; with power to call for persons
and papers and to sit during any adjourn-
ment of the House; to report this day
three weeks.

TELEGRAMS AND CORRESPONDENCE
OF MEMBERS, FREE.

POINT OF ORDER.

Notice of motion read :-Mr. HOPKINS
to move " That the telegrams and corre.
spondence of members of both Houses of
the Legislature of Western Australia
(other than telegrams and correspondence
sent in connection with their private
business or affairs) shall he carried or

Itransmitted at the expense of the State."
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: 1 would

like to ask your opinion, Mr. Speaker, as
to whether this motion is in order, in
view of the fact that posts and telegraphs
are now within. the province of the
Federal Parliament. If a motion of this
character be passed, a sum will have to
be placed on the Estimates for the put-pose
of defraying the expense. I ask your
ruling as to whether the motion can be
taken into consideration without a Mes-
sage from His Excellency.

THE SPEAKER: I think it requires a
Message from His Excellency to enable
this motion to be proposed.

MR. HOPKINS: I do not think I will
trouble His Excellency.

Motion lapsed.

MOTION-TUUQES' RELATIVES PLEAD-
ING AS COUNSEL.

MR. Dt J. DOHERTY (North Fre-
mantle) moved:

That it is the opinion of this Bons that
the Government should immediately introduce
an Act, pr-ohibiting a barrister or solicitor
pleading before a Judge of the Supreme Court
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of Western Australia, when such banrister or
solicitor is related by direct descent or marriage
to such Judge.
He said : I feel that thle present is an
opportune time for bringing forward
at motion of this bind; because the
men on thle Supreme Court Bench
to-day stand out as men of great
legal knowledge and as men in whom the
whole of the people of this State feel the
greatest confidence and reliance. I hope
it will not be thought by hon. members
that in bringing this motion forward I
mnean to offer any insult to the gentlemen
occupying these high positions. I can
assure members that such is far from my
intention. 'This subject has not only
engaged the attention of the people of
this State, but has been forcibly dealt
witb in other Australian communities.
Feeling on the matter ran very high in
Queensland some few years a go, for
reasons which obviously I should not
particularise. A motion7 on the subject,
which was brought before the Legislative
Assembly and carried by 40 to 4, ran
thus:

In the opinion of this House no Judge
should sit alone in a Court or Chambers in
any matter in which his son acts as, counsel.

This motion was affirmed by 40 to 4 in
the Queensland Assembly of 1892. A.
Bill, called the Judges Disqualification
Bill, was introduced into the Queensland
Parliament by a private member in 1894.
The measure did not puss into law, prob-
ably for the reason that it started at the
wrong end of the subject. The purpose
of the Bill wats to disqualify at Judge
fromt sitting on any ease in which his son
would appear. Under tha~t Bill, there-
fore, if ainy individual, say a solicitor,
wished to postpone a ease, all lie would
have to d~o would Ilie to brief a son of the
Judge who was to try the case, which
then must necessarily be postponed. The
other side would ibell stiffer expense and
delay, and consequently injustice. The
Bill, I say, was not carried; but the feel-
ingr of thle House was such that had the
disqualification been put on the solicitor
or barrister, thle measure would have been
on the statute book of Queensland at the
present day. in Fiji such a law now
exists. In New South Wales the subject
has received a good deal of attention at
the hands of the legal profession, and has
also been discussed in a periodical pub-

hled there in the interests of legal
practitioners. Moreover, such a law
exists in several States in America. A
Judge's son, who may be a practising
barrister or solicitor--

MR. GARDINER The motion says by
direct descent or marriage.

MR. DOHERTY, This is a delicate
subject, and I wish to treat it in a deli-
cate way. In my view it is scarcely fair
for the Judge, who may be, and of course
almost always is, an upright and honest
man, and who may entertain a prejudice
against his son's appearing before him, to
be placed in such a position. Probably
with a greatt many Judges the employment
of a; son as counsel would be to the detri-
ient of the party briefing him. How-
ever, to remove every Chance of miscon-
ception as to an advantage to be gained
from employing as counsel the relative of
a Judge., this motion should be passed.
Some people undoubtedly think that there
is a point to be gained by employing a
relative of the Judge. En other States
solicitors have not an audience in the
same way as barristers.

MR. GARDINER: That is so only in
New South Wales.

MR. DOHERTY: In Western Aus-
tralia the barrister and solicitor have
equal audience before the Judge; so that
necessarily the chances of relationship
between Judge and counsel is rather in-
creased. In the interests of the pure
adminlistration of justice, and for the
protection of the Judges as well as for the
protection of the people, 1 think that
some motion on the lines of that which I
have proposed, should be adopted. Why
should we allow the slightest breath of
suspicion to rest on any Judge presiding
over one of our courtsP His impartiality
should be removed from the arena o
doubt altogether.

Ma. GARDINER: He should not be
married, nor should be give in marriage.

MR. DOHERTY: 1 told the member
for Albany (Mr. Gardiner) before that I
did not wish to introduce irrelevant matter
into this debate.

MR. GARDINER: That is according to
the motion: you cannot get out of your
own motion.

MR. DOHERTY: It is witbin the
province of the hon. member to bring his
ability to bear on the matter; but I do
not wish any objectionable or irrelevant
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matter to be introduced into the discus-
sion. The matter is serious, and deserves
serious discussion; and there should be
no needless interjections, which tend only
to irreverence. Probably cases are within
the knowledge of many members where
men related to Judges have been employed
in preference to men who possessed
much greater knowledge of the law and
much greater ability at the bar; men
who by reason of their ability and ex-
perience were at the top of their profes-
sion, have been passed over for inferior
men. I will admit that this kind of
thing was done unknown to the Judges;
but a certain feeling exists, and the
public naturally often think that an in-
justice may have been done. Now that
we have men on whom we can depend,
men on whom certainly no breath of
suspicion can rest, now is the time to
deal with the matter. The time 'nay
come when we shall have on the bench
Judges possibly subject to influence. We
do not know what the future may bring
forth, and if we provide against any
evil such as I have suggested, we shall do
a great deal of good; for, if in the future
there he any danger of malpractice, w'e
shall have nade provision against it. I will
leave the further discussion of the. matter
more particularly to gentlemen interested
in the law ; and I1 hope that these gentle-
men will bring their authority and
knowledge to bear and give us the benefit
of their experience. I unreservedly ad-
vocate the motion, because it is moved
for only one reason; and that is, to
maintain the purity of the administration
of justice in Western Australia.

MR. W. F. SAYER (Claremont) : I
submit that it would be well if the boa.
member withdrew this motion. The
forensic talent and the judicial faculty
are to a great extent hereditary. 'We
find at home such names as Coleridge, and
Denman, and Chitty recurring again and
again.

MR. DOHERTY: Yes; but Lord Cole-
ridge would never allow his son to
practise before him.

MR: SAYER: If we were to permit a
motion of this kind to be carried, the
effect might be that the men best qualified
to succeed their fathers at the bar would
be compelled to follow some occupation
for which the 'y were less fitted by the
qualifications with which nature had

endowed them. I have myself seen the
present Lord Coleridge practise at the
Bar, and I know he appeared before the
late Lord Chief Justice Coleridge.. I
have "mown generations of Chittys ; I
knew the grandfather and the father of
the present Mr. Thomas Wills Cliitty.
I knew the present Mr. Cbitty at the
common law Bar, and his father became
Chancery Judge. Lord Russell's son
was at the common law Bar.

MR. DOHERTY: He never practised.
MR. SAYER: Unquestionably he did.

Eminent counsel are bound to accept
every brief that comes in their way. I
think that a barri4er who happens to be
the son of a Judge on the bench is under
some disadvantage, because there is a
tendency on the part of the Judge to lean
somewhat against his son at the Bar. from
the very fear of suspicion of partiality.

Mn. DonnarY:; Then whly should that
be ?

MR. SAYER: I do not think that
perhaps ini the long-run the suitor isIhandicapped in regard to his verdict;
because although the father may be
inclined to lean somewhat against his son

pfor fear of suspicion of partiality, no
injustice is done. Still, the rule might
without difficulty be established in
England, in view of the division of the
Supreme Court into two parts, consisting
of the Chancery side and the Common

ILaw side. That has not been done,
however, and inasmuch as it has not
been done there, why should we adopt
such a course here, where we have only
one Supreme Courte His father follow -
ing the equity side rather than the
common law side: perhaps that may have
been the reason why the present Mr.
TIhomnas Wills Ohitty, who was at the
common law Bar, (lid not follow the
equity pnuctice, in which his father
occupied so eminent a position. Here,
seeing that we have only one Supreme

ICourt and not two divisions, it would be
inpossible to anticipate that the son
woulId come practically before the father,
because he would not be able to practise
at all.

