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dustry. not involving guestions which
are, or may be subject of the proceedings
for an indictable offence, and without
limiting the general nature of the above
definition.” The words “ done or to be
done ” relating to the work had been
omitted ; that was becaunse cf the possi-
bility of dispute ; otherwise right down
to and including paragraph (d) the Bill
embodied what was in the existing Act.
Hon. FRANK WILSON : Paracraph
(d) gave employers preference and did
not give it to the workers, and although
that was in the old Act he ohjected to it.
If he could persuade hon. members to
join him he would strike out the para-
graph. He moved an amendment-—
That paragraph (d) of the definition of
“ Industrial matters ©° be struck out.
Progress reported.

BILL—WHITE PHOSPHORUS
MATCHES PROHIBITION.

Returned from the Legislative Couneil
with an amendment,
by

House adjourned at 10-44£ p.m.
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RILL—TRAMWAYS PURCHASE.
Second reading—Amendment siz months.

Dehate resumed irom the previous
day.

[COUNCIL.}

Hon, W, KINGSMILL (Metropolitan) -
It came somewhat as a surprise to mwe
to hear tlie roncluding part of the speech

A Colebuich., T odid oot think that
an atiemyr wonld be maade to execute the
Bill at so euwrly a stage, at all events, in it~
passage through this Chamber. Persor-

ally, I do not propese Lo support the
hon. member’s attemptf.at any rate at
this stage. This Billis an extremely
inferesting one from many points of
view, oand [ would not like to see
its career cut short unti it has had

a chance of correcting some of the vices
which it bears within it; until it has had
that chance, I feel bound to vote against
any proposition such as thal se eloquently
and ably moved by Mr. Colebateh.
He raised the point as to which were the
hetter course 10 pursue, nationalisation
or municipalisation, and he fought that
point prineipally, T think he will ae-
knowledge, on broad principles. Now, it
18 a very good thing that matters should
be treated in this Chamber on bread
principles, but there are someiimes mai-
ters of detail which affeet prineiples,
however broad they may be, and it is by
studving the details in this case that T
have come to the conclusion that if we
wish to better (he tramway system of the
metropolitan - suburban  and  suburhan
areas, that bhetterment ean only ha
bhrought abhout at the present stage b;
nattonalisation. It appears to me that
there are very many difficulties indeed,
most of which were dealt with by the
leader of the Flouse in his speech, in the
way of municipalisation. Tf there were
not other difficulties. diffienlties in the
varying forms of agreement made at cer-
tnin times with fhe different suburbs
through whieh these tramways run,
agreements differing omong themselves
and all differing from the agreement
made by the Perth City Couneil—if theve
were no other difficulties, these would bn
sufficient to twrn my mind fowards the
scheme of nationalisation whieh has been
introduced in this Bill. As hon. mem-
bers have already pointed out, were there
in existence to-day a scheme which has
been in the air for a good many years,

and which, may I be allowed to say, shows
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every sign of remaining in the air for
many years to come—I allude to the pro-
ject for a greater Perth—if that scheme
were an aceomplished fact, there would
be every reason for municipalisation of
the trams as against nationalisation, but
that greater Perth scheme is not, as so
many people think, to become an accom-
plished fact in a few minutes. It will
take many months and perbaps years of
anxious thought and keen debate befove
even the form which that scheme is to
take can be seitled, whether it he a
munieipal federation or a municipal uni-
fication, and the varying ferms under
which the municipalities and roads
hoavds will be embodied in that scheme
will require a great deal of careful study.
Until that greater Perth is brought about,
it iz somewhat early to think of muni-
cipalising the trams. There are, how-
ever, three alternatives in this matter—
nationalisation, iunicipalisation, and
leaving things as they arve. I understand
that the objection to leaving things as
they are lies principally in the fact that
the company, which of course conducts
its operations at the will of the share-
holders—I1 do not know whether my in-
formation is correct or not—are desirous
nt the present juneture, not of mak-
ing extensions, which extensions are un-
donbtedly necessary, if the tramways
are  to fulfil the funetions which
iramways should fulfil in this area, but
of diverting any profits which they may

make into the shareholders’ pockets
in the nature of dividends. I under-
stand that is the great obsiacle in

the way of leaving things as they are,
and personally T do not for a moment
think that things should be left as they
are. T think that the importance of the
c¢ily and its environs demands a belier
system than the company are apparently
able to give ns at present. That being so.
the two other alternatives sugzest them-
selves to my mind, and, with the evidence
I have before me. 1 have no hesitation
in adopting nationalisation as preferable
to mnnicipalisation, at all events, at the
present juncture. But now let me say
that whenever the greater Perth scheme
materialises, then in the Act of Parlia-
ment forming the charter of that hody,
[31M
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undoubtedly they should find a place for
the ownership of these trams, If I may
be allowed te say so, the prineipal erux
of the situation in this Bill is not muni-
cipalisation against nationalisation, but
whether or not a municipality has any
rights as against the State, and there
have heen some very interesting speeches
in this conunection—I was going to say
amusing speeches, and they would be
amusing it they did not embody a prin-
ciple whieh I look upon as altogether
vieious in ifs applieation. T allude to the
principle that has been laid down that as
against the State a munieipality has no
rights. 1 would invite the attention of
the Government to what must be the
logical consequence of laying down for
their guidance a prineiple such as that.
I take it that this Government, social-
istie though their tendencies be, do not
wish to altogether kill all possibility in
the fature of municipal vndervtakings
and nwmieipal trade. I would ask the
Government how can any loeal authority
in futare engage in any undertaking
whatever with private individuals, or
even on its own acconnt, when they have
before them the example of what is pro-
pased in this Bill—the example of the
Government swooping down nupon them
when the time is ripe and wresting from
them by foree rights which they un-
doubtedly have acquired, rights which ave
valnable, and which are held for the best
interests of the eitizens who own them.
I think that if the Government think for
a moment of what the effect would be of
adopting such a prineiple, what frightful
bordens, finaneial as well as administra-
tive, the cessation of all municipal and
roads board undertakings would throw
on their shoulders, they wounld hesitate
hefore taking the step they propose to
fake in this Bill.  As T understand the

‘posttion. the history of this matter is in

a few words as follows: In the first
place an Act was passed long vears ago,
whereby private undertakers in this and
other directions could obtain provisienal
orders from the Government of the day
under whieh they eould construet tram-
ways or other works, the provisional or-
der to be confirmed by Parliament. That
order was really the charter of their exist-
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cnee and laid down the terins under which
they held those rights, how those rights
were Lo be administered, and what was
to become of them after a term of vears.
In this instance the provisional order laid
down, as per agresment with the city
council—the Government after all being
only, so to speak, the body which promises
to ratify in Parliament the agreement be-
tween the company and the muunicipality
of Perth—that these trams should become
the undoubted property of the City of
Perth after a term of 33 years, and thal,
in the meantime, as the leader of the
House stated, in lice of rates the company
shonld pay to the munieipality three per
cent. of the gross takings. And therein
lies a very valuable piece of evidence with
regard to the recognition of the rights of
the municipality and with regard to the
rights of the municipality as against the
Government in dealing with rates. T
would point cut to the leader of the House
that always the subsidy paid by Govern-
ments to municipalities has, in large towns
at all events, been looked upeon as com-
position for the fact that the Governmeni
pay no rates on the very large tracts of
land they hold in some municipalities.
That in itself is a recognition of the un-
doubted righis municipalifies have as
against the Crown. To vesume my brief
history of this case, I understand some
eight or nine vears, whatever the period,
say eight years, have elapsed since that
eoncession was given. When it was first
given, during the first year, these rights
were of very little value; indeed, nothing
had accrued; but in the second year they
were more valuable, until at last, after a
term of years has elapsed, supposing eight
years have elapsed since the making
of the agreement, out of the complete
period set down in the agreement of 35
vears, ] think we would be justified in
saying that all events the rights of the
city of Perth aceruing during the term
of venrs past is eight thirty-fifths of the
total value of the trams, That is a vough
and ready way of estimating the rights of
the Perth City Couneil. and very likely one
the Perth City Council would be perfectly
willing to arcept. Of conrse I do not
know what their ideas are on this subject
and T think, hefore hon. members mnke np

[COUNCIL.)

their minds as lo the fate of this Bill, the
fullest inquiry should be made, inquiry
whieh, so far as Parliament is eoncerned,
has, at all events, not yet been made, as to
what the views of the municipality are
in ihis very econnection. As Mr. Colebateh
said, the action of the Government has
been a very high-handed one indeed. As
a malter of fact, T am led to wonder, if
they can take ihis high-handed action in a
minor degree, why they should bother to
think about purchasing the trams at all.
If they can pass an Act of Parliament to
confiscate the rights of the city of Perth,
I do not see why they should not pass an
Act of Parliament to confiscate the rights
of the tramway company, Why not? It
is purely a matter of degree, and not a
very great deal of difference at that.
Naturally, T suppose, the Government
would say, if they thought of it, thal they
would not take sueh a step because the
eompany is in the nature of a private in-
dividual; but I would ask the Government
whether a municipality, under the Act
which constitutes municipalities, is not
constitnted an individual. T understand
by the Municipal Corporations Aet a
murnicipality enjoys the same rights and
privileges and is subject to the same pen-
alties as an ordinary citizen of the State.

Hon., D. G. Gawler: It is a body eor-
porate representing the citizens.

Hon. W, KINGSMILL: Quite so. The
section of the Act which makes it a body
corporate makes it, as T have already said,
subject to the same penalties, and gives
it the same privileges as an individual, and
the municipality beecomes in the eye of the
Iaw an individual; so that the Government
may just as well take any acerued rights
from any citizen of the State as take the
course they propose to adopt in this Bill,
to confiscate what I consider, at all events,
the nndoubted rights of the citizens of
Perth for consideration in this matter.
The argnments which have been used to
the present by those who believe in this
confiscation go, in my opinion, to show,
not that the present aefion is right, but,
perhaps, that Parliament was wrong when
it pave the reversion of these trams to the
municipality and not to the State in the
first instanee. I think all of us know that
a hargain is a bargain whefher it is a good
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bargain or a bad bargain, and to repudiate
a bargain beeause it is bad is, I under-
stand, not an honourable process in pri-
vate life, and T helieve it hecomes an even
more reprehensible process when carried
out on the larger seale of the public life
of the State. As I have already indicated,
in my opinion this is a most complicated
question, I has been deseribed by the
leader of the House as a mwost complex
question. We have had in this House, at
all events, not a very great deal of ex-
planation of the matter, and the House,
either in full Council or in Committee of
the whole, does not, in my opinion, form
a proper avena for the dispassionate and
detailed diseussion which should take place
over a proposition invelving as many fine
points and as many points of justice and
injustice as this ease does,

Hon. F. Connor: And creating a pre-
cedent like (his.

Hon. W. KINGSMILL: Yes. and
creating a precedent, ns T have said,
which must strike at the very root of all
municipal and ronds board undertakings
throughout the State for ever. If Par-
linment allows sueh a proceeding as this
to take place, then I say on the head of
Parliament be the blame which undoubt-
edly will acerne of throwing everything
into the hands of the Government. It
may be the Government, with their social-
istie tendencies that T have already
alluded to, desire sneh to he the case; it
may be the Government believe in the
theory which has been laid down by one
of the most prominent members of the
Ministry, that a man is first and last a
citizen of the State. T agree with him
in part of his propoesition. A man may
he first a citizen of the State, but he has
other rights beside that in the complex
nature of our society which has grown
up year by year as we have evolved into
onr present soelal position. I think
everyone will agree with me that it
is an absurd theory to lay down
that a man ean only be looked upon in
one capacity. The ordinary individual
has rights of loeality, of citizenship, of
State citizenship, and as a British sub-

ject of the Empire and ofther rights at
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each end of the gamat I have mentioned
which are {fou precious to him to be
lightly parted with or to have taken from
him without, at all events, his entering a
protest against such a proceeding. 1 do
not know that the municipality of Perth,
the most intercsted party to this dispute
—hecanse, after all, it is the party which
has the most definite rights—has had a
fair opportunity of laying its ease be-
fore Parliament. Personally, I do not
think that this has been the ease. The
city eouneil have protested, but in my
opinion, they have not had a fair oppor-
tunity of layiug their case before Parlia-
ment, Therefore, I propose when this
Bill has passed its second reading, if the
amendment of Mr. Colebatch is not car-
ried, to move in the direction of ensuring
o that body that sueh a hearing shall be
given to it. I think it is essential and
a proper proceeding that this Bill should
be referred to a select committee of the
House in order, firstly, that the Perth
City Council may say what they would
like, and, secondly, that the Government
may have the opportunity, if they so
desire it, of saying that they do not wish,
after all, to be so harsh as this Bill would
lead us to suppose they are, that they are
prepared to meet these people who have
undoubtedly moral rights and, I should
think, legal rights under the agreement
entered into some years ago, and that
they are prepared to recognise that
municipalities and loeal anthovities of
various kinds ean, after all, have some
rights under our Constitution. I hope
they will desire to take this opportunity.
I hope they will view this matter from
i reasonable point of view. Further-
more, there is another thing we may con-
sider. We all know that during the pre-
liminary stages of any hargaining. when
the principals, so to speak, are fighting
wide of one another, there is always a
tendeney for both sides, perhaps, to be
a little unreasonable; the vendor asks
more than he expects to get, and the pur-
shaser offers less than he is prepared to
give, and it is only when the two parties
as it were, get to close grips that business

—ratignal, well-thought-ont husiness—is
likely to eventnate.
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Hon. C. Sommers: You wani to ab-
olish the middleman.

Hon, W, KINGSMILL: 1In this case,
I am sorry for the hon. member, there is
no middleman, The middleman would
be a very awkward enstomer to deal with

" hefore a select committee. At all evenis
there is no middleman to be considered
in this case, and I think this last oppor-
tunity, the last ehanee which is given to
either party to be reasonable, should not
be denied them. It seems to me io be
essentially a fair course, and a conrse
which, if it does not do any good, at all
events eannot possibly do any barm, and
a course which, I hope, will salisfy the
ends of justice. For that renson it is my
intention when the proper fime arises to
move, if the Bill is still in existence, that
it shall he veferred to a select comnmititee.

Hon, Sir J. W, Hackett: What about
its existence then?

Hon. W. KINGSMILL.: I have al-
ready explained that T am going to sup-
port the second rveading. As to the sub-
sequent proceedings and the after stages
of the Bill, T shall be guided entirely by
what is done in the select committee and
in the Committee of the whole which fol-
lows,

Hon. Sir J. W. Hackett: At what you
call the funeral obsequies.

Hon. W. KINGSMILYL: I do not eall
them funeral obsequies. It may, on the
other hand, be a period of rejoiecing at
the rejuvenescence of the measure we are
discussing. At nll events I believe the
tullest inquiry should be made before we
pass a Bill embodying a prineiple which
I lock upon as vieious and embodying a
clause which takes away what I consider
the undoubted rights of a local anthority,
and which affords a precedent which
must in my opinion now and in the future
for ever embarrass the Government of
this or any other State.

Hon, A. SANDERSON (Metropolitan-
Suburban) :  This Rill is of special in-
terest fo the municipalifles in the metro-
politan arvea and suburban distriets. ITf T
thought it necessary I would like to deal
at some length with Mr. Colebateh’s very
vigorons attack yesterday on the Bill, root
and branch. I always listen with in-

[COUNCIL.]

terest and very often with approval to
what the hon, member says, but I must
confess yesterday, although I had more
or less an open mind and was quite pre-
pared to hear what could be said against
the proposition, the effeet of his speech
was to satisfy me that he had gone tco
far on this occasion. I tried to follow
him elearly to find out really what the
great ohjection was from his point of
view, Mr, Kingsmill, to most of whose
remarks 1 can say ditto, on this oecasion
has dealt very sensibly with the question
in confining the discussion to a very large
extent to Lhow much should be paid to the
Perth City Couneil. Mr. Colebateh, on
the other hand, dealt with the questions.
of private enterprise, muniecipalisation,
and nationalisation; indeed I was aston-
ished thut he did not deal with what is a
practical issue in this connection, namely,
the federalisation of the tramways.

