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3jegislatiln asstmub1g,
Tnesday, 271h September, 1898.

Papers presented-Question: Fremantle Har-
bour Works, Reports and Plan--Question:
Fr-emantle Railway Bridge and Stone De-r sited in River-Question : Coolgardie

Voter Scheme and Contract for Joint
Rings-Breach of Privilege: Libel on Memn-
bers in a Newspaper-Motion: Leave of
Absence-Select Committee: Change of
a Member-Supply (Revenue and Loans)
Bill1. £@300,000: passed all stages-Cool-
gardie Goldfields Water Supply Construc-
tion Bill, in Committee, further contidered,
progress reported-Criminal Appeal Bill,
first reeding-Public Education Bill, Legs-
lative Council's Amendments, in Committee,
Division-Workmen's Wages Bill, in Com-
mittee, clause 9 naward-Interpretation
Bill, Legislative Council's Amendments, in
Committee - Reappropriation of Loan
Monays Bill. Legislative Council's Amend-
ments, in Comamittee-Jury Bill, Legisla-
tive Council's Amendments, in Committee
-Local Inscrilbed Stock Act Amendment
Bill, second reading, in Committee; re-
ported-Adjournment -

Tim SPEAKER took the chair at 4.30
o'clock, P.M.

PRA.&nS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Pxnsrra: Immigration Restric-
tion Act, Reguation as to fee for certifi-
cate- Government Stores Contract
Rates.

Ordered to lie, on the table.

QUESTION: FREMANTILE HARBOUR
WORKS, REPORTS AND PLAN.

Maf. G-EORGE asked the Director of
Public Works,-1, Whether there bad
been any detailed report or reports pre-
pared by the department (or by depart-
mental officer) in connection with the Fre-
mantle harbour works, showing the de-
tails of the proposed work at its inception
and commencement, together with plans?
2, Whether any report or reports had
bcesi prepared showing the progress of
the work? 3, If so, what were the dates
of samne, and the name of the officer in
charge of the works and responsible for
such reports? 4, What was the date of
the latest report? 5, Whether the Mini-

ster had any objection to laying these re-
ports on the table of the House?7 6, If
so, what was the objection?

TnE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. F. H. Piesse), replied :-1, There
was a report by the Engineer-in-Chief
(Parliamentary Paper A2 of 1892) and
Malp P.W.D., W~k, 1427 (three sheetsi,
laid on the table of the Legislative As-
sembly on 6th January, 1892, and' also
the evidence taken before a joint Comn-
mittee of both Houses of Parliament, vide
Parliamentary Paper A.9 of 1892 -2,
Weky or fortnightly returns, showing

cos of each section of the work, have
bee, made out from its commencement.
3, Weekly or fortnightly since the comn-
mnencemnent of works, the officers in
charge being successively Mr. A. D. Dell,
Mr. J. A. McDonald, Mr. G. H. Boyce,
Mr. E. H. Carlin, and again Mr. Royce.
4, The date of last returns received in
head office is 13th September instant. 5
and 6, To lay all the returns in question
on the table of the House would mean an
enormously bulkj file, and? it would also
be inconvenient to part with them, as
they are frequently referred to; but there
would be no objection to making copies
of any moderate number of themo that
may be asked for, and laying the said
copies on the table of the House.

QUESTION: FREMANTLE RAILWAY
BRIDGE AND STONE DEPOSITED
IN RIVER.

MR. GEORGE asked the Director of
Public Works,-1, Whether any rock or
stone had been denosited at the Railway
Bridg-e over the Swan at Fremantle? 2,
If so, when? 3, If so, with what object?
4, If so what quantity had been so de-
posited? 5, By whose authority this bad
lbeen done? 6, Against what vote the ex-
penditure had been charged I

Tum DIRECTOR OF PUB3LIC WORKS
(Hem- F. IT. Piesse) replied :--1, Yen. 2,
During present month (September 1898).
3, To safeguard the piers of bridges
where river bed is lowered by scour. 4.
About 1,900 cubic yards up to 20th Sep-
tember, instant, 5, Bly my authority, or
advice of Engineer-ia-Chief. 6, Item
'Contingencies," in original estimate for
Fremantle harbour works, vide Parlia-
mentary Paper A2 of 1892.
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QUESTION : COOLGARDIE WATER
SCHEME, AND CONTRACT FOR
JOINT RINGS.

TSn. OLDHAM asked the Director of
Public Works, Whether the contract con-
ditions re Coolgardie water supply, which
apply to the pipes, namely, that they
shall be manufactured in the colony, ap-
plied also to the joint rings.

TaB DRFCTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon, F. H. Piesse) replied :-Yes.

BREACH OF PRIVILEGE: LIBEL ON
MEMBERS IN A iNEWSPAPER.

Tan PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest): Before we proceed with the
motions, I should like to call the atten-
tion of yourself, Mr. Speaker, and also of
hon members in this House, to a state-
ment printed in a newspaper called the
Kalgqoorlie Mliner, dated Friday, Septem-
ber 23rd; reflecting upon the conduct.,
and on the character and honour of memn-
bers of this House. I beg to move that
the Clerk read the portion of the news-
paper I refer to.