MR. DOHERTY: There are four Judges:
a mnan does not have four fathers.

MR. SAYER: I think I have said
enough to lead the hon. membler to see
that in no ease could the public suffer by
the continuance of this rule; that he is
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seeking to do that which is not dlone
anywhere else; and last of all it might
under our present circumstances, lead to
very great injustice to members of our
profession whio have the honour to be
related to distinguished Judges on the
bench in this State.

TIE PREMIER (Hon. G. Leake) : I
do not know what other members are
going to do, but I am going to vote
against this motion. It is quite Evident
from the manner in which the hion.
member introduced the subject that hie
does not much believe in it, and I can-
not help thinking he is just having a
little fun, but not at anybody's expense
in particular, because be has been very
careful not to give any instances which
could possibly cast anyv reflections upon
individuals. That being so, I say there
is no necessity for such a motion, because
unless the hon. member can say that
there is somne existing scandal, such a
motion aq this is not justified, nor is it
necessary. The lion. member has been
careful not for a moment to suggest that
there exists any scandal in the aduiinis-
tration of our Supreme Court, hut the
motion suggests legislation to prevent,
certain professional men from practising
their profession in the law courts of this
State, and it siuggests that no person
who is related to a Judge of the Supreme
Court 'by direc;t descent or by inarriage
,should plead before such Judge. I was
situated some years in the position which
is contemplated in this inotion. My own
father was temporarily on the Bench of
the Supreme Court, and permanently
occupied the Magisterial Bench in Perth,
and if there was one mtan I wouldI not go
before, it was rev own father when he was
on the Bench.

Mu. Bowmeny: He knew yon.
TuerF PREMIER: He knew mne, and

I knew him, and nty clients knew us
both, and I inn perfectly certain that the
fact of my taking a, case before himi was
of no benefit to me personally nor to my
client; and I think that was what would
possibly obtain before any right-minded
Judge administering justice in this or
any other State. If that is the state of
facts, the lion. member need not express
any great concern about the client who
has to employ a barrister or solicitor;
and it is only, I say, in the event of any
scandal occurring or threatening that we

should pass any such motion or such
.provision as. this. Of course it is human
instinct for the parent to have some regard
for the child; but when Judges, who are
men of mature age and special training,
and generally of well-balanced minds,
have to give decisions, those decisions
are not in favour of their relatives who
happen to be solicitors or barristers.
They are in favour of the client. LAd I
cannot so far declare that there has been
anything that suggests a scandal or bias
in the administration of justice in our
Supreme Court.

Mn. B. J. BOHERnTY: It is not now.
This is to prevent it in future.

THE PREMIER: Let us wait till it
comes, and I will be one of the first to
join with the hon. member in attacking
any barrister or solicitor, or, for the
matter of that, any Judge whom I find
unduly biassed on the Bench. I think
hion. members will believe I am prepared
to uphold the integrity and fair dealing
of the Bench. But if you are going to
be so scrupulous in this regard, and pre-
vent blood. relations or those connected
by marriage from practising before a6
Judge, you ought to go a step farther to
be consistent, and introduce another dis-
qualification, which would probably have
far more effect. That is, friendship.
Friendship is far more likely to warp
one's feelings than. relationship. Again,
supposing a6 Judge has himself formerly
practised in the State with partners (and
that hias happened), you should, to be
consistent, disqualify the partner, with
whom hie is naturally on terms of friend-
ship, and with whom probably. he has
been making money. Has it ever been
-suggested that the Chief Justice, Mr.
Justice Stone, has ever been biassed in
favour of his old partner, Mr. Burt, or the
son, Mr.Frank Stone. [MEMBER: Never.]
Never;i absol utely never. Anud it is not
likely Mr. Parker would be biassed in
favour of his brother, or of his son-in-
law, or his own son, whein he came before
him. Mr. Justice liensiman has a son
practising, and no member can lay his
finger on a case and say in regard to
it that any one of these Judges on the
Bench has behaved himself in a, wav to
suggest the element of scandal or unfair
dealing. I ask mnembers to be very
careful before they adopt such a motion.
I accept the assurance of the mover (Mr.
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Doherty) that there was no hidden insult
to the Bench. I know he is a, man too
honourable and of too fine a feeling to do
anything so mean or despicable ats that;
and there was no necessity for the hon.
member to excuse himself on that point.
I know perfectly well he has brought
this forward out of a sense of duty; but
when you come to weigh the pros and
cons and find out whether there really
does exist anything in the nature of a
scandal, I am sure the hon. member will
see there was really no necessity for
bringing this up. Perhaps the motiuon
was, ritten at a moment when the hon.-
member was smarting from a recent
event; and had he framed the motion
yesterday instead of a, week ago, prob-
ably the whole thing would have been
put forward in a tentative sort of way.
But unhappily for the hon. member, we
have overtaken this motion to-night, and
be felt impelled, no doubt, to get rid of
it from the Notice Paper. I commend
the hon. member for the very moderate
way in which he has introduced the
subject, without making use of one
offensive phrase or one thing that even
suggested offence ; and T am glad to
think that at any rate, if this motion be
rejected, there will be one member pleased
and satisfied, that being the mover him-
self. The hon. member, with his know-
ledge of the practice of the Courts, will
see, of course, that the motion is very
comprehensive, and prevents those gen-
tlemen. under disqualification fromn plead-
ing before a Judge of the Supreme
Court. He does not limit that restriction
to cases at nisi prius either with1 or
without a jury .nor does he limit it to
applications in chambers, nor to thv
Banco Court. I would really like the
hon. member to view the situation front
each of these points of view. There
cannot be any objection to a person,
whether he is a friend of the Pre-
mier or is a son or a. daughter of a
Judge-if ladies do become barristers in
this State-pratising in thle Court of
Appeal, where they have to discuss dry

poIts of law, and where sentiment is
altogether eliminated. If we were at nii
prins and before a jury, the jury would
be there to protect the interests of. all
parties. The only possible chance where
undue influence might come in would
be where a Judge sits alone without a

jury. I am inclined to think that any
Judge who showed improper bias to any
party in an action, merely because that
party was represented in court by some
particular lawyer or relative of the Judge,
would raise suchb a storm that it would be
impossible for him to remain on the
Bench. There is no necessity for a. resolu-
tion in the matter, because any right-
minded Judge, if he thought there was a
likelihood of anything of this kind
occurring, would' no doubt, in consulta-
tion with his colleagues, say: "We will
make it a rule ourselves, and make it a
suggestion that certain individuals out
of good taste had better not appear before
us." So, if there does exist anything like
a scandal-and I declare most emphati-
cally that it does not exist-then the
remedy is in the hands of the Judges
themselves. If ih1ere is one thing that
Judges would jealously guard against, it
would be the tumbling into such a pitfall
as this; and if you have a Bench con-
stituted of three strong Judges, assuming
one of them to be inclined to make a
mistake of this kind, you would soon find
his two colleagues would be down on him,
and probably the influence of the one
Judge, which was oper 'tiug perhaps
apparently Lo the advantage of a, certain
barrister, would react on himself, the
other two Judges being against him.

Mx. Dons WT'v: Even that is bad.
Ta PREMIER: Of course it is bad,

lint it shows that the position of a
barrister so placed cannot be used to the

idisadvantage of the general public. If a
client is so unfair as to, think that., by
obtaining the services of a particular
barrister, hie can get an undue advantage,.
that client should not complain if he goes
down; because having tried to be a little
tricky, and getting hold of the wrong
man, he may get a disadvantage instead

ofavantage. Therefore hie should not
complain; and I anud the hon. member
would join in the laugh against one who
wvas so tricky. If hon members think
something ought to be said that has not
been said on this question, I hope they
Will speak out; and if members can
convince me there is anything in the
nature of a scandal, I will be one of the
first to join in putting it down. If such.
a thing existed, it would be our duty, not
to suggest an Act as this motion proposes,
but we should pass a distinct resolution,
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and thus administer a reprimand to the
person who was at fault. But this is not
what we complain of now. We ought to
he fair to all parties. This motion, if
carried, would affect several firms in this
city: it would affect Stone. and Burt,
Parker and Parker, it would affect my
own firm, it would affect Ewing and
Downing, and it would affect Heusman
and Nicholson. I do not think anybody
ever sends me a brief because he thinkis
I have got pewrsonal influence with any
one of the Judges. If members know
anything about banristers, and if any
member were to suggest to them that,
they should see what they, could get out of
a Judge, it would be very interesting for
the third par~v to listen to the reply. I
should not be particularly choice in the
language I used on such an occasion as
that,and the personu who had made the sug-
gestion would probably go away with a.
remarkable echo in his ear. 1 am satisfied
that the mover in this matter does not wish
to make anl attack either on the Judges or
on members of tht- legal profession; and I
trust he will not press this motion to a
division. If he does so, I shall have to
vote against him. I ask hon. members
not to pass this motion. If they do pass
it, at any rate let them justify it. Let
there be no mincing of words or ideas:
let them speak out straight, and tell this
House there exists in our midst a judicial
scandal which justifies such an inference
as is suggested by this motion.