Hon, F. Connor: Why not the unifi-
cationq

Hon. A, SANDERSON: Anyone tak-
ing any inferest at all in Federal affairs
knows that there is a very strong move-
ment on fool to have the railways taken
over by the Federal Government. If the
Siate Government of Western Australia
are going to eat up the municipalities,
and, a little Iater, the State Government
is to be eaten wp by the Federal anthori-
ties, it will be seen that unless some rea-
sonable treatment is meted out hoth to
the municipalities and the State it will
be a disastrous thing for Western Aus-
tralia. I deny altogether that the eity
eouncil have any vight in law. If they
have, let them exercise it

Hon, J. F. Cullen: They will, when
the time comes.

Hon, A, SANDERSON:
wltom ?

Hon, J. F. Cullen:
be in the way.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: Surely if we
pass an Act of Parlinment we take away
any rights the eity conneil may have as
agninst the Government.

Hon. J. F, Cullen 1 Tt dces not follow.

Hon. A, SANDERSON: Surely the
hen, member is thinking of the Imperial
Parliament,

Against

Anyone who may
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Hon. J. F. Cullen: T am thinking of
the High Court which happily exists.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: 1t is very
interesting to deal with these questions
as to the legal rights of the Perth City
Council, the position of the State (lov-
ernment and the power of the High
Court, to say nothing of the veto of the
Governor.  All these yunestiens, 1 hold,
can he fittingly discussed in this econ-
nection. But I wish to say I do net pro-
pose on this occasion to follow ¥r. Cole-
bateh in his very severe critieism of the
Bill when he launched forth inlo the
gquestion of the merits of private enter-
prise as opposed to State enterprise. To
my mind, the whole of the problem in
the Bill is the question of how mnch the
Government, or this Parliament, if mem-
bers prefer to put it that way, are go-
ing, as an act of grace, to allow to the
eity council in eonnection with this pur-
chase.

Hon. A. (¢. Jenkins: Snrely not as an
act of grace, but as a right.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: T am speak-
ing of legal rvights. Tt seems to me that
if the Bill, pass they will have no legal
rights whatever as against the Govern-
ment. If they have let them exercise
those rights, They will probably find it
a ecostly process to get any damages
agninst the Government.

Hon. F. Connor: The Bill might be
ullra wvires.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: Then it wonld
not be assented fo.

Hon. F. Connor:
would decide it.

ITon. A. SANDERSON: Surely it
would not reach the courts, it would be
for the veto of the Crown, I think it
will be admitted that if the Bill pass
the eity of Perih will have no legal righls
agninst the Government,

Hon., W. Patrick: No, becanse those
vights will be taken away.

Hoi. A. SANDERSOX: That is so,
the rights will be taken away.

Ton. W. Patrick : But we have no
right to take them away.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: Precisely,
that is one view of the ease. Another is
that we have that right, while, as a matter

Yes, the courts

L

of fact, we arve asked by the citizens of
Perth to exercise it, to say nothing
of the metropolitair disirict. Even taking
Mr. Molloy’s cirenlar letter, and Mr,
Colebateh’s speech on the same point, the
question is how much shall be paid to the
city conncil for those rights.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: And how.

Hon. A. BANDERSON: That
without saying.

Hon. H, P. Colebateh: The Government
propose fo pay the itramway company
for the ecily council’s rights.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: That point
raised by Mr. Colebateh in regard to the
increase of the share market value of the
tramways is also a very interesting one,
which T propose to leave out of the dis-
cossion, for the reason

Hon. A. G. Jenkins: That it is a very
diffienlt one.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: No, it is nob
very diffieult, as far as T am concerned.
FPersonally, if I had my way in the matter,
and were not representing a large pro-
vinee with conflicting and eomplex in-
terests, as well as trving to a eertain ex-
tent, to look after the interests of the
Stale as a whole, I would be strongly in
favour of leaving the position as it is
to-day, with the property in the bhands of
a private company; but T reeognise that
the ehampions of private enterprise will
perhaps do most for that canse at the
present juneture by saying very litile
about it. T am pledged to support this,
beeanse the munieipalities in the suburban
district have asked me to support it. I
lad locked into the matter—not so ex-
haustively, perhaps, as I have done during
the last few days—hut I came to the con-
elusion that it was a sound business pro-
position. To come back to the point
raised in vegard to the increase 1n the
capital value of the shares: I think it
is merely the muddling and interference
of State and municipality which, I agree
with My, Colebateh, has served to raise
the price. It may be said that it is due
to the inireduction of the Bill, but I think
it wonld be an interesting test, in the
event of the Bill being rejected, to see
whether those shares will keep up to
their present price. In order to make

coes
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myselt quite elear, I again ask how much
are the Government—and I repeat the
words “‘as an aet of grace”

Hon, W. Kingsmill: Justice.

Hon. A. SANDERSOXN: Well, as an
act of justiee, I think it is rather a mis-
use of the words. How inuch are they
zoing to permit the city council to have
ont of the genernl revenue? YWhen just-
ice is lalked about in this connection [
do wnot think it is unfair to remind repre-
sentatives of Perth, and even that august
body, the Perth City Council, that the
mere fact of Perth being the capital of
Western Australia gives very many ad-
vantages to the eity, directly and indi-
rectly; and whether or not they get com-
pensation they have so many advantages
from the Government heing loeaied herve,
- and this being the eapital, that T think,
vongidering the struggling municipalities
outside of Perth, they would not be doing
foo badly if they got nothing at all. But
I would like to see them satisfied. [ think
it is a bad prineciple lo iry Lo exact the
atmost farthing, alihough 1 still maintain
we arve entitled to do it. Bat, how much
are we going ta allow them (o have? T
think Mr, Kingsmill’s suggestion that the
Bill should go to a select commitiee is
a very sound proposition.  Mr. Molloy
estimales  the market value, an amount
which he says ean be caleulated by any
actuary, at balf-a-million of money. That
ix a very astonishing statement to make,
and il ean be dizcounted to a great extent
by Mr. Colebatel’s estimate of £100,000.
That was his estimate of the amount which
il would he a reasonable thing for the
cily of Perth to get.

Hon. H. 12, Colebateh: That valuation
was made by the Goveroment valuators.
It is not an eslimate of mine.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: However, I
recognise that each anthority, whether Mr.
('olebateh or the Government Railway De-
pariment, is quite eompetent to form an
apinion on the matier. At any rate, it
is a long way less than the half-a-million
which Mr. Molloy says any actuary ean
calenlate. The fact that theve is this very
large diserepaney, which can scarveely he
disenssed on the second reading, is in
itself a sufficient warrant for referving

[COUNCIL.]

the uestion 1o a select commitlee. Sjeak-
g speecially on bebalf of the suburban
municipalities, 1 hope it is clearly recog-
nised by hon. members that, owing (o
the complexity of the different agreements
made by tlhe tramway company, it is very
diflicult indeed to see any other satisfac-
lory way out of the dilemma than by this
system of nationalisation. We must not
forget that ike attitude of the Govern-
ment is this: “Tf you do not aceept (his
RBill we will relive from the position alto-
gether; we are not going {o give you any
large compensation.” That, [ take it, is
the attitude of the Government.

Hon, H. P. Colebaieh: They propose
to give the tramway company £100,000
aliove the valuation.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: When vou get
a State Government and a municipal
council negotiating with a private corpora-
tien on a finaneial question, the price is
bound to be unduly inflated. However,
this sudden rise in the value of shares
need not be thrown at me as a tannl; be-
eanse I am satisfied, from past experience,
that if you get a municipal council and
a State Government trying to do a deal
with a private eorporation the net result
will be that the corporation will eore out
on lop. But T thought T had protected
myself from that eriticism by staling al
the beginning that if my own personal
opinion were asked 1 would leave things
as they are. But that is not the opinion
of (he ratepayers of Perth, nor of the
great bulk of the people, or at least very
many of them, in the State. 'The Labour
parly have proclaimed openly and ahove
board from every platform that the ob-
ject they are aiming af is nalionalisation,
and whether private corporation or a
municipality it is about time they realised
that the Labour party are in earnest and
are quite determined to ecarry out their
policx.  So, referving to the question of
compensation, it seems to we very mnuch
like a claim raised for compeusation to
the pnblican when his license is taken

away; but when the publican has had
vears of warning that no compensation
would be paid, I think he has had rea-
sonable epportunity of making what ar-
rangements he can to protect himself. So
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with the private corporations and private
individuals to say nothing of the muni-
cipalities in this eountry, they bave had
sufficient warning now from the Labour
party that they are going in for nation-
alisation, and the people in my opinion
who are the greatest supporters of the
Labour party—and do not infend to be
—on this road to what in my opinion is
political and social and financial perdi-
tion are those men who say we will take
each guestion on its merits, and so we go
step by step down to these regions. Mem-
bers can put in any adjective they like.
I trost the Minister will make some re-
ference fo this question of federalisation.
I do not wish to be an alarmist, but it is
a department of our State politics, and
the influence of Federal legislation must
be taken into cousideration. I am very
well satisfied from reading the speeches
of Labour leaders that that is the goal at
which they are aiming—umifieation, and
then they will have nationalisation. At
the present moment, of course, we have
the different States as rivals, just as we
have municipalities as rivals. Once we
put away this magnificent private enter-
prise which has built up the prinecipal
part of Australia as we see it to-day, and
whether it is municipahsation, nationali-
sation, or federalisation, it seems we are
getting on very dangerous ground, I
do not wish to take up too much of the
time of the House, and I can certainly
puk the summing up of my position in a
very few words. I will content myself
with saying that I shall vote against the
amendment. I eertainly trust that Mr.
Kingsmill's suggesfion will be adopted,
and that this Bill will be referred to a
select committee. I am going to support
the Bill as a whole, because I think in all
the circumstances of the ease it is the best
way out of the diffienlty, but I am quite
prepared to do something at any rate to
meet the elaims of the Perth City Council.
How far we will meet those claims one
eannot say off-hand. T have been frying
to find out whether the citizens of Perth
really wish this to be brought about.

Hon. J. E. Dodd {Honorary Minister) :
You will not give them a chance; that is
just the trouble.
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Hon. A. SANDERSON: I would not
put it iu like that, because after all, the
mayor of the cily of Perth must be
treated with distinetion. I suppose he
will shortly be lord mayor, but at any
rate is a chief magisirate of this City,
and I would treat any proposition com-
ing from the mayor of Perth with con-
sideration and distinetion. I certainly re-
gret that it leaves out the people who
are oulside the city council and not
closely in touch with the ratepayers of
Perth, and makes the task a great deal
more diffienlt in considering whether the
ratepayers of Perth are in favour of this
nationalisation with or without compensa-
tion. If the interjection of the Honorary
Minister is an indication that they have
tried to avoid meeting their masters, all T
san say is, it is very mueh to he regretted.

Hon. J. E, Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
They declined times out of number to take
a referendum,

Hon. A. SANDERSON: I will not de-
tain the Honse longer, except that to say
that this is the position I take up on this
important matter.

Hon. J. CORNELL (South): I would
like at the outset to say that I somewhat
regret the attitude taken up by Mr. Cole-
bateh. Right throngh his remarks one
could not help being struck with this
impression that the present Government
can do nothing in the direction of an
honest attempt to do good to the citizens
of the State, bul that their motives are
actnated by political jobbery and innu-
endo.

Hon. H. P. Colebatch : I made no such
suggestion.

Hon. J. CORNELL: T say that was the
inference running right through the hon.
member’s remarks, and it is the inference
I got from them. I regret that it is neces-
sary in connection with a measure like
this to be placed in a position to a cer-
tain degree of defending the Government.
I wounld like to say that so far as this
Bill is concerned, and as a member of
the party with which T am identified, the
only notice I received of the measure was
when it was laid on the Table of the
House. Thus I was free to approach it as
other members in this House, with a’
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open mind, and I resent on behalf of
the lLeader of the Government and the
Premier in another place the suggestion
to the contrary. The action of the Gov-
ernmeni in moving in this direction is to
be commended. The tramway systems
have been looked upon as a certain form
of utilily to bhe dealt with at the whims
and wiles of ecertain individuals, T
think the tramway system is a form
of public utility, and the broader
the ownership and the control we
can give to the system, the beiter it is
for the component parts of the distriet
and for the State generally. I agree with
the Bill as placed before us with one ex-
ception, and members will see that in that
connection I am not in accord with the
Government of the day. I do not agree
with the provision made in Clanse §,
paragraph {a). 1f T bad my way, that
would be struck out altogether. That is
my opinion of the Bill in that respect,
but the Bill has run the gauntlet of the
Legislative Assembly whereby 1 should
say a trme representation of the views
of the erth munieipality and other dis-
tricts has been oblained. T have taken
a considerable amount of interest in the
maltter, aud thongh members in another
nlace representing adult sufirage in the
metvopolitan area have fought for eer-
tain alterations in the Bill, it has come
forth from that House with a mandate,
and o far as tbe principle of nationali-
sation is coneerned, it had almost the
wnanimous support of that Chamber and
of the representatives of Perth and the
sawrounding distriets. As a consequence,
1 think members when the issue comes,
should give some consideralion to the
thoughts of members of the Legislative
Assembly.

Ton. D. G. Gawler: That is the sup-
port of one party.

Hon. J. CORNELI: The principle of
nationalisaiion has the support of both
parties. T will toueh further on the ques-
tion of natienalisation later on. M.
(Colebateh in speaking last evening said
he was opposed to the Bill root and
braneh because it was unbusinesslike in
prineiple and opposed to the best inter-
ests of the ratepayers. To get at what a

{COUNCIL.]

ratepayer is, we have to make o generali-
sation of the functions that make a
ratepaver of a municipal couneil. A lot
has been said about the rights of the
wunieipal council.  We know that Par-
linment in its wisdom has brought in
a Jiunieipal Corporations Aet and a
Roads Aet for the purpose of allowing
ceriain parts of the State, where the
cilizens are of opinion that it is neces-
sary, to conduct their domestie affairs,
and they eannot go oufside the four cor-
ners of the Aet. Tn the first place Parlia-
ment made it possible for them to be rate-
payers throngh the medinm of the Muni-
cipal Corporations Act. Now, what is a
ratepayer? A ratepayer is generally
known as a person who pays rates to the
municipal eouneil. I have for many
years held this opinion, that a man in
husiness who pavs rates from a portion
of what those who deal from him give
hirm, is worthy of no more consideration
than those persons who indirectly pay
the money. I regret that the counlry is
so far behind, that in the electoral mach-
inevy of the municipalities we have not
scen fit to give recognition to that great
principle. I think T have dealt with, and
I hope T bave conclusively proved that
after all the question of a ratepayer
is a very flimsy thread on which to hang
an argument. If we take the great eity
of Perth and its mnnieipal eouncil, were
it not for the money of the people who
are the ratepayers resident within and
avound its ramifieations, we would nob
have much of a ecity. It is in the nfer-
eats of lhese people, and the people of
the whole State who contribute in a lavge
degree lo the success and welfare and
t rospecity of lhe municipahity of Perth
that the Government brought down this
measare,  Mr, Colebateh mede a very
astounding remark that every tuwn has
heen built up by the enerzies of the
ratepayers. I ihink that every town in
thiz State to a great extent has been
built up by the energies of the poor in-
dividual who is not a ratepayer, and is
too poor to become one.
Hon. E. McLarty: Tommy-rot!