MR. J. G-ARDINER (Albany):- I rise
to oppose the motion. I have always
understood it was desirable to have on
the Bench the best lawyers we could,
possibly get; and I feel sn that in
considering tIhe qualifications of onje
eligible, we do not want it first ascer-
tained wivnt firm of solicitors he is
connected with by marriage or by rela-
tionship in the city. It would be
extremely inconvenlienit if such wore the
case, and if we were debarred from
selecting our Judges because of this kind
of disqualification. It would simply mean
that we would require to elevate to the
Bench men not having the most desirable
qualifications, in order that they' should
not have practising before them blood
relations or relations by marriage. The
mover took me to task because of an
interjection I made. I may say lani just
ats serious as he is on this question. I do

not think the hon. member intended to be
personal: he is actuated by the highest
possible motives in bringing this question
before us. There have been instances in
other States where J udges have rather

Itaken exception to their sons practising
before thenm. I believe there was an
instance in New s outh Wales of a son
prasctising before Ilis father, and it is said
that on one occasion the Judge being
-addressed by the son in Court, said, " I
cannot hear you, but I see you." That-was
understood to be a polite intimation that
the rather did not want him to plead the
particular case before him. If our
judicial Bench is occupied by men so
noble as that J udge showed himself to be,
there is no necessity for this motion,
especially in a small community like this,
as it tends to restrict us in the choice of
the best talent for the highest judicial
positions. Judges in most of the Aus-
tralian States have been very free from
taint in this respect. In Victoria there
were two Judges, father and son, who
occupied the Bench at the same time,
either or both being ornaments to the
Bench. It would be bad indeed if we

Iwere to suggest that the leading members
of the legal profession could not occupy
the Bench because of blood relationship
or marriage coninection.

Ma. DoRERTY: No disqualification for
at Judge "n the Bench. It relates to a.
son pleading before him.

MR. GA&RDIN ER:. If the motion does
Inot mean at hardship to the Judge, it
must be a hardship to certain members
of the profession practising before him.
Where is this to stop ? In years to
come my friend the Premier might have

*a child whoim my son might marry, and
hie (the Premier) might beon the Bench :
should that son-in-law be debarred from
pleading before hiun as a member of the

*legal profession I r~i terms of the
motion might be extended, by saying no
Judge should have any preference for a
member of Parliament who had sup-
ported the elevation of that Judge to the
Bench when the qualifications of that
Judge were before this House for decision.
It is equally right if you infer that at
batrrister, related by marriage to a Judge
whose elevation to the Bench he had
strongly advocated in this House while
a lnember, should not be allowed to plead
before that Judge. We do not want it
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to be so. We want our Judges to be
above reproach: at the same time we do
not want to hamper them or the barristers
practising before them, because they
happen to be related by marriage or
other connection.

MR. J. L. NANSON (Murchison).
It seems a pity that this and some oter
questions which have been debated
to-night could Dot have been relegated
to some debating society department of
Parliament. Possibly members who
wished to air opinions on such subjects
might do so in their private time; and
they could enjoy this somewhat dreary
form of recreation without compelling
other niemubers, who regard it as their duty
to attend to the business of the country, to
waste an unconscionable amount of time
in listening to debate on questions which,
I venture to say, might very well be left
to some more fitting opportunity. We
have before us at the present time a
Notice 'Paper of tremendous dimensions;
and if this intolerable waste of time be
allowed to continue, we know very well
that, at any rate outside the walls of this
Chamber, the lparliamentarv institutions
of this State will tend to incur a very
considerable degree of contempt. Dealing,
however, more particularly with the
question before the House, I must confess
that the hon. miember responsible for the
motion has not, judged even by a debating-
society standard, given us a large amount
of information, or such au amnount of
information as to enable us to vote on the
question with any degree of confidence.
Ile referred to what was the law in that
interesting country, Fiji. Although, by
a modest interjection, I endeavoured to
ascertain from imi whether lie was
referring to the anUcienlt laws of that
country or not, I was unable to discover
exactly what was in his mind. I sincerely
trust lie was not referring to the ancient
Law of Fiji, because I believe the most
honloured law and custom in that country
up to a few years ago, was the practice of
cannibalism. If we follow the example
of Fiji in one particular, we may
have the member for North Frenian tie
bringing up this unfortunate Fijian pre-
cedent in other particulars. In Fiji
it was at one time the customn for the
Judge, if he could possibly manage
it, to eat any unfortunate litigant. If we
are to go for our precedents to countries

*but recently remopved from the most abject
savagery, I can only hope that in a very
short time we shall not be reduced to a
condition- [Laughter and interjections.]
-However, I shall vote against this
motion, not so much because I am
persuaded that there may not he some-
thing in what the bon. member advances,
buit because he has altogether failed to
give us such information on the subject
as would justify us in supporting the
motion. It seems to me-if I may be
allowed to express the opinion-that this
is very frequently the case in motions of
the kind. Members put motions on the
Notice Paper, and ask the House to agree
to propositions that are, to puit it mildly,
of a somewhat astonishing description.

Mn. JACOBT: Name sonme?
Mnu. NANSON: I could easily namne

some if the House would give me indulg-
ence while I look down the Notice Paper
for a minute or two.

SEVERAL MEMBERS: No, no.
MR. NANSON: I shall oppose the

motion for the reason that we have not
sufficient information before us,, and I
should not have spoken on it but that I
wished to offer stone protest against a
waste of time which is absolutely intoler-
able when legislat 'ion of the utmost
importance to the ctountry is waiting to be
deallt with.

'Ma. G, TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret) : I
rise to suppoit the motion. It has been
stated by the mover that other cointnuni-
ties have been compelled to plate on thle
statute book a pirovision that a son shiall
not appear as advocate 1wfore his father.
If that be necessaryv in a country where
there is onl.*Y one judge and only one son,
hlow much luore necessary is it in this
State where, according to the confession
of the Premier himself, thle legal fraternity
aLre PIaLcticitly all relatede I know tle
array of forensic eloquence a layman will
have to meet in this House or in any
other place, when Ile attacks the sacred
legal body. We know the degree of

punanimity existing in the legal fraternity,
and bow dangerous it is for an outsider
to attack them; but I certainly shall
support the motion; and my suppoirt
Will be based on the highest grounds
possible, the grounds of justice and fair
play. I repeat, if it be necessary for such
at measure to be placed on the statute
book of a country where there is only one

[A-SSEMBLY.] as Counsel. -
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sofl to appear before one fatl
must be absolutely necessa
something of the kind in aS
nearly all the members of
fraternity are relted. I do
Cast any reflection on the law '
State. I base my support on
of the Premier, thamt if the n1
adopted we would have to
new set of Judges or a new set o
and solicitors. Therefore Ia
member for North Fretnautl
grounds for bringing his moti
and I am sorry it has receiv
support. In my opinion, thej
not go far enough. I would
that no Premier of the State
allowed, while holding office
before any Judge; because we
the remuneration of Judges
the Government, and we hi
fluence which his position
Premier when, perha~ps, thee
the Judge before whom It
depends on him. I consid
motion should go so far as to;p
sort of thing. To make use 0
sion very prevalent in this
that reason and many oth~
support the motion.

Question put, and a divieioi
the following result:-

Ayes .. ..
Noes .. ..

Majority at
Arts.

lMr. Connor
Mr. Hopkins
Mr. Monger
Mr. Heid
Mr. Stone
I Ta%,r

Mr. Do erty (Fle)

gaimist

Mr. Butch
Mr. nos
Mr. Eij
Mr. Ganh
Mr. 0 rep'
Mr. Harps
Mr. Basil
Mr. Hsrv
Mr. Hicks
Mr. Higha
Mr. n

Mr. Johns
Mr. Kings
Mr. Leaks
Mr. Mcoe
Mr. Nansc
Mr. O'Con
Mr. Quints
Mr. Resid
Mr. Wilso
Mr. Raswn

Question thus negatived.