Hon. J. CORNELL: Tt is not tommy-
rot. Take the goldfields town of Boulder



[14 Augusrt, 1912.]

where I gome from. The municipality
of Boulder has about 3,000 ratepayers.
The municipality of Kalgoorlie has a
litile over that number. The population
of the two eentres is in the vicinity of
40.000. T ask members who has been
the confributing £netor to the building up
of that centve, the ratepayers or the
masses of the people generally® T say
the masses of the people generally have
contributed as ratepayers directly and
indirectly in the building up of those
towns. On the other hand. I eould take
memhbers to goldfields towns from where
the great portion of the people I have
referred to have gone, and so did the
ratepayer go.

Hon., A, G. Jenkins: He left his money
behind him. The other man did not; that
is the only difference.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I am very glad
to hear that interjection. He says he
left his money behind. I know many
ratepayers on the goldfields who are
amiable persons, men and women for
whom I have ihe highest social admira-
tion, who went to that town with noth-
ing and probably will go away wtih noth-
ing. It is a bad advertisement. You
took your chance, buat for one ratepayer
or one buginess man in or arouund the
Golden Mile, who went to it with noth-
ing and will ge away with nothing, there
will be theusands of workers who have
kept many ratepayers in easy jobs who
will go away with nothing, and it is in
the interests of these people, not any par-
tienlar section, that we desire this piece
of legislation brought about, It was
pointed out in debate yesterday that the
ratepavers in Perth had rights of law
and equity, and that they had a perfect
right lo enter into an agreement with the
to enter into an agreement with the
Tramway Company, and to deprive them
of the fruits of their agreement would
be eonfiscation. That was tantamount to
saying, in my hnmble opinion, at any rate,
that the Government of the day would
stoop fto the ordinary ecommon known
methods of theft. It is not motives of
theft that have actuated the bringing
down of this measure but the motives of
justice and justice to all and not a few,
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and 1 think that acensation could very
well have heen left out of the broad
pringiple of the nationalisation of the
Perth trams. We come to the question,
conld it have heen possible for the Perth
City Couneil to have entered into an
agreement at all without the sanction
of Parliament. Parlinment gave its sane-
tion per medium of an Act. They gave

the eowrueil the right to enter into an
agrecment with the framway company

and it took another Chamber and this
Chamber to allow them to do se. Par-
liament did this sometime ago and I think
hon. members will admit that echanges in
politics and changes in many directions,
in my opinion, are a prominent factor
in progress, and the public opinion at the
last general election was emphatic in this
dirvection, and T say that what Parlia-
ment gives. Parliament, as the custodian
of the rights of the pzople, has a perfect
right to take away. On the guestion of
compensation, if Parliament is going to
dole ont a zum. or eall it a right if you
will, to the Perth City Council to the
detriment of the great masses of the
people of the State, then I say they will
be taking up a wrong attifude and T will
not be wth them. Tn his remarks yester-
day Mr. Colebateh said that he was in
favour of public ownership of public
manopolies. I interjected how he in-
tended to apply the prineiple and Mr.
Colebateh replied, **When the reversion-
ary rights mature 27 years hence.’’

1lon. H. P. Colebhateh : After 13 years
is the first right of purchase.

Hon. J. CORNELL : 1t would cost
a lot more then. I understood by M.
Colebateh’s remarks ihat his idea of the
purchase was to wait until the rever-
sionary rights matured.

Hon. H. P. Coiebatch :
anything of the kind.

Hon. J. CORNTELL : Then there wonld
be nothing to payv for exeept the land
and the extensions. 1 am pleased to know
that we have a Micawher in the Chamber
and I am also pleased to know that the
Gavernment with which I am associated
are not waiting for something to inrn ap,
but will move in the direction indicated
by the people. There is another imputa-

I never said



1058

tion I would like to resent strongly. It
was asserted yesterday by Mr. Colebatch
that monopolies meant that those who
paid would have control, but in the case
of nationalisation it would mean common
eontrol by the Trades Hall. That I re-
gard as an insult to ihe intelligence of
the Government. 'The only inference that
can be read from that is that the Govern-
ment ave not free men in any direction,
that they have not wills or souls of their
own and that they are slaves to the Trades
Hall. If I liked or cared to stoop so far
down I could say that the hon., member
for the Bast Provinee had no soul of his
own, and that the only soul he had, had
been relegated to him by the Liberal
T.eague; but I will not say that, T will
give him the benefit of the doubt.

Hon. H. P. Colebateh : Yon have not
seen the black list yet.

Hon. J. CORNELL :
when I went to school.

Hou. H. P. Colebatech : You have not
seen the blaek list of the Perth tramway
emplovees,

Hon. J. CORNELL : No, T will be
pleased if the hon. member will show
it to me. Just before T get away from
that question I would like to say that,
as one who has stood in the lirelight
to a certain degree on the goldfields as
secretary of the Trades Hall, that on
these matters of great public utility
every member of the party is untram-
melled and free to express his own will,

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom : Some of
them must tell awful fibs then.

Hon. J. CORNELL : T know there are
a lot of liars in the eommunity, but we
have to console ourselves with the know-
Jedge that if there were not many liars
we would not know what the truth was.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: You cannot he-
lieve half the lies you hear.

Hon. J. CORNELL : I and others,
without being egotistical, recognise that
publie utilities should be owned and ad-
ministered in the interests of all and not
in the interests of any particular section
of the people, and I will defy hon. mem-
bers to give me aunthentic proof or one
illustration that any member of our party
has acted in any other way. We are

I was put on it

[COUNCIL.]

pledged as a party to the prineiple of
nationalisation. I thank Mr., Sanderson
for his remarks in that direction. I be-
lieve he is sineere in thinking that we are
on the wrong road, and he is open-minded
and manly enough to tell us divectly and
not by innuendo. He is the sort of man [
admire. Give me Lhe opponent who will
bit from the shoulder and not go behind
one’s back by innuendo. I hope, however,
to convince Mr, Sanderson some day as I
grow older, and perhaps wiser, that the
poliey of nationalisation is far preferable
10 the interests of the whole community
than the old stage coaclt of publie enter-
prise. Theie is another miseoneeption
I desire to clear up. Mr. Colebatch pre-
dicted that the ink would not be dry
on the agreemenl before the employees
would demand certain concessions and
get them. Well, probably they will de-
mand them and if they are not contented
with their conditions thev are free men;
they are not slaves and they have a per-
fect right to ask. T will ask hon. mem-
bers if they ever got anything that they
did not ask for. Flon. members are hang-
ing on.tightly now to keep what they
have got because they know others are
after it. If the CGovernment get hold
of this econeern they will have a perfect
right to treat the men emploved in it
as men and if their demands are reason-
nhle—-—

Hon. H. P. Colebateh:
decide?

Hon. J. CORNELIL: Wha decides now?

Hon, H. P. Colebatch; The court of
arhitration,

Hon, }. CORNELL: Sometimes.

Hon. H. P. Colebatch: The Trades
Hall decides,

Member: Conference.

Hon. J. CORNELL: T hope I am not
digressing but the last inferjection I
would like to clear up by asking hon.
members this simple point. Have not a
body of men, whose labour is their capi-
tal whieh they =ell, as much right to meet
and discuss their affairs as free men as
those who employ them?

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: Certainly.

Hon. J. CORNELL: They have a per-
fect right to do that, Theve iz in Sydney

Who is to
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one of the finest tramway syvstems in the
world to-day, one which is a great source
of revenue to the State and I have yel to
learn. even under a Liheral Government
or a Labour Government, that the tram-
way employees in Sydney have been any
more nnreasonable than any other body
of employees. I have yet to learn that
the employees of the State railways and
the public servants are more unreason-
able than any other hody of employees
ned in the public service. In the language
of the Tton. Alfred Tyttleton in the
House of Lords I would say il is dis-
ingenuons  pitle on  the parlt of Mr
Calebateh to Iwing np sueh a matter
Another point—the question of the 3 per
cent, was a mere sop to cateh votes. M.
Colebateh  inferred  that yesterday—a
mere sop to ecateh votes, Not only are
the Government indicted of bheing run
by the nose by the Trades Hall, but they
are going to pive 3 per cent. to the Perth
Municipal Counecil so that they may cateh
vofes and retain a majority, T said
earvlier in my remarks that I thought the
Government should have given nothing.

Hon. A, G. Jenkins: They should
have made the couneil pay.

Hon, 1, CORNELL: 1 have heen a
conneillor and the main line we have had
to adopt was how to keep out of the
insolveney couri—not to buy anything.
Mr. MeKenzie is a past mayor and coun-
cillor of Kalgoorlie and he will tell vou
that they bhad an overdraft of £7,000.

Hon. R. D. McKenzie: They
splendid assets.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Their asset is
the town lots, a coneession from the Gov-
ernment,

Hon. H. P. Colebatch: Is there not an
eleetric lighting undertaking in Kalgoor-
lie; is that not one of the biggest assets?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Like the Boul-
der, it is a sieve, It is a very small peg
to hang a hat on, the idea of giving 3
per cent, lo catch votes. There are mem-
bers in our party who say that it should
not be given. There are members in the
Liberal party who voted against giving
it, and I would vote to-morrow against
the giving of it if I thought I shonld get
it through, I do not think that T would

had
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get it through, therefore 1 support the
Bill as it is, All through this debate Mr.
Molloy has cropped up like a King
Chartes’ head, always bobbing up. One
would think that we were living in the
Pernvian age with an Tnea. and the peo-
ple of Perth under a benevolent despotisni.
I ask members, has there ever heen a
popular demonstralion against this men-
sure? The only demonstration I ean find
out is one conducted vight ihrongh the
piece by Mr. Molloy, who was speaker,
clrairman and chueker-ont at his own
meetings. I have followed it closely and
if there liad been a popular demonslra-
tion by fhe citizens of Perth against the
principle of the Bill, there would have
been some justification for the attitude
taken up by Mr. Colebateh. Bute I say
with the Hon. Mr. Sanderson, the people
of Perth want this,

Hon. A. Sanderson: I did not say thal.
[ asked the question; I wanted to find ont.

Hon. J, CORNELL: The people of
Perih want this, and I venlure fo say the
Government ave aware of the facts I have
pointed out. There has been no public
demonstration. Several referendums have
been asked for, bul liave never heen taken.
The Government are jnstified in sticking
{o their guns when they think they have
the people of PPerth behind them. 1f Mr.
Coiebateh had heen sineere in hig charge,
we would have seen him, as in days of
old, leading the reveluiionarvies, demand-
ing that referendums be taken of “King”
Molloy. Anoether question, in dealing with
Mr. Molloy yesterday Mr. Celebatceh spoke
of his financial genius and ecapabilities.
T do not wish {0 de that, I have never
had enough money 1o be a Anancier, but
M. Colebateh could well have left the
Premier and the Minister for Works out
of any invidious eomparison. We know
we are all human, and not all intellectual
geniuses. I am not one, I do not pose as
one. T venlure to say that the Premier
and (he Minister for Works have done
their best, nnd ave endeavouring to do their
best, and I fail to see where any connec-
tien of the administration of these two
weitflemen ean be in any way implicated
by the financial ability of the wmayor of
Terth. In eonclusion. T am informed that
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as far as the 3 per cent. clause is con-
cerned, that this Chamber eannot alter it,
It ean recommend or appoint a select
committee to recommend. With that as-
pect of the question I will not offer any
objeetion, but I do offer a decided objec-
tion to the amendment moved by the hon,
menober, Mr. Colebaich. I say that I hope
it will not be carried. I do net think that
it expresses the opinions of members in
{his Chamber, and to say the least of if,
I think it is cowardly. What does it
amount to? The amendment is that this
Bill be read this day six months. YWhat
does this day six months mean? It means
the shelving of the measure; that is the
intention.

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: That is the usunal
COurses

Hon. J. CORNELL: That is the usual
course.

Hon., H. P. Colebalch: Then there is
nothing cowardly about it.

Hon. A. G. Jenkins: The onlv Parlia-
mentary way of throwing it out.

Hon. W. Kingsmill; That is so.

Hon, H. P. Colebaich: 1t is the only
way of throwing it out. I would have
moved that it be hurnt, if it were consti-
tutional.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If that is the only
way of throwing it out T think the hon.
member would have bheen in order in
moving that the Bill be read at a later
date, or, to he houest, he shonld have
ntoved that it never be read.

Hoen. H. P. Colebaich: [ should have
been disorderly.

Hon, J. CORNELIL: 1 was informed
that the Cooneil ¢ould reject the measure
on the second reading withont any
nrestion of reading the Bill six months
hence. I ask voun, My, President, if T am
right. If the Couneil can reject the mea-
sure without any amendment. then I say
it i+ cowardly in the extvreme. Let us re-
jeet it or proceed on the lines suggested
by Mr. Kingsmill. Tf vou think you ean
da auy good by going lo the Legislative
Asgembly, then let us do so,

Hon. W. Kingsmill: It is not very en-
couraging.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. J. CORNELL: I do not think you
will get anything. The leader of the Gov-
ernment fold me yesterday that the Gov-
ernment were wedded lo the Bill as it
stood, and I think they are justified in
sticking to the Bill.

Hon. C. Sommers: In the muliitude of
councillors there is supposed to he wis-
dom.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Wisdom is a very
doubtful quality. We generally base our
estimate on our own wisdom, but the wis-
dom I look on is not the wisdom I think
I have, but the wisdom which other peo-
ple think I bave. Angd if other members
would look at it like that we should get on
better. I hope the Council will reject the
amendment, and let us be honest and vote
whether the question is desirable from the
point of view of whether we think the
principle of nationalisation is desirable.
If the Couneil think the principle i1s not
necessary. say so and vote the Bill down.

Hon. J. ¥. CULLEN (South-East):
The siluaticn now reached by this Bill
has an amusing side. I think it is pretiy
clear to anvone who has studied the first
stges of the Bill, that the clauses abso-
lutely brenking the confract with the city
council are not to be taken as the final
offer of the negotiations. Take the
speechies which we have listened to. Tt is
impossible to cume to any conelusien than
that the main issue has been to cover up as
mueh as possible. My eonclusion from the
early stages was that the Government were
trying to bluff the city counecil into the
least money with which the Government
coulil get out. To my amusement [ find
the morning Press swallowing that bluff
as if it were most serions. The morning
Press, professing to helieve the popular
opinion, thal an Aet of Parliament ean do
anything! "That anything can be got
through Parliament. say, by a dominant
majorily of one Ilonse or in both, as
somelimes exists, as in the Federal Parlia-
ment to-day. a dominant majority may
carry any hasty teasure and that hasty
measure is unchallengable; it is an Act of
Parliament. It may utterly override pre-
vious legislation, it does not matter; it
is an Act of Parliament, and onr merning
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Press adopts the popular delusion that an
Aci of Parliament can do anything.

Hon, Sir J. W. Hackett: When backed
up by the people.

Hon. J, F, CULLEN: I can understand
the popular plea, I can understand the
term ‘“‘the people” in the sense in which
we have heard a good deal of it in the last
few years, but I do not think it is a term
Lo conjure with amongst thoughtful people
who treat law with serious aspect. It is
easy to say the people want this, and the
people want that, but the people some-
times want one thing to-day and another
thing to-moervew, and what the Legisla-
ture hos to arrive abt i1s the matured
views of the people, not some haphazard
ery of lo-day, but the matured mind of
the people, then there would be something
to conjure with. But my surprise was
further inereased to-night by the deliver-
ance of AMr. Sanderson. His constituents
in the outlying municipalities having come
to an arrangement with the Government—
1 think very wisely; their interests were
o mere bagatelle, and they are much safer
with the Government Lhan otherwise—the
Lion. member professes to hold that the
cily eouneil have no legal claim in this
matter,

Hon. A. Sanderson: Not if this Bill is
passed.

Hon. J. F, CULLEN: Exaetly—that an
Act of Parliament can take away the legal
vights of anyboedy. Does the hon. member
:seriously mean that this is his settled view
—that an Act of Parliament ean violate
a eontract and leave a party to that con-
tract without redress except in the way of
a dole by act of grace?

Hon. A, Sanderson: They ean exercise
their fegal rights.

Hon. J. F. CCLLEN: I inlerjected
when the hon. member was speaking that
when the time comes, if this Aet is passed
fifty times, the eity council can enforee
their legal rights.

- Hoen. A. Sanderson: Against the Gov-
ernment?

Hon. J. F, CULLEN : Decidedly. I in-
sist that altlough this Bill professes to
take away ruthlessly and dishonestly the
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righls of the city eouncil, it cannot do it.
What is the High Court for?

Hon. D. G. Gawler: If this Bill is
against the constitution the High Court
can deal with it.

Hon, J. F. CULLEXN: 1t is against the
constitution and against equity. Mr. San-
derson usked why should not the ecity
council interpose now by going fo the
High Counrt.

Hon, A, Sanderson: 1 did vot say that.

Hon, J. F. CULLEN: The hon. mem-
ber said distinctly that if the city coun-
cil bad a right which was being violated,
why should that body not take action now.
The eouneil cannot take action now.
Their rights will acerue later on, and until
they aecrue the council would bave no
stunding in court appealing against a
threatened interference with those rights.
The tramway eompany ean only sell what
it owng. T take the ground, and I defy any
lawyer in this Chamber to take the other
side, thot we are dealing with a triangular
contract. Parliament confers a contract-
ing power upon the Perth Tramway Com-
pany, and the eity council, and those two
bodies, on the strength of the powers
conferred by Parliament, enter into a busi-
ness contract. It is entirely apart from
lhe ordinacy funections of a municipality.
It is an undertaking by ecivil contraet
between the c¢ity council and the Perth
Tramway Company, and that eonirast is
ratified by the Parliament of the country.
Now this Bill says in effect that twe par-
ties ean violate that contract without re-
ference to the desires or rights of the
third party.

Hon. T. G. Gawler: They ¢an do any-
thing by Aet of Parliament.

Hon. J. I, CULLEN: Here is another
member of this House taking up the popu-
lar fallacy lhat Pacliament ean break its
own laws,

Hon, D, G. Gawler: Certainly,

Hon. J. . CULLEN: It is preposter-
ovs. 1 say most distinetly if this Bill were
carried to-morrow in the form in which
the Governinent have introduced it, that
when the 1ime eomes the High Court will
certninly maintain the rights of the eiiy
couneil.
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Hon. D. G. Gawler: I am afraid you
are wrong.

Hon. J. F. CCLLEN : Now what is the
position? Here is a ecivil eontraet based
oh Acls of Parliament and provisional
orders granted by Parliament. It is made
in full agreement with those powers.
Some of the powers were probably not
wisely given, but it is made in pursnance
of those powers and ratified by Parlia-
ment. Apart altogether from any gunestion
of policy, I say as a guestion of law Par-
liament cannot by a later Act violate the
earlier one without regard to one of the
contraeting parties. It cannot take away
the right to redress which that disre-
garded party has now and will eon-
tinue (o have, T would like to
nmake my position clear. From the day of
that unfortunate tramway strike when any
man in a public position would naturally
study the matter and come te a conclusion,
I have publicly advocated the nationalisa-
tion of the Perth tramway system, because
I hold that the company is entirely in-
adequate for the purpose. .\ compamy
with an absentee direetorale and very
limited eapital is a hopeless proposition
for the tramwayv system of a city like
ours. Further, 1 have taken the gronnd
that owing to the eomplexity of the Aets
of Parliament, provisional orders and
contracts, 1l would not be feasible Tor the
cily couneil to underiake this tramway
system. There would be endless risks of
friciien, and possibly litigalion amongst
the various munieipal pariies. Very well;
the third conrse. purehase by ile Gov-

ernment, iz the oue that must be
taken. T have no sympathy with the
amendment on any aceount whatever,

This course mnst be taken, hut it must he
taken honestly. Parliament must surely
sel an example of honesty. T was inter-
ested in AMr. Kingsmill’'s remarks about
the three-fold capaeily which we all
hold. T dealt with it pretiv fully
during my  elegiloreering  campaiga i
replying 1o the sorties of {he
ialistie pariy. Not only has each of
us  an individnal  eapaeity  in which
he does his work aml holds his
own properiy. but we all have a munieipal
capaeity ity which, as communal assem-

ROC-

awn
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blages we deal with ceriain eivie matters.
Then we have our capacity as mem-
bers of the State, and these three are en-
tirely barmonious and in each of them
there are the most sacred rights of pro-
perty. Surely even a socialistic Adminis-
tration, who might feel themselves free
to ride rongh-shod over individual pro-
perty, have not got so far as to try to
repudiate municipal eapacity and muniei-
pal property. If (he Government, by say-
ing that the State includes and embraces
everything, avgue that we cannot recog-
nise any right of the Perth city couneil,
why do they tallk ahout paying for the
town hall site? Why slhould the Govern-
ment do any sueh supererogatory workd
Why not take the town hall site by. Act

of Parliament, and’ allege that when
onee 1he Aef is passed it is un-
challengable? So says Mr. Sander-
son, and so says the West Austru-

Iian. 1f the Government can only get the
Aet through, it does not matter what that
Aet ineludes, it is unchallengable. M.
Sanderson went cven so far as to say
that it rested with the Crown tn challenge
the Aet if it is (o be challenged at all:
that is, thal the royal assent should not
he wiven. Ts the lon. member going fo
lay down the doctrine that royalty is re-
sponsible for the legal interpretation of
an Aet of Parliament? That would be
preposterous. Tf the Government can
surceed i rushing the Bill through—by
the way, we were asked to meet a week
carlier to rush this through on the sup-
position that the Government with their
Immense majority would rcush the Bill
throngh the other House in a2 week—the
rights of fhe eitv council are to he cx-
tinguished. Tf so, I ask again, why nego-
fiate to buy the town hall site? Why
not fake if. The Government ecan do
that wtih just as mnch show of right as
they can acquive these tramways wilh-
out regard to the rights of the city
conneil.  Huave Then. members really
earefully  looked into  the terms of
this  Bill  with regard to the eity
council?  Until 1939 the eity coun-
cil are entitled to certain things which I
need not specify. and amongst them three
per eent. of the evoss earnings. One hon.
member has very vichtly staled that this
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three per cent. may be looked upon as a
kind of composition for the rates that
the company should pay for the use of
the streets. T think it is a very reasonable
rate indeed for the use of the streets.
The eity eouncil are entitled to the three
per cent, until 1939 and then the rever-
sion of {he whole undertaking withont
payment. What do the Government offer
in this Bill in exchange for thai property,
that tangible, valuable property? The
Government say they will continue to pay
three per cent. until Parliament otherwise
orders. They will not pledge the Govern-
ment to pay it for two vears even; they
will pay it until Parliament thinks differ-
ently.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: That is an invita-
tion to think differently.

Hon. J. F. CULLLEN: Exactly. Ts it
likely that other claimants on Govern-
ment money will be satisfied that this
three per cent. payment, which might be
terminated altogether, should continne
whilst the Government are refusing them
many things that they think they have
a just elaim upon?

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. J. I'. CULLEN : Hon. members
are aware that whenever a Bill is snb-
mitted to Parliament touching property
at all, if it is seriously amending legisla-
tion, or reseinding legislation, there is
always a saving clause protecting all par-
ties concened in aecerued rights and
powers. Now, the singular part of this
Bill is that, instead of a saving clause,
we have Clause 6, and I want hon. mem-
bers to listen carefully to this clanse
which says :—

As from the notification in the Gou-
ernment Gazetle of the faect of the
completion of the pnrchase, the Acts
mentioned in the Second Schedule
shall be repealed.

That is necessary; but the clause goes on
io say—

And all the rights, interests aund

powers of all loeal anfhorities under

and conferred by the said Acts and the
provigional orders thereby confirmed,
and the agreements therein and in the
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Fourth Schedule hereio mentioned,
shall, notwithstanding anything con-
tained in the Tramways Aet, 1885, to
the contrary. be extinguished.
There is no saving clause whatever. If
the Bill were dealing with private per-
sons, would members dream of such
action? 1f, in the place of the Perth
City Council, there was a private person,
would members dream of passing a Bill
in these terms? Certainly not. They
would not dream of it. It would be rank
confiseation; it would be dishonest con-
fiseation, and they would not dream of it.
Now, what is the real difference between
a private person and the Perth corpora-
tion? What is the real difference? The
conneil of Perth is a corporation acting
for the ratepayers, holding their property
and administering it, and taking all their
responsibilities—and they are very heavy
and complex, an enormons burden for
unsalaried men to carry. This corpora-
tion is to be dealt with in the terms of
that clause I have yead. Parliament
will repeal the Aets and provisional
orders on whiech an important pari of
theiv property is secured, and Parlia-
ment will say that from the moment
the Government choose to complete any
transaction with another party all the
rights, powers and interests of the cor-
poration in the tramway undertaking
shall be extinguished. That is the word,
“textingnished.’’ Well, I say what is dis-
honest and eonfiscation with regard to &
private person cannot be deseribed by any
different terms when applied to the Perth
corporation. Now, coming to the terms
of the contract with the one party, the
tramway eompany, I am nof foolish en-
ongh to dispute the valuations on’ which
the Government have based the price at
which they have negotinted. T am pre-
pared to believe that the price is a fair
one for the wlhole undertaking; but that
means a cleav title. Tf the Tramway Com,
pany are in a position to give a clear
title to the whole undertaking, I am not
going to dispute the price, £475,000; but
T maintain the tramway company cannot
vive a clear title; and if this Bill is to go
into Committee, I shall eertainly see that
an amendment is moved to the effeet that
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the ecompany shall be required to give
a clear title after an equitable settle-
ment of the elaims of the Perth City
Couneil upon them. Then I would not
dispute the price: but to buy an encum-
hered title at the full value that is placed
on the whole coneern is very unbusiness-
like, and Parliament, representing the in-
terests of the country, has no right to
enter into sueh a eontract. As regards
a seleet committee, [ look upon that as
only a last recourse, The city couneil
onght to bave beeu heard by counsel in
both Houses. Certainly now they ought
to have come here and stated their case
by permission of the House, which, of
course, would be granted. Now, the pro-
per course is for the Government, after
the ventilation the Bill has received, to
say that they will go for a clear title
honestly aequired, that they shall either
insist that the company shall equitably
sottle with the Perth City Council before
coneluding a transaction with the Gov-
ernment, or consider (hat matter in its
bearing upon the price to be paid, and
see that the just elaims of the Perth City
Couneil are equitably met. I am sure
when hon. members get home close to
the fnet that this Bill is asking them
to take away the Perth City Couneil’s
rights in two particulars, the three per
cents. until 1939, and the reversion of
the whole undertaking free of cost on
that date. and to offer in return only 3
per cent. for an unguavanteed, undeter-
mined period, the number of vears which
Parliament itself by any chanee majority
may choose to fix—T do not think mem-
hers will seriously entertain such a pro-
position. They wonld not do it towards
one another; they wounld not do it to any
private person; thev have no right to do
it to the Perth City Council. T hope, even
at this late hour of the question, the Gov-
ernment will drop oratory, and that as
honourable men representing a great
counfry which eannot afford to do a mean
thing, quite apart from a dishonest thing,
they will say, ““We will find some way
of arriving at the equities of the case
as between the Government and the Perth
City Couneil.”” There is no difficulty in
arriving at it.  There is no difficuliv in

[COUNCIL.)

ascertaining what this reversion and the
three per cents. may fairly be valued at
to-day: and it would be quite right for
the Aet of Parhament that we are going
to pass to embody that same equitable
method of adjusting. I shall ecertainly
support the main pringiple of the Bill,
1he acquirement of the trams by the Gov-
ernment. but T shall to the utmost of my
power insist that it shall be equitably
carried through,

Hon. 8Sir E, H. WITTENOOM
(North}: I have listened with mueh
pleasare to the speechies of hon. mem-
bers, but the ntterance tlhiat fell from Mr.
Cornell makes me indeed very diffident in
addressing the Honse, not because I am
jealous of the views and principles he
holds, but because of the confidence with
whieh he places them before the publie,
T find the very greatest difficulty in mak-
ing up my mind on the question before us.
but that hon, member seems to have none
whatever and comes forward and makes
his statement with so much eertainty that
I ean only say I regard him with the great-
est admiration and envy. T did not come
here this evening in any way to defend
the Perth City Council or take up their
side of the ease. The view T look at is
how the trams ean be run to the best ad-
vantage of the people who nse them. The
tramways arve a most important part of
the city of Perth, aud we want to solve
the dificulty of how they ean be run fo:
the eonvenience of these people who use
them and pay for them. T have heard a
great deal said that this qnestion resolves
itself into one of nationalisation versus
munieipalisation; bnt T say it is nothing
of the kind; the two questions we are
confronted with are nationalization and
private enterprise. I see no question in
this Bill abont municipalisation. If we
accept the Bill we take nationalisation. Tf
we rejeet it we go on as we have gone be-
fore—with private enterprise. I am
one of those who thoroughly believe in
private enterprise, particularly in rela-
tion to bnsinesses where there may he
competition. I think private enterprise
develops them much more quickly than
anything alse does.  Unfortunately, in
this case we cannot adopt the aliernative
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of private enterprise, becanse the eom-
pany are nok in the pesition to carry on
the trams with advantage to the people
and with advantage (o the ecuntry, be-
cause I consider the company have been
very badly treated by the Government
and the people of Western Anstralia. I
say that not only that company, bat num-
hers of other companies who have brought
their capital into Western Australia have
heen looked upon after some years, and
more partiedarly if they have heen sue-
cessful, as robhers and spoilers who
should be Ireated as shamefully as pos-
stble and driven onf of the eountry. T
am saving that advisedly and with full
knowledge of what I am talking about.
This company have been confronted with
these difficulties. I happen to know some-
thing of the inceplion of the company,
beeause at that time I held the position
of Agent Genernl of this State, and the
wentleman who was the instigator of these
trams, Mr. Allen Stoneham, eame fo me
and asked if I thought there was a fair
praspect of suceess in the event of his
managing to seenre sufficient money to
instal a tramway systenn in Perth. I
fold him that T thought his efforts would
be altended with success nltimately; that
probahly he would have an uphill fight
in the beginning. but in the end he wonld
be snceessful. He went to work, and the
resuft is the tramway eompany.  The
company had a great fight to commence
will.  For sowme iime they lost money,
and for a long time the shareholders did
not get one penny back, in fact, no one
but the debenture holders got anything.
After a time. however. they were more
suecessful, and T believe dividends have
been paid. But, at the same time, they
felt there was existing a certain amount
of hoslility towavds them, and it fright-
ened the shareholders against extending
the system. Moreover, I believe that oc-
casionally obstacles were deliberately
placed in their way. At any vate the
eonfidence of these people was impaired
to snch an extent that they decided to
sell out if possible rather than eontinue
under the eirenmstances. Many will
agree with me that the way the trams

have heen run of recent vears has been

1065

anything bat satisfactory, and we may
take it as a eertainty that the system has
been imperfeetly ron with a view to
getting some authority in Western Aus-
tralia to take il over, whieh, in the
opinion of the company, would be prefer.
ahle to (he company being harassed and
interfered with in the way they have
bheen,

Hon. B. C. 0’Brien: In what way have
the company been harassed?

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOM: Tn
many ways; they have heen narassed by
the municipality, and at times by the
Government. They have been harassed,
too, by lahour strikes: in faet, T believe
that prominent members of Parliament
have {nken part in those sirikes. I was
not on the spot, but I have been told so,
and I have seen it in the newspapers.