MOTION-Afl'ORNEY GEN
APPOINTED A JUDE

MR. D. J. DOHERTY (

nmantle) moved:-
That it is the opinion of this E

no case should the Attorney

her, then it appointed to the position of Supreme Court
ry to have Judge of this State until such appointment
iate where has received the saniction of Parlianment.

the legal He said : I shall be content with formally
mOt wish to moving this motion. I decidedly object
'ers of this to any member coming to this House, as

the words the member for the Murchison (Mr.
lotion were Nanson) did, and saying that a great ques-
introduce a tion that relates to the justice of this
if barristers country should not be discussed here.
ay that the The hon. member with tiddliwinking
e has good forms occupies the House every time he
on forward, can. He thinks he is dictating to the
ed so little people of this country. I for one will
notion does not be dictated to by him as to my

add to it conduct here. and I seriously object to
should be this form of criticism which appears in

to pead a sub-leader, and which I hope will uot
know that Lbe tolerated by any other members

depends on of the House. If lie is to be a master
ow'the in- of etiquette in this matter, he must
nay give a find a school other than the Legislative
levation of Assembly, and other pupils. I think-
e practises that the manner in which be tried to
er that the dictate to the House was an insult to it.
)revenitthat I formally move the motion standing in
f an expres- my name.
House, for THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
,rs I shall H. Gregory): I hope the House will

resent this urtion. I may draw atten-
I taken with tion to the fact that the hon. member

who hans brought the motion forward sat
7 behind the late Administration all the

..22 time lie was in this House. They had
- the power which has been given to the

15 Attorney General, and, what is more,
[ORBthat power has been exercised in the

past. 1 think it shows very bad taste
ocr and pique over the recent action oif theor Government. I wish the hon, member

r ~would withdraw the motion, because I
airtthink it emphasisest a thing which came
in up here only on a very late occasion.

wortli THE COLONIAL TREASURER
son (Hon. F. Illingwvorth): I would like to
mill call the attention of the House to what I

maid deem to be a somewhat important phase
of the subject-the question whether the

inoPrimnrfte onr hudb
o deprived of the services of anly legal

(Toicr). igentleman who aspires, as alnioet every
tlegal gentleman does in time process of his

ERAL, IF business and in the practice of his pro-
M. fession, to arrive at tme highest standard,

North Fre- that is to become a Judge-because that
is practically what it comes to. It comes

ous that in to this, that he has to Choose whether he
General be will be a member of Parliament and lose
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some of his chances of becoming a Judge,
or whether he will refrain from being a
member -and retain those chances of being
a Judge.

Mr.. DoeRTy: Oh, no. The sanction
of Parliament is all that is wanted.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: All
English-speaking people have followed
the system existing now, and that is that
the Government have the pnivilege of
making its own appointments to the
Bench, and, if they desire, of appointing
the Attorney General for the time being.
That has been dlone in all the States, and
it has also been done in Great Britain.

MR. 3. M. HopKINS: Always a row
over it.

THE COLJONIAL TREASURER: Of
course certain people imagine that because
a man exercises power he exercises it
wrongfully, and. there are some people
who are dissatisfied with any appoint-
ment that may be made. The motion, if
passed, would go in the direction of
causing us to lose the services in Parlia-
ment of some of the most brilliant
members of the Bar, preventing them
from taking part in political life, simply
because by so doing they would injure
their chances to some extent of gaining
what every professional man aspires to,
and that is to be placed upon the Bench.
It seems to we for that reason alone this
House ought to reject the motion.

'MR. M. H. JACOBY (Swan): I am
rather inclined to support this motion,
more particularly because I followed the
Premier with niuch interest when he told
us in such eloquent language of the
Attorney General appointing himself to
the position of a J1udge. I agree with the
Premier in what lie, said about that, and
I think that the Government, considering
they made such a strong point in a recent
discussion of the fact of the Attorney
General appointing himself to the position,
might be naturally expected to support
this motion. I amn rather surprised to
find that two members of the Government
have expressed their opposition to it. I
can hardly follow the Colonial Treasurer
when he says that carrying this motion
will have the effect practically of sh utting
lawyers out of this House, because by
getting into the Rouse they would
practically forego all opportunities of
advancement to the Bench.- I cannot quite
follow the argument, and I feel sure that

if we had as a member of the Government
a particularly capable gentleman suitable
for the position of Judge there would be
no hesitation in sanctioning his appoint-
ment. I have much pleasure in isupporting
the motion.

MR. J. M. HOPKINS (Boulder) : I
think it would be preferable for the
mover of this motion to withdraw it, and
bring it up at a later period in a. different
form. I do not think we can get away
from the fact that when the motion was

11 framed there was as small amount of party
feeling existing. For my own part, I am
entirely dissatisfied with the present
system. I am dissatisfied with the method
in which these Judges have been appointed
in the past, and I am dissatisfied with the
method existing at the present time. I
think there is some feeling in the minds
of some hon. meminbers even now, and the
matter might be brought up at a later
time when that feeling has died out.

Mn. DOERTY:. What feeling was th at?
Mn. 3. M.- HOPKINS: There was some

feeling a few nights ago.
Mn.' DOHERTY: I did not know about

it.
MR. J. M. HOPKINS: Probably some

members atre tired, and others have not
had time to give consideration to the
question. Although this is a matter of
great importance, there are not many
inclined to take the matter up seriously
and consider it. For that reason I can-
not see my way to support the motion. If
it comes up at a later time and in a modi-
fied form, T shall be very pleased to do so.

THE PREMIER (Ron. G. Leake):;
I object to the motion and the way it is
put, for the simple reason that it ta'kes
awayv from the Government one of their
privileges, namely the appointme~nt of
officers to any vacancies in the civil
service, and transfers that power to
Parliament. I do not. think it is a good
principle at all that any appointment
should be practically in the hands of
Parliament as a body. It is outside their
powers and privileges altogether. So far
as the underlying principle is concerned,
I ami quite in favour of it. I have
expressed myself so in public, and it
would be a good thing for the Ministry of
the day to understand that for an
Attorney General to appoint himself to a6
vacancy on the Supreme Court Bench
might possibly lead to trouble afterwards

[ASSEMBLY.] Judgeship.
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in Parliament. In my own case, if there
were a vacancy on the judicial Bench and
I were Attorney Genera], I should cer-
tainly hesitate before taking the billet
myself.

MR. TAYLOR: It has been done in
other States.

THE PREMIER: Undoubtedly it has;
but it has invariably led to a good deal
of ill-feeling, not only in Parliament but
at the Bar and in put-lic. I ob 'ject to the
motion. I have no doubt there was some
personal influence, that it was a personal
shot at myself when the motion was
framed; and on these grounds I should
be justified in opposing it. ButlIdo not
do it on these grounds. I have openily'
said I am not a candidate for a judge-
ship. Had I been so, I could have
appointed myself the other day. I did
not do it, nor should I do it. I should
hesitate before I did anything of the
kind. I to not think it is right that this
motion should find a place on the records
of this House, because I feel that Parlia-
treat is thereby taking on itself too
much; that is to say, that Parliament
reserves to itself the right, to fill a certain
appointment in a certain event.

Mn. DOHERTY: The motion does not
say so.

THE PREMIER: It says that iii no
case should the Attorney General be
appointed to the position of a. Supreme
Court Judge until such appointment has
received the sanction of Parliament.
Consequently. if Parliament does not
happen to be in session and the Attor.
ney General happens to be the best
man available for a vacancy on the
judicial Bench, that gentleman cannot be
appointed until Parliamnent meets.

MR. flOHERY: He can lie appointed
.as acting-Judge.

Tuis PREMIER: But no man in a
position qualifying him for such appoint-
mnent, and having a good business. would
take the risk of being "' fired out" two or
three weeks after, or- two oi- three months
after the appointment, and losing his
practice. It might injure him. unless lie
to)ok the position feeling pretty certain he
wvas going to be confirmed in it.

MR. TAYLOR: He Would take the
ordinary business risk-

THE PREMIER: Yes; buit no prudent
barrister would take the risk in such a
case.

MEMBER: He would have doubts about
his ability.

AnoTniRn Mstnxg: He would have
doubts about Parliament.

THEn PREMIER: If this motion has
any personal reference to myself, I give
my assurance now that I am not a candi-
date; and if there is a vacancy, T will not
appoint myself to the Supreme Court
Bench. If the Attorney General of the
day happens to be the best man at the
Bar, why should he not have the position
when a vacancy occurs?

ME. JAcoBY: The motion has no
personal application.

THE PREMIER: I1 rather think it has.
If the hon. member does call for a division,
I hope other members will vote with me
to reject the motion.