Hon. B. €. (VBrien: The company
were responsible,

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOQM:
not know who were responsible.
know that these strikes taock place.

Hon. B. . (¥Brien: The company
caused the trouble themselves.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOM: How-
ever, the strikes did occur, and the com-
pany have had many other troubles. We
heard the Colonial Secretary say the
other night that if the Bill were not car-
ried, under no cirenmstances would the
presenft ecompany he allowed any exten-
sion. Therefore, they eannct, with the
small capital they have, hope to make a
egreat deal of money. It has heen argued
that there is not sufficient eapital; but
I am eertain that if they had facilities for
extending their system and putting it on
a good basis there would not be the slight-
ests difficulty in securing the necessary
money. I have said so much in comnee-
tion with private enterprise. I say it is
almost impossible to consider the ques-
tion of a continuation of the trams in
connection with private enterprise. "We
are, therefore, brought down to the point
of natinnalisation, and it is proposed by
the Government to purchase these trams
and nationalise them. I am altogether op-
posed to the Government nationalising
trams, or nationalising anything else. 1
say they are the worst party in the State

I do
T only
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to manage anything of the sort, and par-
tienlarty a competitive enterprise or any
enterprise connecled with Labour; for the
simple reason that, to speak plainly, they
ave a Labour Government, and therefore
to a large extent under the inflnence of
Labour. T am not saying this in any way
offensively. I am quite certain that every
individual member of the Government is
doing his best for the advancement of the
country, and with the single idea of do-
ing his duty. But T say that any man,
whether he is a member of the Govern-
ment or a member of the Labour party,
is so confined by the conditions he has to
accept to belong to that party that he is
not altogether a free agent. Any organ-
isation in the world where the employers
are dictated to by the workmen can never
be successful. Therefore, under the eir-
cumstances, I do not possibly sec how the
Government ean take over an industry of
this kind and work it suecessfully.

Hon. B. C. O'Brien : What about our
railways?

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOM: I will
come to the railways presently,

Hon. J. Cornell: What about the Alid-
land Railway?

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOM: Tt runs
up to time as far as it ean. I say it will
be found that as soon as the Government
take over the trams there will be a demand
for higher wages on the part of those who
work them, and for lower rates on the part
of those who use them; and I believe that
in both cases the demands will be granted,
with the result that a heavy loss will be
ingwrred which will have Lo be made up
by the taxpayer. TUp will go wages, down
will -wo farves. The majority of the per-
sons who use the frams do not pay the
taxes and do not care whether or not the
system pays. It is the taxpayer who will
have to face that responsibility and, in
consequence, the Government know they
cannot refuse any demand from Labour.
If it comes forward in a properly or-
ganised manner and through an orthodox
channel I have no hesitation in saying it
will be granted.

The Colonial Seeretary: Do you know
any instanee where this has oeccurred?

[COUNCIL.)

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOM: Yes,
only the other day the Federal Govern-
ment granted the railway men a rise from
Os. to 12s.

The Colenial Secretary : But in Weslern
Australia?

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: I am
speaking generally. However, here is
another case, which occurred in Western
Australia. Before the Government were
elected, I believe there was an understand-
ing that if they happened to get on to the
Treasury benches wages were to be in-
ereased. They were returned by a most
substantial majority and, in consequence,
within a week there was granted a rise in
railway wages to the extent of £32,000.

Hon. B. C. O’Brien: It was justifiable,
too.

Hon, Sir E, H. WITTENOOM: I am
not saying otherwise. I was asked to give
an instance, and theve it is. However, this
thoughtless action so embarrassed the
Commissioner of Railways that he did not
know which way to turn, and it very
nearly disorganised the whole of the rail-
way service; becanse those other officers
whose wages were encroached upon by
the rise were naturally incensed that they
also had not been treated in the same
generons way.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) ;
Surely vou do not ohject to an aet of
justice?

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: I am
only saying the Government raised the
wages of the railway men, and I say fur-
ther that direectly a demand is made
through a preper channel, it will be
granted. I am merely pointing fo what
will happen in respect to the trams, which
probably cannot afford it. In that other
instance we could not afford it, When the
Gavernment came into power there was a
deficit. T have only to turn to the Hon.
Mr. Kirwan, who told us in an able speech
on the Address-in-reply that the Govern-
ment had inherited not enly the published
deficit, but a very mnch larger one which
had not been publicly stated, and alse
that they had bad to face a drought. One
wonld think that a Government who de-
sired to he economieal, who wished to ob-
tain a good veputation for their handling
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of the finances, that sueh a Government,
coming into a big defieit and facing a
drought, would have tried to gain the ¢on-
fidence of the people, instead of raising
wages all round. But we find them piling
up expenses in all directions. It seems
to me that if anybody has had occasion to
be thankful for the drought it has been
the Government. I am certain they have
often said, ** Thank God for the drought’’;
because by reason of the drought they
were able fo cover up the expenditure in
salaries and wages by declaring that it
was for earting water to the farmers.
Under the cirenmstances I think that if
they had shown any idea of trying to he
economical they wonld have secured a
little more confidence. I am merely re-
ferring to this to show that Y do
not think the precedents they have
given as to their management of
the finances are such that we may con-
sider them capable of managing this busi-
ness any better than they have managed
the business of the State. Therefore I am
afraid that if they take over the system
it will not be run at a profit, and I ques-
tion very much whether it will be run any
better than it is at the present time, for
the reason that I do not think the Com-
missioner of Railways would have control
over his men, and I do not think the Gov-
ernment dare say no to any request that
is made. If I were a country member re-
Ppresenting a country constituency, and
living in the country, I would vote for
the amendment moved by Mr. Colebatch.
I wonld say, “Let the trams go on as they
are, and we will have £450,000 more for
railways and roads in the eountry.” In-
stead of that we are to send £450,000 to
the place where capital eomes from, where-
as we badly want it out here. There is
that aspeet to be eonsidered. TUnless we
can see a very great improvement to be
secured il seems to me a foolish poliey
to send money out of the country when
we can utilise it so much better here.
Now, as it is impossible to carry on the
system by private enterprise, and because
there is a good deal of doubt as to how
if will be eonducted under nationalisation,
it seems to me it would be a good thing
if it could he run by the municipality.
The objeetion, I understand, is that Mr.
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Molloy, the mayor, is not satisfactory.
But Mr, Molloy would nof manage the
trams nor, indeed, would the council. Like
the present eompany the authorities would
get 1n a capable manager, and put him
in charge. But there would he this differ-
ence between the munieipality and the
Government : the municipal council would
not be forced to grant every request for
increase of expenses, for the munieipal
council ave not quile in the same position
as tle Govermment. They arve not tied
down {o do certain things, and therefore
I am of opinion that they could run the
business very mmuch better and very much
tmore independently than the Governmeut.
Mr. Colebatch stated last night that the
ratepayers in nearly all the cities and
towns had made those cities and towns,
and that they could control a business like
the tramways. Under the circumstances,
in my opinion, the trams should be con-
trolled by the municipality, but so far as
the Bill before the House is concerned
there 15 no question about bringing the
municipality into if, and as far as I ean
see from ecirculars, the municipality have
so far aceepted the situation, and all they
now require is some recompense or recog-

nitton  of their rvights and privileges.
Having c¢ome down to the question
of rights and privileges, it does

seem very high-handed indeed to have
a Bill like this passed taking away all
the privileges which had been bestowed be-
fore by Aet of Parlinment. I do not
question the power of Parliament to do if.
I ihink it is guite possible that Parliament
ean do anything, but it seems a terrible
precedent to create that, after passing Acts
of Parliament empowering the company
or the municipality to own certain rights,
they are to be taken away with one fell
swoop without compensation. Under the
eivcumstaneces, while I am not prepared to
vote for the amendment moved by Mr.
Colehateh, which simply would mean leav-
ing the system in the hands of the com-
pangy, I feel much inclined ta support Mr.
Kingsmill. T intend, however, to keep my
mind open and listen to any further
speeches. 1 hope {o hear something from
the Government benches to convince me on
behalf of nationalisation. So far I am
afraid 1 have not, but there are probably
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other speakers to come, and I am open
to conviction, and I shall be glad to follow
anything and do anything which I think
is in the best interests of the State. I
gannot help referring to another matter,
and that is an instance of what happened
under Government control. I will cite
one of the most dreadful pieces of mis-
management I have come across, and that
is with regard to the Federal Government’s
telephones in Melbourne. I think they are
an absolute disgrace. It is almost im-
possible to get people to answer, and when
they do answer the amount of cross-talking
going on makes it almost impossible to
hear anvthing. This is another instance
in which nationalisation is not a suecess.

Hon. B, C. O'Brien: Would you have
telephones under private econtrol?

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOM: I have
seen them under private control in Great
Britain, and they are very good. I do not
find that I have anything more to say on
this matter. I hope the deliberations of
members of this House will lead us all
to a useful conclusion, a conelusion that
will place the control of these tramways—
a very important business indeed to the
people of Perth—on the best lines. T do
not care whether it is nationalisation or
municipalisation or private enterprise, as
long ns we see the system earried out sat-
isfactorily, and on a basis that is useful
to the people and nof af a great loss to
the Government. TUnder the eirenm-
stanees, T have much pleasure in suppori-
ine the second reading and the proposal
of AMr. Kingsmill.

Hon. R. J. LYXY: 1 move—-

That the debate be adjourned.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: Why not go on?

Moiton put and negatived.

Hon. .J. W, KIRWAN (South): One
feature of AMr. Colehatel’s speech yesier-
day ought, I think, deserve the commenda-
tion of this House. Immediately the Col-
omal Seereiary had finished his speech,
iniroducing ihis Bill, Mr. Colebatch was
ready to proceed with the debate. When
Bills are brought before this Chawmber,
in uearly every instance a good deal of
publieity has previously been given to the
details which have been discussed in the
public Press and in another plaee, and it
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seems fo me that the example set by Mr.
Colebatch, who is a new member, in go-
ing on with the debate immediately after
the Colonial Seeretary had moved the
second reading is one that most of us
might follow with advantage to the busi-
ness of this House. In view of the atten-
lion which has been directed towards this
Bill, it certainly seems to me that the ma-
jority of members have already made up
their mind on the question, and if we
could get to a vote and dispose of the
question one way or the other it
would be to the henefit of everyone
here. Having said so much in vegard
to Mr. Colebateh’s speech, and having
also expressed my admiration of the
vigour and eloquence of his uttevance, I
have said, T think, all that T ean say in iis
favour. With a mood deal of the matter
contained in that speech, I am not in ae-
cord. T agree with what he said regarding
Mr. Molloy. The qualifications of the
maver of Perth or the conneil of Perth
have nothing whatever to do with the Bill
before this House. T know nothing what-
ever ahout the administrative eapacity of
Alv. Molloy. In that vespect T am like Mr,
Colebateh, but T am not going, like Mer.
Colebateh, with my absence of knowledge
of the administrative capacity of the
mayor of Perth. to immediately compare
his sdministrative capacity with the ad-
ministrative eapacity of two Ministers of
the Crown. I sympathise with what was
said by Mr. Cornell regarding the general
tone of M. Colebatel’s speech as well as
the tone of the speeches in this de-

bate ond in other debates in this
Fouse, and in regard to the attitude
of opposition or hias towards the

present Government. I ean ounly regret
that my friend Mr. Colebatch seems to be
suffering from the prevailing malady
certain classes of this community, a mal-
ady that T might characterise as “labour-
phobia.” There are certain men who are
to be met with in Western Australin, men
in the professional and rommercial classes,
and the mere faet that a Lahour Gov-
ernment prepore a ceriain reform is quite
snlfictent to ensure ils eondemnation from
them. A large humber of these men, who
talk so «libly about the States and Federal
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Governments—we meet them travelling in
railway trains, staying at hotels, and
almost wherever we go—I say a great
many of these men are ever ready
to condemn anvthing that comes from
a Labour Government, quite irrespeetive
of its merits. When we discuss the
matler with some of them we find
that they know nothing about either
the ideals of the Labour party or
the ideals of the Liberal party. 1 say,
with a knowledze of this House extending
over many years, that the centre in this
State of thal “labourphobia™ is this par-
tienlar Chamber. Mr. Colebaich went on
to say that the statement that the mayor
of Perth was incompetent was an insult
to the intelligenee of the ratepayers who
elected Mr. Molloy to his present position;
but what did he say about the two Minis-
ters of the Crown and their administrative
ability?  ™id he not think that hiz com-
ments  regarding these Ministers were
also an insnlt levelled ot the whele of
the people of Western Australia?
1 say that if it he an insalt, as Mz,
Colebateh deseribed it to be., to the
ratepayers of TPerth to eriticise the
mayor of Perth or the city eouncil in the
way he said they were deseribed, then it is
a similay insull to the electors to refer to
two Ministers of the Crown as he almost
immediately afterwards did as men niterly
lacking in administrative capacity.

Hon. H, P. Colebatch: You are wmis-
quoting what I said. I said it was an in-
snlt to sav they eould not elect a suitable
civie chief to mend their ways, and prob-
ably the electors of the State would do the
same.

Houn. .J. W. KIRWAN: Probably My
Colebateh will see a differenee between the
present interpretaiion and what he said
vesterday, but T fail to see any difference.
The Ministers of the Crown as members
of Parliameni are elected hy the people,
just in the same way as the mavor of
Pevth is elecied by the rvatepavers.

Hon. F¥. Connor: Ministers are elected

hy cauens.
Hon. J. W. RTRWAN:
mark of 1. Colebateh

And the re-
applies to  the
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Ministers of the' Crown, just in the
same way as it applies to the
mayor of Perth and membeis of
the city eouncil. They are both elected,
and if it is an insolt in the one case, it is
m the other ease to the people who elected
the Ministers, The member who has just
concluded his speech and other members
have made n comparison between the run-
ning of trains under the Government sys-
tem and the runoing of the trams under a
privale cofipany, I am ready to admit
there is room for considerable improve-
menl in the running of the trains of West-
ern Australia, and the indietment made by
Mr. Colebatch, one of the leading Liberals
of Western Auwstralia, against the run-
ning of the trains, will perhaps, later on,
prove very inleresting reading indeed. T
say that in a eomparison between the run-
ning of trains and trams, bad as the run-
ning of the trains may be, the trains are
helter run, in lhe inferesis of the public
generally, than the trams are. During the
last few days, sinee I have been in Perth,
on two oceasions when T was waiting for
trams to cowe up to this Chamber, I have
been shut out becanse the ears were over-
erowded, and T had to wait a eonsiderable
time, considering the shortness of the jour-
ney, for another fram. I do not know
any instance of that sort in eonnection
with Lhe running of trains, but T say
the vunning of the trains compares very
favourably indeed with the running of the
trams, 1f a eomparison is to be made be-
{ween the runping of trains, controlled by
tiie Government, and institutions that ave
controlled by privale individuals, why did
rot A'r, Colebateh make a comparison be-
tween the running of the Government
trains in this Stale and the train serviee
that is owned by o privale company?
Is it becunse il would not fit in with his

argumenis?  Mr. Colebateh probably
knows a weod deal wore than I
do abont the running of the {rains

on the Midland Company's lines, and
if what I read in the loeal papers
that are published in the distriets
served hy the Midland Company’s trains
is right, and if what T hear from people
who use those trains be correct. then T



1070

think there is a concensus of opinion that
bad as (he Government services may be,
they are not nearly so bad as the Mid-
land Company’s serviees. That I ven-
ture to say is a fair comparison. You
have similar institutions run under the
two syelems, the Government system and
the privately owned. Perbaps a still bet-
fer comparison than that—f Ar. Cole-
baich wished i¢ make & correet compari-
son—is the ease of the trams thal ave
run by a private company aird the trams
that are run by the Government. Why
did net Mr. Colebaich eompare the pri-
vaiely run trams of Perth with the Gov-
ernment irams of Sydney? I have lately
been in Sydney and I know that there are
great difficulties attendant upon the run-
ning of the tram services in Svdnev. The
streeis are narrow, the volume of traflic
is very considerable, and T ecan quite un-
derstand the tremendous traffie difficulties
in connection with the management of
those trams. From what T eould see as
a visitor to Sydnev, who went about
a good denl and used those trams exten-
sively, during the busy (imes of the day,
I was agreeably surprised by the way
in which they were run. The readiness
with whi¢h the irams were available to
any  part  of the eity and suburbs was
very marked, and althiongh in many cases
they were overcrowded lthere was not a

single instance where I was not able
to get on a tram when [ wanted
to do so as 1t came along. That

I venture to say would have heen a
beiter comparison to make than the com-
parison dr. Colebateh made, and hefore
the Hounse approves of the draslic pro-
posal thal he has submitted T trust that
members will ecavefully tlink over his
speech and they will see for (lemselves
the many inconsistencies in his remarks.
It was a speeeh that was so excellently
delivered, and the dietion was so good,
that unless one analyses il carefully it
might produce an effect on the minds of

some members that the matter in the
speech did  not  justify. A zoad
deal has been said to-day roncern-

ing what has been described as the con-
fiseation of the rizhts of he Perth City
Couneil. Tt seems to me that a great deal
more hins been made owt of that question

[COUNCIL.]

than the circumstances justify, and the
position ihat was taken up by Mr. Sander-
son in that matler was the neavest ap-
proach to the correct position that
I ihink the Government ought 10
assume in this matter. If after the
closest investigation of the whole
thing there is reason to suppose
that any great wrong has been done
to (he municipal eouncil, 1 am qguife sure
that this Clovernment. or any other Gov-
ernmment, as a matter of course, wonll
tnke the subjecl inlo econsideration and
fully reward the couneil for any injury
that may have been done to it. Mr. Kings-
will made (he strongest featuwre in lhis
speech the yuestion of the righls of the
ciiy conneil, but to my mind he gave the
whole position away beeause he said that
when the agreement was entered into by
the munierpal eouneil in the first instance,
when these rights first of all came into
existenee, they weve really of no value,
e went on to say that the ratepayers had
since then given a value to these rights
which they did not possess.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: T said notling of
the sort.