Mr. R. HASTIE (Kanowna) : I do not
think there is much of a personal appli-
cation in this motion. All that is meant
is that we should declare the present
arrangement as unsatisfactory in regard
to the appointment to the judicial Bench.
We all know that a number of people
have strongly objected to the present
sy, stem of making appointments; and it
is time that some Government should
provide a new mode of appointing Judges
to the Bench. To make such appoint-
ment is an important action, which
should be exercised with the utmost care.
In saying that the present system is
unsatisfactory, I do not mean that the
motion is unsatisfactory; because if in
future an Attorney General is appointed
to the judiciary Bench with the sanction
of Parliament, I shall have no reasonable
objection to that. In neark v every case I
have heard of in which an Attorney
General was appointed by the Govern-
ment of the dayv, that Government bad a
miajority in the representative House, and
therefore could absolutely in every case
get the sauction of that House to its
proposal; so that the sanction would he
onlyv of a nominal nature. The mover of
the motion having called attention to the
matter should be content with that, and
tiy to devise some better and more prac-
tical meians of appointing Judges.

Ma. T. F. QUINLiAN (Toodyay): My
reason for having seconded this motion
was, not with a view of reflecting upon
the last appointment made to the judi~ial
,Bench in this State; for if the proposal to
make the appointment had come before
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this House, the gentlemau would have been
regarded as one of those in this State who
bad first claim to the position by his long
standing here. I do not think that
because a person has been Attorney
General that is necessarily a recommen-
dation for his appointment to~the judicial
Bench: his being Attorney General would
result from the fact that he was elected
to this Houise by somte constituency and
that he was a solictor in good praztice. I
do not think, either, that it would be a
recommendation for his appointment that
lie happened to be a member of Parlia,-
snent; for I have not the highest opinion
of members of Parliament, although I
happen to be one. MIy constituents have
confidence in me ; and if they took me to
he either a hypocrite., a rogue, or a
fool

Mn. HASTIE: The whole three,
perhaps.

MR. QUINLAN: If they took me to
be one of these three, then I would prefer
to be in the last categoy-I would prefer
to he regarded as a fool-because I have
seen so much turning and twidting, by
members of Parliament that I think it
is better to be considered a fool than to
be considered either of the other things ;
and even if regarded as a. fool, a member
may- still do good for his country. My
experience of Judges is not extensive;
but I know it is true that we have had in
the past people occupying the position of
Attorney General who were entitled to
judgeships, and that the Government of
the day have thought fit to make a change.
I contend that whether a. person be so
entitled or not, once being placed in
that position be is entitled to remain in
it.

Mn. DAGLIsH: What has that to do
with the motion V'

MR. QUINLAN: This much: it has
been argued by the Premier to-night
that such is not the case, that a person
should not have a, right to appoint him-
self. But the Premier intends to oppose
the motion, all the same. I consider that
Parliament is the proper abuthority to
confirm an appointment. For that reason
I shall support the motion of the member
for North Frenmantle (Mr. Doherty). In
other Words, my desire is that it shall not
W~in the power of the Attorney General
to appoint himself. I rose to express my
reasons for supporting the motion. There

is no intention on MY part to reflet on
the present occupant of the office.

MR. H. DAGLISH (Suitaco): I desire
to point out to the House that the motion,
if carried, would really bie of no value.
If an Attorney-General desired to be
appointed, he could easil Y resign his
position as Attorney General; and a new
Attorney General having been obtained
in his place, the ex-Attorney General
could be appointed to a judgeship by the
Government. By this inwans the position
could be filled without Parliament being
consulted in any way whatever, the terms
of the motion being in this way fulfilled.
I contend that we must trust our Minis-
ters to some extent. Like other bon.
members, I object to the present system.
because I do not think any man is a, good
judge of his own capacity or of his own
fitness for any position. An Attorney
General is not in the best poisition to
decide on his own fitness to occupy a. seat
on the Bench. He is subject to a certain
amount of prejudice in favour of the
candidate, if I may say so. At the same
time, as I said, no advantage is to be
gained by passing the motion.

Mn. F. WILSON (Perth): By adopt-
ing this motion we should be interfering
with the righits of the Crown. Since the
very early days of ritish history it has
been, I think, the right of the Crown to
make judicial appointments under the
advice of responsible Ministers. We
may just as well seek to limit the right
of the Ministry of the day to make an
appointment in any other section of the
civil service, as to limit its rights to make
appointments to judgeships. Take, for
instance, the position of Engineer-in-
Chief: why should not the appointment
of the Engineer-in-Chief be taken out of
the hands of the Ministry ?'

A Mmn n: The hEngineer-in-Ohief
does not appoint himself.

Mn. WILSON: But a. Minister might
he a very good civil engineer, and he
might appoint himself Engineer-in-Chief.
Again, a Minister for Mines mnight appoint
himself Inspector of Mines. It might
suit Ministers to accept appointments of
that sort. They would naturally get the
appointments if their colleagues ronsid-
ered them fit for the positions. There is
a proper method by which Parliament
controls all these mnatters. We have
responsible Ministers. The same principle

[ASSEMBLY.1 Judy'-ohip.
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holds in respect of thosel appointments
as in respect of appointments in public
companies, say. The practice is not for
the shareholders to make appointments,
but for the directors to make them; and
if the directors make a wrong appoint-
ment, they can be brought to book
by the shareholders and lose their
directorships. The samue remedy is in
the hands of Parliament. We must
jealously safeguard the interests of the
country in this respect; and if we find
any jobbery, or come across a rotten
appointment, then the p~olitical heads,
the Minist-y themselves who are respon-
sible, must suffer. It is within the right
of Parliament to regulate these matters
in that way, and in that way only. I
fail to see how the motion can possibly
be carried: I fail to see how we are to
take away the power which undoubtedly
exists in the Crown and its responsible
Ministers.

MR. DOHERTY (in reply): Having
tested the feeling of the House I see
that the proper course is to withdraw
the motion, which was brought forward
really to protect the present Premier
against the evil results likely to spring
from his modesty. He was determined
not to take a judgeship -though I fear
Parliament might force him to take
it. I say that I made the motion in
order to overcome fbhe Premier's inborn
modesty.

THE PREMIER: It is overcome: the
modesty' is vanquished.

ME. DOHERTY: By leave of the
House I shall withdraw the motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

PRAWN FISHING ACT REPEAL BILL.
Received from the Legislative Council,

and, on motion by the PREMIER, read a
first time.

ROADS AND STREETS CLOSURE BILL.
Received from the Legislative Council,

sad, on motion by the PREMIER, read A.
first time.

BUSH FIRES BILL.

Received from the Legislative Council,
and, on motion by the PREMIER, read a
first time.

MOTION - MECHANICS' INSTITUTES,
ETC., MONEY GRANTS, HOW APPOB-
TIONED.
MR, P. WILSON (Perth) moved:
That, in the opinion of this House, it is

desirable that the vote for mechanics' insti-
tutes, working men's Associations, and art
societies, if may, should he distributed in pro-
portion to the Amount of members' subscrip-
tions and other donations.
Hon. members would see that the motion
he recently introduced, and which was
then objected to, had now been recast.
In its present form it ought to meet with
the approval of lion. members, since it
simply affirmed the principle that the
vote in aid of institutions such as
mechanics' institutes and working-men's
associations, should be distributed in pro-
portion to the amount of subscriptions

Iand other contributions to such institutes
and associations. It was not necessary
for him to go over ground previously
traversed. The arguments already ad-
duced applied now, and he need but
briefly correct some statements which bad
fallen from the Colonial Treasurer when
the motion was previously discussed. The
Colonial Treasurer then made the asser-
tion that the Swan River Mechanics'
Institute had lately received a sum of
£2,000. On the authority of the secre-
tary he could pronounce that statement
to be incorrect.

THE COLONiAL TREASURER: It was
£ 1,000.

MR. WILSON: It was -21,000.
Reference had also been made to the
fact that the Swan River Mechanics'
Institute had a very valuable asset in its
site. To-day, no doubt, the site was a
most valuable one; but he would like to
remind the House that the site was given
to the trustees of this institute 60 years

Fago. Let hon. members think what the
Ivalue of the site was at that time.
Twenty pounds, he ventured to assert,
would have bought the site 50 years ago.
The Swan River Mechanics' Institute had
therefore not received snch an enormous
amount of support from the Government

ias to justify the Colonial Treasurer in so
bitterly opposing the motion tabled a
week ago. All that the motion was
designed to affirm was the principle that
the distribution of any subsidy voted by
Parliament should be taken out of the
hands of the Ministry; that the Govern-
ment of the day should not have the power
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to distribute " sops," as these grants
were termed last year, when the pre-
vious Administration was in office. The
motion laid down a proper basis for
the distribution of the vote. If it
were the wish of Ministers to limit
the amounts in any wa Y, he would be
pleased to agree to any such amendment.
The amount might be fixed at anything
from £50 or £2100 to £260; or a maxi-
mum might be fixed at such amount as
would work no injury to any institution
in the State, and would certainly not give
an undue amount to the Perth Mlechanics'
Institute. The vote being annually
passed by Parliament, the way he pro-
posed to distribute it was the proper way,
and he hoped the majority of the House
would adopt the motion.