Hon. J. W, KIRWAN: 1 understood
that that was what the hon. member said.
At any rale he said that the righis had
increased in value. Al the time (he rights
came into existence they were of no value
and the value they possess had acerned
since the time the agreement was made
beiween the tramway people and the city
council. I venture to sav that that in-
ereased value whiech had been given to
the rights that the city couneil possess,
has been enlirvely given by the people.

Hon., W. Kingsmill: Not at all

Hon, J. W, KIBRW.AN: [ is the peo-
ple of Western Australia who have made
Pertlr what it is fo-dav. Tt is the people
of the State generally whe have been re-
sponsible by thelr opening up of ihe
various  industries. mining, agriculture.
timber, and the various others for the
ereation of certain values thal exist at
the present time in the eity and the values
that Mr. Kingsmill referred to in econnec-
tion with this maiter.

Hon, W. Kinesmill: The value is
ereated by the approach of the termina-
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tion of the agreement; the effluxion of
time.

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: That value
would not have been ereated had it not
been for the improved eondition of Perth
as a eity.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: Yes it would.

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN: The fact that
Perth had inereased in population, in
business, and in every other vespeet, that
is what has brought about the inecreased
values, and not the expiration of the
agreement. My, Kingsmill now speaks of
the termination of the agreement, but
it was of no value when it was originally
made; it was by the increase in the
growth of Perth that the real value was
creafed. i

Hon. W, Kingsmill ; Not at all.

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: The trams did
not pay for many years, They would be
valueless to-day if Perth had not ad-
vaneed. T say it is the people who created
1hat value and the Government represent
the people, and the Government are merely
taking the value which the people created.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: Not in the least.

Hon. J. W, KIRWAN: Objection is
invariably taken lo every scheme of
nationalisation, and in every instance
where the Government take over services
harm is done to some body or other.
When o rvailway is built coach owpers
and teamsters arve deprived of their means
of livelihood. T remember an instance
that oeeurred when the Goldfields Water
Scheme was completed. Prior to the com-
pletion of that secheme there was a very
Jarge number of people upon the gold-
fields who performed a very useful work
with eondensing plants. They earned
their livelihood by means of condensing
water for the people. As soon as the
Goldfields Water Seheme was completed
those people were absolutely deprived of
their means of livelihood. Wonld any-
body for a moment snggest that they
should receive compensation; vet they
were undoubtedly deprived of their means
of livelihood. 1In the ease of muniei-
palities it eannot be forgotten what all
the munteipalities of this State owe to
varions Governments and what the eity
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conncil in particular owes to successive
Governments who have done a great deal
for Perth. Why, therefore, haggle over
matters of this kind? It is in the inter-
esis of the citizens of Perth that the Gov-
ernment are taking over the trams and is
it not straining a point when members say
that an injustice is being done to the
ratepayers of Perth. If there be any
injustice cavsed by this Bill, surely the
areat benefit which will acerue to the rate-
payers and people of Perth by the taking
over of the trams will have more than a
compensating effect.

Hon. A. G. Jenkins : The Government
say that this is in the interests of the
people of the State.

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN: It is in the
interests of the people of Perth and the
State. What will be the alternative of
this Bill not passing ¥ Is the present
inefficient system to he eontinued for 13
vears, or the next 27 years? What guar-
antee have we that the system will be
taken over by the municipality in the
event of this Bill not being passed? Is
there any certainty on the point; is there
any certainty that even at the end of
13 years, or 27 yeuars, it will be taken over?
I have not beard of any reason to believe
that there is any ecertainty that we shall
have a municipal tramway service in
Perth if this Bill be not passed.
In connection with an interjection
which has been made, and which
was eaused hy a portion of Mr
Colebateh's speech in which he seemed to
think that if holf a million were spent
ot the Perth trams it would lessen the
amount of money that would be available
for agrieultural railways, I may say that
I do not hold with Mr. Colebatch in that
respect. I do not think in any way that
that would lessen our borrowing powers;
in faet I think it might sirengthen the
borrowing powers of the State.  The
people in London who lend money to the
State take into aceount the way in which
the money that has heen loaned to the
country is being spent, and they take into
aceonnt the earning capacity of the money
they lend. and in conneetion with a loan
to Western Aunstralia of half a million
for the purchase of the trams, there can



1672

be no one in the House who will reason-
ably contend that from the expenditure of
that amount on the purchase of the trams
we wonld not be able to get a high per-
centage which would enable us to pro-
vide for sinking fund and interest aud
leave n subsiantial protit. If the {raws
under Government confrol pay ten per
cent., and I do not think that len per
cent. would be teo high to expect, surely
that would tend to make up for the loss on
the agrienltnral railways. It would tend
to pay for the interest upon the money
expended on all unpreductive public
works, and I venture to say ihat
the securing of half a million loan
from London {for such a purpose
as this would rvather strengthen than
weaken our borrowing powers in the
old country. To hear the speeches made
in this House one would imagine that the
conntry generally was in o state of in-
dignation at the proposal of the Govern-
ment. I have nol heard any outery in
Perth or any other part of this State
concerning the proposal of the Govern-
ment.  What do we find when we exam-
ine the actunl facts? That the Perth
papers so far as I know, are unanimously
in favour of this proposal. and. surely
that should be taken into aceount as an
expression of public opinion. Not only
that, but we find that all the local gov-
erning bodies, with the exception of the
Perth City Council, are asking the Gov-
ernment 1o earry out this proposal.
When hon, members ¢come here and repeat
that a great wrong is being done, surely
if the Government were doing wrong and
embarking on an enterprise atiendant
with risk, we wonld hear of public meet-
ings Leing held. But I have heard of no

such  expressions of opinion  except
from 1the eity council and the mavor
of Perth in the eciveular which he

has sent to members, As a country mem-
ber. T fail to see why T should nol support
the Government in this matter. There is
a proposal to submit the Bill to a select
committee. The impression that usually
exists on the referenee of a Bill to a
select committee, is that it is an under-
hand means of killing the measure.
Hon. J. F. Cullen: Who says that?

[COUNGIL ]

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: The impression
generally prevails that when a Bill, which
has been so long before the country as
this one has, is rveferred to a select com-
mittee, it is an underhand method of de-
feating it.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: The impression
does not exist in all minds.

Hon. J. W, KIRWAN: It is a method
well known in Parliamentary practice of
killing a Bill, and it is nsually adopted
hy thase people who have not the pluck
to ecome inlo the open and vote against a

Bill that is favoured hy rthe eountry
generally  though not in this Cham-
her. [f this proposal to submit the Bill

to a selest committce hé carrvied, T sin-
cerely trust that there will he a elear
understanding that a veport must he sub-
wmitted to the House as soon as it can
reasonably be presented. We do not wish
to have the chairman of that comn-
mittee enming forward after a fortnight,
three weeks, or a month asking for an ex-
tenston of time and hanging the matter
np indefinitelv. TIf the proposal be car-
ried, I hope there will he a elear and dis-
tinet understanding that the committee
will finally have their report before the
House within a fortnight.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: There generaily
is.

Hon. A. G. JENKTXS (Metropolitan) :
To my mind at present the question is
not one of nationalisation as against
munieipalisation of the trams. The ques-
{tou that more enncerns me is whether
the undoubted rights of the Perth City
Council are poing to be respected by Par-
liament. Now tlese richis are valued by
the Premier. T understand, at £100.000,
and another estimate is £75,000. They
pessibly ave worth more. and possibly a
ereat deal less, but np to the present
neither this House nor the Legislative
Assenthly has inquired as te the aetnal
value of the rights.  Undoubtedly the
Perth City Couneil have some rights in
the matter, and the hest way to determine
the value of those rights would be to as-
certain what the tramway company wocld
be prepared to give for a lease of {he
trams in perpetuity. We know that thev
would give an immense sum if they could
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dispose of the reversionary rights that
the city council now have. Members are
well awave that most of the immense
fortunes in the world were made either
ot of land or tramway and railway
orants .obtained in Ameriea and the
United Ningdom., If the Perth City
Council had gone to the tramway voin-
pany. and stated their desire lo dispose
of their righis and to allow the compapy
to run the system for ever, does any hon.
member think that the company would
not have been prepared to pay an im-
mense sum?

Hon. J. {'ornell: Those rights wonld
have been worth nothing without the con.
sent of the adjoining municipalities.

Hon. A, G, JENKIKS: That is a gues-
tion T am not prepared to give an ex-
pression of opinion on as an actnary, bul
nz 0 business man I am sure the rights
are worth a considerable sum.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: A twenty years’
extension would be very valuable.

Hon. A. G. JENKINS: Yes, and I
understand the eompany offered a con-
siderable sum for an extepsion of the
term.

Hon. J. Cornell: It is only a joint in
the tail of the system.

ton. A. G. JENKINS: It may be, but
it 15 a very considerahle joint. To my
mind there are only two parties to this
hargain, the city eouncil and the Perih
Tramway Company, and so far as I am
eoncerned. T am not going to be a party
to the confisration of any rights properly
and lezally given. T quite understand
that if the rights hecame a menace to the
community ov burdensome Lo the com-
muniity the Government should siep in
and take those rights away. That has
been done enly once in Western Ausiralia
and that was when the MeArthur-Forrest
patent righis became buwrdensome fo the
community, and Sir John Forrest intro-
duced a Bill eancelling the rights which
those people had acquired under a patent.
Had thaf not been done the whole history
nf the gold-mining industry would have
‘been changed and the industry would
have suffere@ very considerably by the
burden which the patentees were going
to put on it.  That ig the only case in

1073

this State where rights have been con-
fiseaied.

Hon. TI. P. Colehateh: That Bill was
dizallowed by the Imperial Parliament.

Hon. A. G. JENKINS: 1 had for-
gotten that. but it is a useful precedent,
because if that Rill was disallowed 1
guestion whether, if the Pevth City Coun-
cil approach the right anthorities, this
Bill also would not be disallowed, It is
not a question of an infringement of the
Coustitulion, beeause if it were, we might
then approuch the court, but I do not
think we ¢an approach any court in this
matier, exeept by appealing to the Tm-
perial anthorities.

Hon. J. Corneli: Why not get the op-
inion of-the ratepayers by a referendum?

Hon. A, G. JENKINS: The gneston
before the House is whether or not this
Bill shull become law, and I am here to
say that the Penth City Counecil have
rights, and until proper compensation is
ollowed for them, T am not prepared to
vate for the Bill. T want some member
of the Flouse to rise and tell me that the
Perth City Counneil have no legal rights,
hul so far not one member has stated that
under the Acts of Parliament and the ex-
isting agreements the city eouncil have
not legal rights,

Hon, B. C. (’Brien: Who ave the Perth
City Council? Theyv are the citizens of
Perth. *

Hon, A. G. JENKINS: We are deal-
ing with infelligeut people who have rights
under this mensure and not with persons
who Hve thousands of miles away,

Hon. B. ¢. O’Brien:
Perth.

Hon. A. G. JENKINS: The hon, mem-
her will not respeet their rights; he will
vote as he ig told. The Govermnent have
stated that they do not intend 1o pay the
city couneil anvthing at all exeept the 3
per eent.  But this cireular which the
mayor of Perth has sent to members shows
that undouhiedly the eity couneil have
many more rights besides the 3 per cent.
of the gross takings. The Government are
not only going to take away those rights,
but they are going to deprive the loeal
anthority of any compensation,

The citizens of
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Hon.'J. Cornell: Mr. Molloy is trying
to intimidate us,

Hon. A. G. JENKINS: No, he is only
referring to facts which can be verified by
reference to Acts of Parliament. These
are the rights which the city council have,
and we are asked to take them away with-
out any eompensation whatever. The city
eouneil do not come here as beggars to
ask for charity, or a dole, or an act of
grace. They are asking for their un-
doubted legal vights, and those are what
this House should be prepared to grant.
It is all very well to say that Parliament
as an act of grace can do this and that,
but Parliament does not do acts of grace
when there are legal rights wunder
consideration. Parliament respects those
rights and sees that the people to
whom they are due get them. I
say that this House will set a bad
precedent if we agree to what is
practically a policy of confiscation. I ad-
mit that if T had a vote for the nationalis-
ation of these trams as against municipal-
isation, I wonld vote for nationalisation,
becanse I believe that in the capital city,
where the trams and the railways should,
to a certain extent, form part of one large
system, they are better pationalised, but
at the present moment that is not the
question, It may become the question if
the Government say lhey have no intention
whatsoever of giving the city eounecil their
proper rights, We have a contract rati-
fied by Act of Patliament, and those rights
given by Aect of Parliament cannot be
taken away except in a proper and con-
stitntional manner. It undounbtedly is not
a proper and constitutional manner to
take those rights away without giving
adequate compensation. My present in-
tention is to support the motion that will
be moved hy Mr. Kingsmill, but should
the select committee after inquiry not
report in sueh a way as will tend to pro-
tect the rights of the eity of Perih, I re-
serve to myself the right to support the
amendment moved by Mr. Colebateh, Tt
has been remarked thai that will he assist-
ing at the funeral obsequies. It may be
so, but a bad Bill eannot be buried too
deep and T shall be only too glad to assist
at its funeral if we are un:ble 4o improve

[COUNCIL.)

it in the direction I have indicated. Mur.
Kirwan referred 1o certain rights which
had been affected. The hon. member
knows that those righis were not created
by Aet of Parliament, and that they were
simply private rights that had no standing
in the community; and if people lost any-
thing it was simply a business proposi-
tion and they did not deserve considera-
tien; but bere a different principle ap-
plies. It is all very well to say that the
people created this immense asset for
Perth, for undoubtedly it is an immense
asset; the people by the same token cre-
ated an immense asset for the tramway
company. We are paying the tramway
company for the immense interest the peo-
ple have created. When they first started
it was a losing proposition, and shares
were worth very little, but now the people
kave made the asset a very valuable one.
We are prepared to pay the tramway com-
pany for that increased asset. Why not,
in a matter of justice, pay the municipal-
ity for their share in it whatever it may
bed

Hen. €. SOMMERS (Metropolitan) :
Unless the Government see their way clear
to recognise the claims of the Perth City
Counei! for compensation, I shail be
forced to support the amendment moved
by Mr. Colebatch, The Perth Gas Com-
pany acquired certain rights over the
streets of the city of Perth to supply
electric corrent and gas and the eity coun-
cil under that eontract had the right to
buy from these people at the expiration
of a eertain term. What do we find? That
they had to pay the full fair market value
of that coneern, and some people think
they even paid more than that; but here
the city couneil, instead of heing the buy-
ers are in the posifion of owners of a vory
valuable eoncession. Whereas they had
to pay when they were buyers, now that
they are owners the Government core
along and say “ Your comcession is not
worlh anything at all; we will take it
away; you inay have =some rights, but we
have superior authority, as Pavliament is
superior to the municipalily, and we exer-
cise our judgment, our superior judgment,
and the powers we possess, and we dis-
possess vou of the concession.” To my
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mind the Perth City Couneil have a first
mortgage over the framway eoncession.

Hon. W. Patrick: They are owners
stiibjeet io the lease.

Hon, C. SOMMERS: Quite so, and at
a cerlain stage they bevome possessed of
a very valuable property. 1f a private
citizen entered into n contraet with a cer-
iain company and, in repayment for some
privilege he was able to confer upon {hat
company. lhey contracted with him that
at the expiration of a certain term he
wonld become possessed of the very valu-
able property for absolutely no payment
at all, what would be thought if the Gov-
ernment came along and confiscated his
vight? We know what we wounld say;
we know what every right-thinking man
would say, that they were doing a grave
injustice, perpetrating a scandal no honest
Government would be guilty of. Why net
put the Perth City Couancil in the same
jsosition as the private individual? There
is not the slightest difference. They have
a first mortgage over a valuable posses-
sion which falls into their hands almost
free of cost at a given date.

Hon. J, Coimelk: There is no analogy.

Hon, C. SOMMERS: I think so. I
ltnow how it would strike the hon. mem-
ber if in his private capacity he parted
with some privileze temporarily, and if,
when it was bo come back nnencumbered
io him, a stronger arm came along and
took it from him without compensation.
He would say, “I am trustee for myself,
I want my rights,” and if he did not get
ithem he would make a fuss, and I would
wol blame him. Nof many country mem-
bers have spoken, I wanted to know
from Sir Edward Wittenoom whether he
did not econsider himself a eonntry memn-
ber. T thought he represented a country
distriet, but he seems to claim that he has
become now almost a metropolitan repre-
sentative,

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: T said I
lived here.

Houn. C. SOMMERS: T cannot under-
stand a country member supporting the
expenditure of practically half a million
sterling when there are so many urgent
works needed in country distriets, Mr.
Colebateh asked yesterday, in that admir-
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able speech he made, what are we going
to get. There is no new wealth created
hiere except the promise, probably, that
the concession will he letter run umdler
the Government. Bul there is no proof

of it. Let us hope it will be if
it goes that way. It is not creating
any fresh employment for anyone.

We are simply making a transfer from
ote ownership to another, and yet
at the same {1ime we know that our
borrowing capabilities are taxed to the
utmost; and this borrowing of thig half a
million ot money which will be necessary
to buy ont the tramway company may
possibly, and 1 think will, count somewhat
against us when we o in for further
loans to develop our public works poliey.
For thai reason I would readily think
this Bill would have no hearty support
from country members. We want to see
what the Bill provides for the Perth City
Counecil by way of compensation. One
clauge refers to the faet that three per
cent. of ihe gross earnings will be divided
among the suburban and city ecouneils,
not for fhe whole time the concession is
i existence, but only during the will of
Parliament. That is a distinet disadvant-
age to the Perth council to begin with,
because under the present agreement they
have to get three per cent. during the
whole of the concession. The Government
want to take away this concession when-
ever Parliament thinks f[t. Tt may be
taken away next month, because it is to
be only paid during the will of Parlia-
ment. T do net think the purchase of the
tramways is a very wrgent one. Tt will
not hurt postponing it for a couple of
years. It would not make the concession
any more valvable; because, unfortunately
for the tramway company. their eonces-
sion is n decreasing one. their concession
is slowly running out, the sand is rtun-
ning through the glass for them, and
every day brings them nearer to the time
when they have to submit the tramways
to the council for re-purchase. every day
brings thewm nearer to the time when they
have {o give up evervthing fov nothing.
I do not see any great urgency for this
purchase. T do not know that it was a
burning question. During the recent
Legislative Council elections in the metro-
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politan area, I have no recolleetion that
it was ever a prominent question. Cer-
tainly I was kept very busy on other mai-
ters, and probably that is how I escaped
going more deeply into the matter and
ascertaining the views of the citizens in
this regard. I hear complainis that the
trams are somewhat overcrowded and that
the company do not run guite as many
cars as we would like to see at certain
hours of the day, but I do not think we
have so much to complain of, seeing that
at the heginning of ihe concession it was
a losing concern. If the State Govern-
went, being superior to the municipal
government in having greater powers, can
do certain things and say they ave doing
them in the best interests of the people as
a whole, if they are right in that conten-
tion that the bigger fish shall eat up the
little fish, what would we say if the Fed-
eral Government, heing a superior body,
exercised the samie right with regard to
some of the State powers? In their
superior judgment, they might think it
would be good for the Commonwealth,
and we would be deemed very unpatriolic
if we opposed if. If it ig right for the
Stale Government to take from the muni-
cipal government we mnst admit it is
equally right for the Federal Government
to take from the State Government
withont compensation. Well, that may
be right, but I think we would he
very aggrieved, and 1 think we wonld
have a good deal to say about it.
The Perth City Couneil ave not in a
vory enviable position just now. The
rates are very high and there is a good
deal of expense in the City, while the
municipality have reecently been deprived
of at laast £10.000 a vear in rates by the
recent vesumptions in the munieipality by
the State and Tederal Governments. T
think T am right in mentioning this am-
ount. T am assured by one of the council-
lors {o-night that at least £10,000 is the
amount the municipality will lose by these
resumptions. TFhere have been resump-
tions in Fast Perth and in Perth central
for the Federal post office, and recently
there were resumptions at West Perth.
and again, a day or two ago, there
was another large block resumed in West
Perth. If they are poing to lose £10,000
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that way, and they are only going to have
the three per cents. during the will of
Parliament, I think their position is not
to be envied; and if they eah get some-
thing by extending the terms of the pres-
ent company, as 1 understand they cag,
because I gather from the mayor of Perth
that if ihe municipality give up their
rights of purchase which fall due in about
13 years, they can get quite a substantial
cash consideration from the company—
from the mere fact that the present com-
pany would give the muniecipal eouncil
a substantial eash price if the council
wonld only give up certain rights of the
concession, it shows that the council have
a mortgage or an equitable interest in this
property, which we ecannot poseibly take
awny in enuity without compensating
them for it to the fullest amount possible.

Hon. J. . Cornell: Ts that ecompensa-
tion to be extended to the whole of the
municipalities?

Hon. C. SOMMERS: No. In their
superior judgment, the Perth City Coun-
¢il made a better bargain with the tram-
way company than thn suburban counecils.
The suburban counecils have no rvight I
think, generally speaking, of acquiring the
property, nor at the end of a concession
shall the property fall inlo them for noth-
ing; and if it is bought by them it has
to be paid for by arbitration. T do not
see why the Perth City Council should
hot be entrusted with the running of the
tranrway system. 1 think if we gave them
power to acruive the eoncession and the
power to borrow the money to buy it
with, they would very soon come to terms
with the suburban municipalities and
bring about a trust on eruitable grounds,
or it would hasten the bringing about of
the Cireater Perth scheme, which T do not
think is very far distani. despite what I
have heard during this debate, I think
the very fact of giving the municipality
the power to do what the Gavernment
pronose to do would bring the strageling
ends together and cement them into one
trust that wonld be strong and powerful,
and eapable of running a tramway sys-
tem better than anv Government pos-
sibly eould,. We must not forget the
Perth City Couneil have already aequired
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the electric lighting and gas plant, and the
possession of that plant should enable
them to run the tramway system more
economically than the Government could.
The two things should run together. The
vouneil owning the gas aud electrie light-
ing plant and having the poles for carry-
ing the light throughout the various parts
of the City, could run the two systems
together more economically than if they
were nnder separate control. I hope the
Bill will go before a select committee,
Not because I agree with Mr. Kirwan
that the sending of any Bill to a select
eommittee necessarily means that the
Bill will be killed. I do not think the
city council have had an opportunity of
putting their case fully and freely before
the Government, and most certainly not
before Parliament. This is a very vital
matter to the municipality. It means
ptobably huandreds of thousands of
pounds to them by the time the eonces-
sion falls due. It is of very great im-
portance to the ratepayers, who bhave
tended in a very great measure to build
up the present value of the concession by
their enterprise, by the buildings they
have erected and by the confidence they
have shown in the State. T think these
people are enfitled to consideration and
that the ecity eouncil as representative
of these ratepayers should have the op-
portunity of putting their expert advice
before the select committee.  Then the
House would have every facility for ar-
riving at a determination as te whether
the elaim is just, and if so, what is a
fair eompensation to give them for this
property. In the event of the selecct
rowmittee not finding that the city coun-
cile is entitled to fair compensation equal
to what T believe the eoncession is worth,
T shall be forced to vote against the Bill.

Hon. K. J. LYNN (West): I do not
intend ¢n speak at any great length to-
night.  Since moving for the adjomrn-
ment of the debate T have thought
that in order that other members
would be able to have an oppor-
tunity of speaking before leaving for
the country to-morrow, it would be
better that I shonld address my remarks
to the House to-night. T am quife in ae-
cord with many speakers in the senti-
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ment that from the peint of public
utility the tramways of Perth should be
either nationalised or municipalised. 1T
am unable to agree with those hon. mem-
bers who have expressed themselves as
being in favour of nationalisation, a sen-
timent not guite in accord with the posi-
tion I happen lo hold in a sister muni-
¢ipality. I think Perth, or any other
municipality or roads board or loeal gov-
erning body, should have absolute eon-
trol and management of lighting and
transit facilities within its boundaries.
In this respect I differ from My, Jenkins,
who stated that nationalisation was pre-
ferable to municipalisation. T happen to
be connected with a business which brings
me into very close contuct with railway
administration, and I must cordially en-
dorse what Mr. Colebatch had to say ve-
speefing that railway administration. I
endorse the hon. member’s remarks, not
in any spirit of party polities, because
the same grievances bave been in exist-
ence not only during the life of the pre-
sent Administration, but of previons Ad-
ministrations. If the Perth tramway sys-
tem were to be operated by the Railway
Department it would simply mean that
a large amonnt of red Eapeism respeecting
any matter of reform would have to be
passed throngh, and that along channels
quite foreizn to those depending on the
svstem. With a system similar to that
in Fremantle, where we have direct con-
trol by the direct representatives of the
people, and a special hoard created to
adminisier and earry into effect all mat-
ters relating to the administration of the
tramway system, you would have dircet
representation by the individeals eon-
cerned in the very munieipality itself.
That, T contend, would be of very great
benefit to the Perth system. Those of us
who have dealings with the railways
know that immediately one has any eom-
plaint to make one receives the usual ac-
knowledgment of that eomplaint. Then
after many days or weeks occupied in
controversial communications, one is in-
formed that “this ceorrespondence must
cease.” That is part of a system which
applies, nof only in the metropolitan area,
but throughout the State, and in my
opinion 1t is not suitable to the proper
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administration of the framway system.
I eonsider the Perth City Couneil have
certain reversionary rights. 1t has been
argued that not the ratepayer, but the
resident citizen establishes the value of
the system within the metropolitan area.
To some extent the argument is perfectly
justified. It must also be considered
that the ratepayer and the property
owner within the boundaries of that par-
ticular municipality are alone the people
responsible for the andvance made in con-
nection with the municipality by the rea-
son of enhanced valunes, In this respect
] must certainly favour municipalisation
as against nationalisation. 1 intend to
vote for the secoud reading, for I believe
that if a select committee be appointed
some solntion of the difficculty will be
arrived at. My, Kirwan has declared that
to send a Bill to a select committee is to
saerifice the measure; but we know that
in this case there is no intention of mak-
ing any such sacrifice. The Bill will be
sent to the committee in the hope of find-
ing some solution which will justify the
Government in coming to some arrange-
ment with the Perth City Council. There
are many very suecessful munieipal tram-
ways 1o existence in the old country. in-
deed, there are some 120 systems through-
out the British Isles, which to a great ex-
ient in days gone by assisted in the ve-
duction of the rafes of the respective
municipalities. The first municipal tram-
ways constructed in Australia were those
of Fremantle, and having been honounred
with the confidence of the people of that
town in regard to the administration of
those tramways rvight from the ineeption
of the system, I cqnfess that my sym-
pathy is in the direction of municipalisa-
tion. T hope that the amendment fore-
shadowed by Mr. Kingsmill respecting
the select committee will be earried into
effect. We know that in small systems
where the lighting power and the {ram-
ways are controlled by one local body
Iarge expenses are saved, not only in the
administration but in the general work-
ing of the system. I realise that it can
be shown to a select committee that the
control of a system for the generation of
power and the lighting of a city, as well
as for the ranning of trams, will be
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greatly to the advaniage of the vne party
controlling that particular system. See-
ing that Perth has expended a very large
sum of money in the municipalisation of
the lighting and power, it is natural to
assume Lhat benefits will accrue by the
City baving also the system of tramways
o combine with the power and the light-
ing. It means one power station, one set
of officers and one system generally, and
it makes for economy from many stand-
points. 1 do not propose to offer any
objeetions to the Bill at this stage. When
the various elauses are dealt with in
Committee it will be found that Perth
has many rights whieh should be duly
protected. Tn speaking on the question
broadly to-nighi T may say I regret that
some arrangement was not entered into
between the Government and the Perth
City Council in order if possible to ar-
rive at some solulion of the diffienlty be-
fare the Bill had reached this stage. I
claim that if the Perth City Council are
not ready to protect the rights of the
citizens, the Government should step in
and determine to nationalise the system.
On the other hand T say the Govermment
have no vighl to take away any rights that
may be aceruing to the Perth City Coun-
¢l under the existing agreements. I do
think that some such arrangement as a
refevendum of the people of the metro-
politan area might have heen entered into.
T understood from Hon. Mr. Dodd in reply
to an interjection that any referendum
would he acceptable to the Government
in eonnection with this measure. If the
Perth City Council refuse to take that
referendum or to consult the people who
are the masters of the situation, T am
afraid members mav be forced into sap-
porting a measure which otherwise they
would not do.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: What about the
broad principle?

Hon. R. J. LYNX: The broad yprin-
eiple is this: that the people generally in
the metropolitan area have every right
to be consulted in regard to this measure,
and if those people are eonsulted and any
small section, whether it is the mayor of
Perth or his council, refuse to accede to
the demand or wishes of the people gene-
rally, they have no right to be respected.
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¥rom my standpoint I view it in this
way, that if a referendum of the people
who have these rights to-day in their own
keeping are quite willing by a vote to
hand them over to the Government, 1 say
by all means nationalise the framways,
but if, on the other hand, the Government
refuse to accept some such suggestion as
a referendum heing taken on the subject,
I shall be foreed to vote agninst this men-
sure. [ hope that a Bill of sueh publie
utility will be viewed from the standpoint
of the benefit to be derived by all parties
cggeerned. T believe that in the interests
of the State this system should pass jnto
lbe hands of the munieipality or Govern-
ment and, believing in that, T shall be glad
te do anvihing I possibly can in order to
arvive at some solufion of (he existing
difficulty.