THE COLONIALTRE ASURE R(Hon.
F. Ilingworth): Having opposed the
former motion he must oppose this one.'
Members had suggested and there had
been some reference to it in the Press
also, that he had a. personal animosity
towards the Swan River Mechanics'
Institute. He was glad to say he had
nothin g of the kind. He had instanced.
that institution because it was the largest,
the one least requiring help in this
State, and therefore likely to obtain
the greater portion of any grant passed
by Parliament for this purpose.' He
regretted to say there was not likely to be
any large granut for this year; and. con-
sideration ought to lie given to small
institutions away in the back country and
not in the city,

Question p ut and negatived.

MOTION-RIFLE CLUBS, TO
ENCOURAGE.

Ma. F. WILSON (Perth) moved:
That with a view to the defence of this

State, it is, ii' the opinion of this Housea, desir-
able that every support and encouragement
should be given by the Government to properly
organised rifle clubs.

The motion should receive the. support
of the House, and he hoped there would
be no question of a division onl it.

POINT OF ORDER.

Ma. M. H. JACOBY: Oil it point of
order, were not rifle clubs a portion of
the Defence Forces P If so, the subject
was entirely out of the control of this

StaLte, and tinder the control of the Comn-
monwealth Parliament. Was it com-
petent for this Assembly to discuss the
matter :J

TNE SPEAEBru This was a question
on which he did not I hink he ought to
give a ruling.

MR. WILSON: It was Jperfectl 'y true
the Federal Government could leirislate
in the direction of defence--in fact, the
defence. of the Commonwealth was ini the
hands of the Federal Government. Still,
he contended that, this did not take away
from this Parliament or the Government
the right to encourage and support rifle
clubs within the boundaries of Western
Australia'

MR. JACOBY: Yes; it did.

DEBATE RESUMED.

MuB. WILSON: The motion was
brought forward because there were
several rifle clubs estatblished within the
State, with a fair number of members;
and they were in the unfortunate position.
that until the Federal Government legis-
lated and brought in a Defence Bill
making it the law of the Comnmonweltth,
it was absolutely necessary for those
clubs to supply themselves with rifles
and ammunitinat their own cost. They
were quite willing to do that, but they
were also muleted in the amount of duty
as set forth in our Oustomns tariff. People
who wvere willing to form themselves
into these clubs and who would be pre-
pared to come out for the defence of the
Slate in case of need, and who, mioreover,
were willing to provide their own rifles
and aimmunition, wvere eiititled to what
slight encouragement we could give them
by providing that the customs duty to
which hie had referred Should be abolished.
On the goldfields there were four rifle
clubs established, and they had imported
amulnlition and rifles to the extent of
£810 in value. A 10 per rent. duty 'vas
claimed on these goods. He hoped that
if the motion were passed, as he believed
it would be, the Government would go
into the question of rifle ranges. He
believed that the Oue club applied for a
range nearly two months ago, and that no
reply had yet been given. The rifle club
m(ovement was the best we could possibly
support. It was Calculated to be a safe-
guard to the whole Commonwealth in the
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near future, We could not go on year
after year expecting to be free of troubles
which had disturbed European countries
and the mother country, and sooner or
later we should feel the absolute need of
being in a position to defend ourselves.
T'his motion was simply to strengthen the
hands of the Government so that they
might take what steps they considered
necessary in order to support and encour-
age these rifle clubs which were being
formed in our midst.

Mn. 3. GARDINER (Albany) seconded
the motion. He had been trying to get
some satisfactory reply from the Federal
Government on the question of rifle
clubs, but no definite answer was obtain-
alble. He believed, as a matter of fact,
this was entirely beyond the scope of
the Federal Government. The present
motion would strengthen the hands of the
Government here in obtaining some satis-
factory reply from the Federal Govern-
ment as to the basis on which rifle clubs
could be assisted, and how far they should
be supported by Federal funds; also how
far the State should assist in this neces-
sary work.

THe COLONIAL TREASURER
(Hon. F. Illingworth) : Speaking on
behalf of the Government, they would
be pleased to carry out the spirit of the
motion as far as possible, but there were
difficulties in the way. The Government
here had already received applications
from rifle clubs to refund the amount of
duty on imported articles required by
clubs. It was first requested that goods
of this kind should be admitted free;
but the Government here had no power
to do so. The question of defence was
under the control of the Federal Gov-
ernment, and the only thing the Govern-
ment of this State could do in the
matter was to refund the amount of duty
collectable on these goods; but he, as
Treasurer, could not, see his wayv to do
this at present, there being no vote out of
which this refund could be paid, and it
would be necessary first to put a sum on
the Estimates for the purpose. It might
be possible to accomplish the object in a

Simple way. He had good bope that
rifles for military purposes would be
admitted into the Commonwealth free of
duty, and then it would be simply for
this House to pass a resolution to do the
same in this State for the five years

during which the sliding scale was to
continue. At present there was no means
of doing other thani allowing the Common-
wealth to colletthe duty, and for this State
to refund the amount in each case. If
this motion were carried, the Government
would consider how far- they could give
effect to it. As to rifle clubs, he did not
know why replies to applications made
had beer, delayed. On behalf of his own
constituency he made application some
two or three months ago, and was sur-
prised it had not been granted. We
ought to give every encouragement to
volunteer efforts in this direction, so that
every man in the State should be
possessed of a rifle and be trained to the
use of it. We ought to be able to pro-
tect ourselves, and accurate shooting was
now considered to be the main poinat in
defensive warfare. His only fear was
that we might promote a feeling of
militarism, possibly developing into a
standing army, which we did not want;
and to prevent that, it would be for every
man to make himself acquainted with the
use of the rifle.

MR. G4. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret)
supported the motion. He hoped rifle
clubs would not be used in this State in
the same form as they had been used in
other Status, where the volunteers had
been called out to put down the aspira-
tion of wage-earners by fighting them
with ball cartridge.

[No quorum. Bells rung, and quorum
formed.]

MR. Mf. H. JTACOBY (Swan): It
would have been a pleasure to support
thernotion; buthe must point out that
the adoption of it was likely to get us
into trouble with the Commonwealth-at
any rate if we went beyond what bad
been suggested by the Colonial Treasurer.
Under the Commonwealth Act the con-
trol of the defence forces was vested in the
Federal Minister for Defence; and it was
certain that if we attempted to give the
assistance suggested, even in an indirect
way, that Minister would stop us. With
regard to the formation of rifle clubs, be
would be glad to assist in it; but he did
not see that we could make any regula-
tions for the clubs; we could only let
them have ammunition on their own con-
ditions.

Question put and passed.-



1298 Parliament Houses: [ASSEMBLY.] to Build.

MOTION-RAILWAY WORKSHOPS
INQUIRY, TO EXTEND.

MA. J. GARDINER (Albany) moved:
That the scope of the committee appointed

to inquire into the railway workshops at
Midland Junction be extended, to include the
question of branch shops at Albany, Geraldton.
and Kalgoorlie.
Members of the select committee had
suggested to him that lie should have the
question of estab~lishing railway work-
shops at Albany, Geraldton, and Kal-
goorlie inquired into. He thanked those
members for their kind courtesy. In
authorising the establishment of such
shops, this House would be only giving
effect to the principle of decentralisation,
which the House evidently favoured.
Moreover, it was desirable to utilise every
means at the disposal of the Government
to relieve the present congestion of rolling-
stock repairs, and to provide every possible
means for thle speedy erection of the
rolling-stock coming forward. He had
the opinion of a consulting engineer
who stood high in his profession and was
respected throughout the State, on the
advisability of establishing workshops at
Albany. That engineer bad gone over
the existing shops in order to ascertain
whether they could be utilised as the
motion suggested, and had reported
favourably. No doubt the memabers for
Geraldton and Kalgoorlie would assist
in this matter. If we could even in the
slightest degree relieve the existing pres-
sure in regard to rolling-stock, we should
be doing good work for the country

THrE PREMIER (Hon. G. Leake):
The motion would not be opposed b-y
him. There were already some engines
under repair in the workshops in Albany.