On motion by Hon. J. D. Connolly
debate adjourned.

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMBENDMENT.
In Committee,

Hon. W. Kingsmill in the Chair, the
Colonial Secretary in charge of .the
Bill

Clausa 1—agreed to.

Clause 2—amendment of Section 138:

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: In
order to make it unnecessary that a re-
gular duplicate plan should be provided,
he moved as a proviso—

Provided that a sun print or tracing
of uny such plan, Dlock plan, or detail
plaw shall be deemed to be a duplicate
for the purpose of this subsection.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: The amend-
ment was not altogether satisfactory and
he suggested that the claunse be postponed
in order that the Minister might get the
Government Archilect to dvaft it. From
a professional point of view it did not
read right. A detail plan might involve
a pile of plans a foot thick. With
regard to the plans for a cathedral, church,
or theatre, they might not come to the de-
tail plan for twelve months after work
was started. He did not think a detail
plan should he included at all. Every
opportunity should be given to ensure
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that such huildings were safe, but this
WAS UNMecessary expense.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
proviso was simply in harmony with the
seelion in the Aet.  The only thing was
that the commissoner eould not insist that
a eopy of the whole of the plans should
be left with him. The plans were sub-
mitted at present and the commissioner
signed his approval. Under the proviso
a print or tracing would be deemed to be
a duplicate,

Hon, J. F. Cullen: Why should he want
them after he has approved of them?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: So
that he would have a check on the build-
ing, as plang were somefimes departed
from. He would agree to postpone the
elause.

Clause postponed,

Clauses 3, 4, 5—agreed io.

Clause —amendment of Section 200:

Hon. A. SANDERSON: Wonld the
Colonial Secretary give an assurance that
he was quile satisfied with regard to the
Ifederal legislation on this point?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: TIn-
quiry had been made thal day, and there
was nothing to prevent lhe inlroduetion
of this elause. as it did not interfere or’
clash with existing legislation.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 7 to 11—agreed to.

Progress reporied.

BILL—METHODIST CHURCH PRO-
PERTY TRUST.

In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day; Hon.
W, Kingsmill in the Chair; the Colonial
Becretary in charge of the Bili.

Clause 2—TInterpretation:

The COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved—

That in line 4 of the definition of
“Legal proceedings™ the words “or com-
missioner” be inserted Vefore “exam-
iner.”’

This wounld bring the clause into con-
formity with the Transfer of Land Aet.
The effect would be that legal preceedings
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shonld include all proceedings in any
eourt of justice before the commissioner,
as well as the registrar and examiner of
titles,

Amendment passed;
amended agreed to.

Clauses 3, 4, 5—agreed to.

Clause 6—Vesting of landed property
of Wesleyan Methodist Chureh in trustees
for United Chureh:

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: In this claunse
a principle cropped up which might not
have made itself clear to members. It
also oceurred in Clause 10. The principle
which was raised came before the House
last session in the case of the Padbury
Trusts and a Hespifal Bill, and the effect
of the clause would be to alter the trusts
in conneetion with whieh the lands were
given. It may be that the lands were
given in favour of one particular church
and the effeci of the clanse would be to
alter the trust and make it for the benefii
of the twa.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: The House need
not be at all troubled about the point
raiged ; this was merely a domestic matter
with the religious bodies and they had
had ample opportunities of presenting
their case, and the very fact that the
‘three hodies were practically unnanimous
wonld justify the Legislature giving effect
to their vequests.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 7 to 11—agreed to.

Clause 12—Method of exeenling con-
veyances and other dispositions of Church
lands:

Hon. D. G, GAWLER : Under a clanse
which had been passed it was provided
that the trustees should be registered as
trustees of the church. That infringed
a prineiple of the Transfer of T.and Act.
One of the prineiples of that Act was that
it recognised no trusts. If trusts were
once ereated and brought to the notice of
the Registrar of Titles, it was a principle
af law that the persons dealing with them
were bhound fo see that the frusts
were carried out. The Legislature had
said that their dealings with the Trans
fer of Lands office were bound to
be clear, otherwise members would see
that officinls might have their time taken
up by seeing that the trusts had been

the clause as
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complied with, It was his intention to
move an amendment which would epable
the trustees to be registered as trustees,
but it would take the onus off the Regis-
trar of Titles of inquiring whether the
trust bad been carried out or not. He
moved an amendment—

That at the end of the clause the
following words be added:-—*Notwith-
standing anything in ‘The Transfer of
Land Act, 18937 or any amendment
thereof contained, the registrar shall
not be bound lo see or inguire whether
any dealing with land under this clayse
is in accordance with or contrary ?a,
or affected by any notlice express or im-
plied that such dealing is not in aceord-
ance with, or is contrary to the trusts
upon which such land is held by the trus-
tees.”

He had spoken to the gentleman who had
drafted this Bill and he was perfectly
agreeable that the amendment should be
made. It was in Bills like this that inter-
ference with existing legislation crept in.

The COLONTIAL SECRETARY: On
the assurance of the hon. member that he
had consulted the gentleman vesponsible
for the Bill, and that that genfleman had
no objection to the amendment, no oppo-
sition would be fortheoming,

Hon, D. G. GAWLER: He was quite
prepared to agree before the third read-
ing stage that the Colonial Secretary
should submit the amendment to the
Crown Law authorities.

Heon. J. F. CULLEN: The hon. mem-
ber had moved an absolnfely necessary
provise but hie had only touched upon the
fringe of the diffienlty. e (Mr. Cullen}
had abstained from moving other amend-
mients that ought to have been made earl-
ier, and would abstain from moving them
on the ground that later on nearly all
these difficulties eould be got over by in-
eorporating the United Chureh Bodies,
and thus evabling the incorporated hody
to take over all trusts.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: Mr. Gawler
stated that tins had received the sanction
of the Land Titles Department.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: T did not say that,

Hon. A. SANDERSON: No. but the
Minister told members that. and that Mr,
Gawler was trving fo safegmard the in-
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terests of the Land Titles Department.
He (Mr. Sanderson) would throw the
whole responsibility on to the ehurch anth-
ovities themselves, 'and if any tronble
was cansed they would have only them-
selves to consider i the matter., Members
had bad the assurance from the Minister
that the Crown Law Authorities and ihe
Land Titles Department were quite satis-
fied with the Bill as it stood, and with
the greatest deference to Mr. Gawler he
would submit that, unless the ehureh auth-
orities specially asked or authorised him
to look after their interests, the Bill
should be allowed te remain as it stood.
I we once started to interfeve with meas-
ures of this deseription we would be tak-
ing a serious responsibilily on ourselves.
If any thing went wrong and injured
them they wonld have only themselves lo
thank. The Commitiee had the assurance

of the Colonial Seeretary that the Land

Titles Depariment was satisfied, and surely
the department had been able to give the
matter closer consideration than Mre. Qaw-
ler.

Hon. 1), G. GAWLER: Tn conversation
with the Parliamentary draughtsman and
the Registrar of Titles, he had ascertained
that both gentlemen were agreeable to the
amendment, and the Registrar of Titles,
more particularly, wished that the amend-
ment might bhe carried in order that he
night be saved the responsibilily of look-
g into the trust. The leader of the House
had said that the Crown Law authorities
were satisfied with the Bill, but if he in-
quired he would find that they had ne
ohjertion Lo the amendment.

Hou. A. SANDERSON : Fvideutly the
Land Tiiles Department had not consid-
ered the matter carefully enough, because
after discussing it with Mr. Gawler they
recognised that some amendment was de-
sirable to protect themselves. He hoped
the Minister wounld endeavour to recon-
cile Mr, Gawler’s sialement with the
statement made earlier that the Crown
Taw aulhorities and the Lands Titles De-
partment were satisfied that their interests
were protected.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
«question of the hon. member was a nat-
ural one, but it was impossible to answer

[38]
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it. 'The Registrar of Titles had written
to him as follows:— -
The clanses in the Bill relating te
property are substantially identieal with
the Queensiand Act of 1893. 1 have
cone through them cavefully in confer-
ence with the Solicitor General and do
not see any objection
Hon. D G. GAWLLER: In all proba-
bility the draughtsman had been entrusted
with the dratting of the Bill, and the in- -
spection of the measnre had been sowme-
what eursorvy. If the Crown Law aulhor-
ities objected to the amendment he would
withdraw i, but until that was ascertained
he proposed to press the amendment be-
eause he wins satisfled that it was in the
interests of legislation.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 16— Fintries in and extvacls from
Register of Trustees to be evidence:

On motion by the COLONTAL SEC-
RETARY clause omended by striking out
the word “acting™ in line 13, and inserting
“assistant” in liew.

Clause as amended agreed lo.

Clauses 17 to 25—agreed to.

Schedules, Preamble, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments.

SITTING HOUR.
Standing Orders Suspension.
The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon,
J. M. Drew): I move—

That so much of the Standing Orders
he suspended as will enable me 1o move
without notice that an alteration be made
tir Standing Order -No. 48 relating to
the hours of meeting.

Tt the motion is earvied, T propose
then to move that in future the Flonse
should meet on Thursdays at 3 pan.. T
have been approached by several eountry
wmembers who desire that the hour of
meating on Thursday should be earlier.
They have to return to their homes on that
day and if the House meets at 3 o’cloek, it
will he possible to gei through a fair
amount of business before adjourning.
Some members leave the City at 5 o’clock,
others at 5.30, and others again at 6
o’cloek, and hy meeting at 3 o’clock the
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House will be ahle to transact u fair
amount of business and then adjourn, say,
at 6.15. ’ :

Hon. J. F. Cullen: No, 5.45.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: [
will endeavour to meet the eonvenience of
hen, members as far as possible,

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Does this apply
to to-morrow only?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: No,
to every Thursday.

Hon, W, KINGSMILL: Whilst T do
not iutend to oppose the motion, T
think ihe leader of the House might
have given a little more notice of it. As a
matter of fact, members who are in the
City have very likely made business en-
gngements for to-morrow, That is the
case with two members at least, including
myszelf, and in the circumstances, more
especially as the alteration in the hour
of meeiing is io apply to every Thurs-
day, [ think it might have been pos-
sible for the leader of the House to have
given a litile more notice of his intention.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY : TIn ecommon
with Mr. Kingsmill I think the leader of
the House should have given more notice,
T have no objection to the suspension of
the Standing Orders for the purpose of
altering the honr of sitting to-morrow to
three o’clock, but I object to passing the
suspension of the Standing Orders with-
out notice for the purpose of fixing the
sitiing honr for the remainder of the
session, At least the Minister might have
given uotice in the early part of the sit-
ting ihat he intended to do so. [t is an
extremely dangerous precedent to allow
Standing Orders to be suspended at a
nmoment’s notice. I quite agree thai the
country members should bhe eonsidered
and that the House shonld meet, if neees-
sary, at three o’clock on Thursdays, but
the matter eould be fixed for to-morrow
only, and then the Minister conld give
notice to move next week in reference
te all sueceeding Thursdays during the
session, and members of the House would
have full opportunity of expressing an
opinion as to whether it would be desir-
able o alter the Standing Orders to
that extent for the remainder of the ses-
sion, It is very doubtful whether, in the
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civcumstances, the Minister will have a
quoruin  at three o’slock  to-morrow,
Theré is not mueh wore than a quorum
present in the Chamber now, and prob-
ably absent members will not know of the
change in time to be in atiendance to-
morrow wlen the House meets.

Hon. J. CORNELL (South) : Some
hou. members have waited in order that
the neeessary quornm should be present
to pass this motion. T would suggest that
if we do this in the manner we are now
deing we can undo it in a similar manner,
and I suguest, as a country member, that
we need nat stavt to-morrow, but may
start on the following Thursday.

Hon. J. D. Connolly : Then there is
no need to suspend Standing Orders with-
out notice.

Hon. F. CONNOR: Cerlain members
have retirerl from the Chamber and there
may be important business transacted
between three o’clock and 4.30 to-morrow,
and though it may be in the interests
of these hon. members’ constituents that
they should be in attendance in the Cham-
ber while it is being (ransacted, yet
they may not know of the alteration in
time to attend. It would he better for
the Colonial Seeretary to postpone this
metion and give notiee of. it in the usual
way.

Hon, B. G. ARDAGH : Wlile I agree
with the desire to sit earlier on Thurs-
days, if (here is an objection on the score
of notice not heing given 1 think the
earlier sitting hour might apply from to-
morrow week.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Tiis
not my pleasure that T am moving the
motion, I was approached by several
country members, many of whom are not
in the Chamber now, beeause they have
gone away relying on the pledee given
by other hon. members that this motion
would be supported. It would be a great
ineconvenience to me to meet at three
o'clock, hnt, as many as a dozen country
members having approached me on the
matter, I submitted it. If T had eon-
snlted my own wishes I would have given
notice on Tuesday next, but T was ap-
‘reached by several members and asked
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to bring this matter into effect to-morrow.
If any member wishes to move the amend-
ment in the direction of altering it till
the following Thursday, I will not have
the slightest objection.

The PRESIDENT : There is nothing
about “to-morrow® in the motion, which
is merely for the suspension of the Stand-
ing Orders.

Hon. E. M. CLARKE: I was one who
approached the leader of the House.
Very frequently on Thursday afternoon
we are kept here just long enough to miss
onr train to the country. I am prepared
to take my share of any work that bas to
be done, but it is annoying to anyone
who is poing any distance from the ecity
to have to wait unfil next morning.
It means a big loss of time and
is a serions matter. We have onr
own businesses te look after, though
g0 long as there is plenty of work
to do in the House we are always ready
to go on with it, T think the city mem-
bers should consider the eountry members
in this matter; and when it is considered
that the country members stop here per-
haps for half an hour’s work just long
“enough to miss their trains, they might
accede to our request.

Hon, F. CONNOR: I am in favour of
the proposition to meet earlier on Thuvs-
days but it is not the proper way to do
it, moving, as the Minister has done, at
the last minute and saying that at the
next sitting of the House we shall carry
on business when probably members who
cannot know of the change will not be
in attendance. It is an outrageous thing
to do. I sympathise with members who
have long distances to travel, but the
whole object of the motion is to suspend
the Standing Ovders. When that motion
is dealt with I shall speak on the question
of meeting to-morrow at three o’clock in-
stead of 4.30.

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN : I was one of
the country memhers who spoke to the
Colonial Secretary. There are several
country members not here to-night who
spoke to the Minister, and they are not
here because they took it for granted the

motion would be agreed to. It is a reason- -

able proposition: Country members are
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asking the eity members to come here
an hour and a-half befove the ordinary
time on Thursdays because there is a pos-
sibility of saving country members 24
hours at the week end. That is not asking
city members too mueh when we take into
account the very greant inconvenience to
which country members are subjected in
this matter. Standing Orders have been
suspended previously without notiee.

Hon. J. D. Connolly : . Not for the
whole session.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY : This matter
will not affect me, but the first I heard
of it was at this late hour when the mo-
tion was mpved by the Minister. I eon-
stder it must be a surprise to some mem-
bers to-night, and it may inconvenienee
members who have already made engage-
ments for to-morrow afternoon. The
Minister has always been willing to meet
the wishes of country members and I re-
eognise it would be a great convenience
to them if later on it could be brought
into operation.

Hon. W. Patrick : T think it would be
a great mistake to bring this alteration
into effect to-morrow.

The PRESIDENT : Many of the re-
marks made come more fittingly under the
next motion.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
beg to withdraw the motion, as it does not
seem to be the desire of hon. members.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

House adjourned at 10,13 p.m.”