MR. T. HAYWARD (Bunbury) moved
as an amendment;-

That the words, " and Sunbury," be added
to the motion.

Amendment put and passed.
Question as amended put and passed.

MOTION-NEW PARLIAMENT HOUSES,
TO ADOPT REPORT.

THE M9INISTER FOR WORKS
(Hon. W. Kingsmill) moved:

That the report of the Joint Parliamentary
Committee of Advice on building of new
Parliament Houses be adopted.
He said: Hon. members for some time
past havq had opportunity of considering

and studying the report laid ou the table
of this House by the Joint Parliamentary
Oowmmittee on the building of the pro-
posed new Parliament Houses. As is
usual, I move that this report be adopted.
Hon. members who have read it will have
noticed that the calling for competitive
designs-which course was adopted at the

Irequnest of a great number of architects
in Western Australia-resulted in more
or less of a fiasco. Unfortunately it

Iturned out that these designs, when sub-
mnitted to the scrutiny of a gentleman
holding one of the highest posit-ions in

IAustralia as an architect, failed to fulfil
the conditions which wvere imposed when
the designs were called for. In nearly
every case the cost of the designs exceeded
the limit imposed, in some instances
by as much as 200 per cent. It was
therefore found necessary by the Joint

IParliamentary Committee to disqualify
all the designs placed before them; and
then it behoved the Committee to look
around for a satisfactory means of meeting
the undoubted demand of this State for
new Parliament Houses. It think hon.
members will agree with me that the

I building we occupy at present is neither
suited to the convenience of members nor
consonant with the dignity of the State.
The accommodation, as I. have had to
confess on one or two occasions, is abso-
lutely inadequate; and personally I do
not see how the conditions of affairs can
be ameliorated. The congested state of
our central public offices renders it impos-
sible to provide additional accommodation
within these buildings; and it therefore
becomes a question whether it would not
be wise for the Works Department to
prepare designs and estimates for the
erection of Parliament Houses. This has
been done, and with eminently satisfactory
results in my opinion. The Chief Archi-
tect has submitted a design which will
entailI a cost, when comnpleted, of £2100,000;
but under which for the sum of .£20,000

Iwe can erect buildings amply capable of
accommodating within their precincts
the two Houses. I must point out,
in this connection, that an actual
Raving to the State will result from
the adoption of this course. The Govern-
ment are at present paying for office
rent the sum of about £1,600 annually.
This is an actual loss to the State. liv
the erection of buildings costing £20,000,
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we can accommodate in the buildings
now occupied by Parliament, a great part
of the officers who have bad to seek tene-
ments outside the public offices. The
net result of this is shown in a minute
addressed to me by the Under Secretary
'for Works, Mr. Jull, and contained in
the report of the select coinmittee. It
reads:

In the course of thinking over the question
of the proposed new Parliament Houses, I was
led to consider what wse could be made of the
premises at present occupied by the Council
and the Assembly if vacated. The result is
somewhat surprising, because it demonstrates
the fact that, if Dew Houses are erected and'
the existing buildings converted into offices, a
direct anual monetary saving in the revenue
of the country will be effected, hence justifying
the erection of new Houses on grounds quite
independent of the immense advantage likely
to accrue to the State by reason of the mem-
bers of both Houses being thrown more
together than is possible uinder existing
arrangements.

MR. MORGANS: Whose report is that ?
Tnms MINISTER FOR WORKS:

Mr. Jull's, addressed to myself. This
deals I may say altogether and alone
with the financial aspect of the ques-
tion. I would like to maike a remark
on this paragraph of Mr. Suil's report. It
will be remembered that some consider-
able time ago it was the habit of members
of another place and of this Assembly
not to occupy the same building but to
meet together at certain intervals for
meals and refreshments, during times
when the Hoilse was not in actual session.
I do not know whether other hon.
members have noticed it, but it c-ertainly
has been borne most fully into my own
mind that the attitude of this House and
another place towards each other has
been very materially altered since that
practice was discontinued. J think the
meeting of members of both Houses of
Parliament likely to result in satisfaction
to the State. Members of both places meet
one another, exchange their ideas, talk
over legislation which is in progress, and
I think arrive more effectually at a
conclusion very often outside the House
than inside. I do not think any member
will deny that the meeting of members of
bath Houses is likel 'y to result in a great
saving of time, and the cutting down of
long debates, and that I think is a
consummation to be most devoutly
desired.

MR. G. TAYLOR: Do you think the
cutting down of debates produces good
legislation ?

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
think so. Debates are more fully
considered outside than they can possibly
be considered here.

Ma. TAYLOR: Ini the refreshment
room.:

THE MINISTER IFOR WORKS:
Certainly. I am putting that forward as
my own opinion. If the hon. member
disagrees with it, I am very sorry, but -we
must agree to differ. To go on with Mr.
lull's minute:--

I commend the following facts for considera-
tion: The existing butildings-

He refers here to the existing Assembly
building and the Legislative Council
building-
The existing buildings could be converted into
office accommodation at a cost of £24,000-this
includes the price of another story on the
present Assembly, with elevation to flay
street, The £4,000 turned into a rental on
the four per cent. basis represents £100 per
annum. The Assembly and Council when
converted would accommodate officials for
whom offices are at present rented at an
annual cost to the State of £21,215 169. 2d,
The cost of constructing the two chambers and
necessary offices (most of the latter being tem-
porary, which, with the elevation, would be
deferred for the present) would, Mr. Grainger
estimates, he £220,000- this turned into a
rental on the four per cent, basis represents
£800 per annum. In other words, we are at
present paying rentals to private individuals
of £1,215 16s. 2d. per annum, and we could
give up these premises and obtain inuch wore
couveniont and commodious accommodation
if we are prepared to spend (in erecting new
Houses and converting the present ones into
offices)the sum of £24,000, which at four per
cent. represents a rental of .960, or £2255 16s.
2d. less than the State at present pays. It
must also be remembered that if new Houses
be not erected, some considerable expenditure
'will be absolutely necessary to afford addi-
tional accommodation to the Assembly, and
that no account of this has been taken in
arriving at the foregoing results, a!so that the
present rentals paid are a great reduction on
boom rentals, sometimes as much as 50 per
cent.

That I know is a fact, because within the
short time I have been in office, arrange-
meats have been made with those private
individuals referred to whereby the new
leases of the premises are at least fifty
per cent. lower than the rate formerly
paid.

Parliament Holmes: [2 OCTOBER, 1901.1
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MR. NnfsoNc: Are the leases for any
considerable time?

Tim MINISTER FOR WORKS: No.
In the new leases care has been taken
that they shall not be for any considerable
time, having in view the fact that Parlia-
ment will be likely to recommend that
these new Houses shall be built. The
minute continues:--

And that should rentals take an upwrard
tendency, the Government would be forced to
pay increased amounts.

I think that is likely to be the case.
From what I bear from people mixed u])
in business to a great extent, things are
looking very well in this State at prese'nt,
and undoubtedly if that be the case it
will have a very appreciable influence
upon the rents asked for buildings
required by the State. Mr. Jull says: -

The cost of maintaining the additional
Government buildings which would be erected
would be, I consider, comp~nsated by the
saving effected by the two Houses being under
one roof.
In that I think Mr. Jull is absolutely
correct. He goes on to say:--

I have therefore eliminated this considera-
tion from the figures.
On the ground of finance alone, leaving
out of consideration for the present the
fact that this State should accommodate
its Parliament in a building adequate to
the dignity of the State, I think the
Government are absolutely justified in
agreeing to the exp)enditure advised by
the Committee which was appointed.
Members Will no doubt have noticed as
an appendix to the report the plans of
the various buildings submitted. In the
first place the three designs adjudged to
be the best by Mr. Vernon and ilie Com-
mittee are attached to the report, and in
addition to that the plan of the proposed
building is also attached. I think
members will agree that the building
when erected and finished will form a
fitting home for the Parliament of
Western Australia. Members will notice
that a, plan is afforded of buildings which
can be erected for £20,000. Plan No. 4
is the ground plan, and plan No. 6 is the
elevation.

MR. JACOny: Thereisno elevation there.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:

No. 6 is the elevation.
Ma. JACOBY: Of the temporary build-

ing ?

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Oh,
no; not of the temporary building; of
the building when finished. Part of the
buildings will be temporary. When it is
found-as I hole it will b e found--that
this State can afford to go on with the
erection of a permanent structure, the
temporary portion will be deleted in order
to permit of the erection in its stead of
permanent buildings which will form part
of the design shown on plan No. 6. An
interesting part of the plans attached to
this report is that which shows what use

Iis proposed to be made of the buildings
at present occupied by the Parliament of
Western Australia. If hon. members

Iwill lo6k at plan 10, they will see that
the Crown Law Department and parts of
the Lands Department will be installed
in this building. Again, if hon. members
will turn to plan No. 11, they will see that
the present Legislative Council buildings
will accommodate part of the Police
Department., the Agricultural Bank, and
the Friendly Societies' Board, and will also
afford three or four spare rooms, which are
very badly needed at the present time for

Ithe public service. -In addition, the
Medical Department and the departments
dealing with charities and health will be
accommodated in the Legislative Council
buildings. I am sorry to say that the
proposals of the Government do not
meet with universal approbation. I have
received from a body of gentlemen who
are banded together under the title of the
Western Australian Institute of Archi-
tects, a letter casting very serious reflec-
tions on the Architectural Division of the
Public Works Department. These gentle-
men express the opinion that buildings
erected by the Architectural Division are
" wanting in noble conception," and are
" of mediocre and commonplace design."
Now, I beg to join issue with those gentle-
men. I would like to refer hon. members
to certain plans which they may see
opposite nme on the wall. Those are the
plans for the new Supreme Court build-
ings. I must own I am open to the
accusation of the possession of a most
depraved taste in architecture-it is
purely a matter of opinion-but to my

Imind, this building will be a credit to
the, city of Perth as well as a great con-
venlence to the legal fraternity. If we
can carry out the parliamentary buildings

ito the same design and on the same
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planl-and I maintain design and plan are
both noble-then we shall have a home
for the legislators -of Western Australia
which will be worthy of them. I am
haying a report prepared by the Archii-
tectural Division of my department on
this matter. The report, I am sorry to
say, is not ready now. Had I anticipated
that we should make such progress with
the Not-ice Paper as we have madle
to-night, I should have taken steps to
ensure that the report should be ready.
However, I shall be very pleased to make
both the accusation against the Architec-
tural Division and the reply of that
division ats public as Ipossiblle when I
receive the report. It is my opinion,
however, that if we have buildings as
noble in design, in proportion to the cost,
as those shown on the plans prepared by
the Architectural Division, then the State
will have done well. I do not wish to
labour the question, but shall confine
myself to the remarks I have made. I
beg to move the adoption of the report.

Mn. A. E1 MORGANS (Coolgardie):
I move the adjournment of the debate.

Motion put and passed, and the debate
adjourned.

MOTION-MIDLAND RATLWAY CON-
TRACT, TO ENFORCE.

MR. T. F. QINLAN (Toodyay)
moved:

That, in the opinion of this House, Clause
10 of the contract between this State and the
Midland Railway Company respecting the
"1eq1 nipuent, maintenance, and working of the
Railway," asi therein prescribed, should be
forthwith strictly enforced by the Govern-
tuent.
He said: I should be trespassing r,)o rar
on the kindness of hon. members in
asking them to pteritL a farther delay in
regard to this matter-, which has been on
the Notice Paper for sonie considerable
time. In asking for thle support of the
House for the motion I need only say
that the words in Clause 10 of the ag~ree-
ment between the State of Western AIis-
tralia and the Midland Raiiway Company,
are to the effect that the Midland Rail-
way Company's lines shall be equipped
anda worked with the same class of rolling-
stock* as that being used on our State
lines. I am sorry that some hion. mem-
her has seen fit to remove front my
drawer a copy of the agreement, as I
desired to read it to the House. How-

ever, it is well-known that such a clause
as I have indicated is to be found in the
agreement. I ask the support of the
House for the reason that the cornpany,
in my opinion, has been nursed quite long
enough. At any rate, we know full well
the treatment which the State has
received at its hands. We have saved
the company from bankruptcy on two
occasions within the last two years. I
have seen a letter received by a member
of this House from a friend in London,
stating that the Midland Company's.£100
six per cent. debentures were being
offered at 40 and could probably be
bought at 30. This circumstance, in
itself, offers some reason to hon. members
for supporting the motion. It may seem
advisable to seone members to appoint a
select committee: I understand that view
is held. Possibly' a joint committee of
both Houses might be appointed. I am
satisfied the Company have broken their
agreement, and that not only in respect
of the clause referred to in the motion,
but in respect of many, other clauses.
Members who. have travelled on the line,
if they were here, would be able to speak
from personal experience on the subject.
The carriages are of the third rate order,
and thee are no lavatories. Recently in
,a sleeping carriage providing accommoda-
tion for four persons, a coloured man
made one of the n'umber. Farther, the
trains on the Midland Comipany's line do
not run to time. It seems to me that
the company are simply trading onl the
generosity of the Government. In my
opinion this kind of thing has been stood
long enough. I believe in doing business
onl business principles; and therefore I
seek the support of the House to-night.
Possibly the Government may see fit to
accept anl amendment, or to adjourn the
debate because of its importance. I have
no hesitation in saying that I, for one,
sincerely trust that this House will, once
for all, by supporting the motion put an
end to the treatment which the State and
the public have been and are receiving
at the hands of the company.

MR. M. H. JACOBY (Swan) : I second
thle motion.

MR. P. STONE (Greenough): I move
the adjournment of the debate, as several
members who wish to take part are not
present, as they did not think it would
come on to-night.
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Motion put and passed, and the debate
adjourned.

PERMANENT RESERVES AMENDMENT
BILL.

Received. from the Legislative Ooncil,
and, on motion by the PREMIER, read a
dtrat time.

ADJOURNMENT.
The Rouse s.4joumned at four minutes

past 12 midnight, until Thursdayv after-
noon.

Thursday, 3rd October, 1901.

Insect Fets Act Amendment Bill, first renigNoxious Weed, Act Amendment Mill, freAd
lag-Motiont idland Ratilway. Inquiry to be

icit-eetin;Agricultura] Areas, R orthasip.

dnl-usin ElectricTesueio fPwrtInquir-oin Dog (W), to Ince seBonu (wtdw)_Ln =Act Amendmet Bill, i
Adjournment.

THE PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4LSO o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

INSECT PESTS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
Introduced by' the MINISTER FOn

LANDS, and read a first time.

NOXIOUS WEEDS ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

Introduced by the MINISTER FOR

LANDS, and read a. first time.

MOTION -MIDLAND RAILWAY,
INQUIRY TO BE JOINT.

How. B. &. HAYNES moved (by
leave):

That the resolution of this House, appoint-
ing a select committee to inquire into the
agreements between the Midland Railway
Company and the Government, be discharged.

A motion for the appointment of a select
committee had been also moved in the
Legislative Assembly; and it was now
desired that there should be a joint select
committee of both Houses to inquire into
the matter. Such a committee would he
more effective than a committee appointed
by one House.

Question put and passed.
R ON. Rt. S. HAYNES farther moved:
That a6 joint select committee of both Rouses

of Parliament be appointed to inquire into and
report upon - i, The nature of existing
agreemeuts between the Midland Railway
Company and the Government. 2, The present
position of the Company. 3, The manner in
which the traffic over the line is conducted.

I4, The method of inspection and upkeep of the
Ipermanent way. 5. Generally. Also, that
five memubers be elected by this House.

Question put and passed.
Ballot taken, and the following mein-

hers elected -Hon. T. F. 0. Erimage,
Hon. J. M. Drew, Hon. A. Jameson, Hon.
J. M. Speed, with Hon. R, S. Haynes as
mover; the committee to have power to
Send for persons, papers, ad records ; to
report on 17th October.'

Message transmitted to the Legislative
Assembly, with request for concurrence.

QUESTION- AGR IOULTURAL AREAS,
NORTHAMPTON.

Honq. J. M. DREW asked the Minister
for Lands: i, If the Government recog-
nises that it would he 'unwise, at the

1present stage, to grant the former lessees,
1or any other person, under Section 109
of the Land Act, a license to depasture
stock upon the whole or any portion of

I the newly declared agricultural areas at
Northampton. z, If the Government will
ref use to issue Such licenses until every
effort has been exhausted to settle the
laud.

Trn MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
Iplied-tlNo; the former lessees having
paid rent up to the end of the year and
applied for licenses under Section 109 of
the Act, it is proposed to grant the same
in accordance with usual practice. Should
any trouble arise out of this, the licenses
will not be renewed for next year.

QUESTION-TELEGRAPH COMMUNI-
CATION, MEETONDALE.

HON. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE asked the
Minister for Lands: i, If the Govern-

Questio'lls.[COUNCIL.]