Question puat and passed.
[Copy of newspaper, dated 23rd Sen-

tember, handed to the Clerk, who, rend the
following extract; : -

FinnT BwrwnBnN LucasArons.
New Ministerial Methods.

Mr. F. H. Piesse Gives The Lie Direct.
Mr. George Demands An Apology.
They Retire To The Back Yard.

A Stand-up Fight.
Watched By Other Members.

The Minister Has The Best Of It.
(Bly Telegraph.)

(From Our Own Correspondent.)
Perth, Sentesaber 22.

The meeting of the Assembly last night
ended in a count-out. After the bells had
rung, Mr. Alex. Forrest, the Government
whip, came into the House and "said that
several members were in the smoking room,
hut would not come in. The why and where-
fore was explained to-day.

Late last evening a motion 'was submitted
to the effect that the Government should
extend their -policy of erecting public
batteries. Mir. Ueorge, member for 'Murray,
en~posed the motion on the ground that they
should wait and s-e bow the present
batteries answered and also that the Govern-
ment had not sufficient funds. Continumnz,
he said: "The Government have -no funds
with which to build schools. There are

numbers of children within the vicinity of
Perth who have no facilities for element-iry
education."

Mir. F. H. Piesse, Director of Public Works:
That is an untruth. -

Mr. George: I say it is absolutely true.
At North Dandalup there are 24 children who
have no school, and at Yarloop there are 120
children in the same condition. I 'will not
allow the honorable member to gieme the
lie like that. If hisamnewI rise and
apologise.

Mr. Piesse: I won't do anything of the
sort.

Mr. George: Because you are not a man.
The Speaker called Mr. George to order, and

the incident then terminated.
It now appears that words in the refresh-

ment room led to blows, and Messrs. Piesse sod
George had a stand-up fight in the hick vard.
Uhe niajoritv of the members were watching
this when the division bells rang, and as may
be imagined few paid any attention to the
bells. Those who saw the fiszht are unani-
mously of opinion that the Director of Public
Works had very much the best of it.

Later.
In reference -to the "mill" between Mr.

Piesse and Mr. George. it is stated that they
fought for 10 minutes, and that George got
the best of the encounter.

Tr PREMIER: Under our Act 5
VictoriaN number 4, which defines the
privileges of hon. members, it is provided
that if a false or scandalous libel is pub-
lished touching the conduct of any mem-
ber by any person other than a, member,
it is a misdemeanour. I notice by the
Parliamentary procedure that the member
who makes a complaint must also be pre-
pared with the names of the printer an-d
publisher. I notice that this newspaper,
is published by S. E. Hocking, who is algo,
I see, printer for the proprietors, Hocking
and Company. I have. a certificate from
the Registrar of the Supreme Court, Eriv-
ing the list of the proprietors of which
this company is formed. They are: Percy
Stuart Hockingr. Kalgoorlie, journalist;
Sidney Edwin Hocking Kalgoorlie, jour-
nalint ; Ernest William Hocking. Perth,
landowner; Walter W. Wilcock, KalIgoor-
lie, printer; and J. W. Kirwan, Kalzoor-
lie, journalist. I notice by May's "Par-
liamentary Practice" that it is not usual
for a member making a complaint to do
more than confine his motion to declar-
ing, the article or letter to be a breach of
privilege; and that it is irregular '.-r
anyone to make a complaint unless he in-
tends to follow it up with a motion.
Following out strictly the practice and

[27 SEPTEMBER, 1898.]Breack olf rri-vilege -
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also our statute, and believing as I do
that a false and scankdalous libel has he-m
committed, I beg to move

That this House directs the Attorney General
to prosecute before the Supremne Court the pro-
prietors and publisher of the newspaper, the
"Kalgoorlie Miner," for having in the maid
journal of the 23rd of September, 1898, pub-
lished a scandalous libel on two members of
this House.

Tire COMMISSIONER OF RIL~WAYS
(lion. F. If. Piesse): I beg to second the
motion.

MR. VOSPER (North-East Coolgardiq):
I entered the House just in time to hear
the motion of the Premier. May I ask
why one particular paper should be
singled out for prosecution? I may -say
that this particular statement, with re-
ference to the alleged fight between the
Director of Public Works and the men-
ber for the Murray, was published in
three papers.

THE PREmIER: What papers?
MR. VOSPER: It was published in -he

Coolgardie Miner.
Tim Premun: The paper I have named

i; the only one that has come under my
notice.

MR. VOSPER: If the right hon. gentle-
man will inquire, he will find it was puh
lished in three distinct newspapers on the
goldfields. I certainly think, if this
House is going to take the serious re-
s4ponsibility of prosecuting one newspaper,
it should prosecute the whole.

Tirs PRUMIER: The newspaper men-
tioned is, as I say, the only one that has
come under my notice, or been mentioned
to me.

MRs. A. FORREST: What other papers
pu blished it?

MR. VOSPER: Besides the Kalycoitie i
Mfiner, it appeared in the Coolgar -lie
Mtiner and the Kanowna Herald.

ThuM PREMIER: The same words?
MR. VOSPER: Not exactly the same

words, but the same story.
IMn. GEORGE (Murray): If this motion

be debated at all, I should like to say a
few words on it- If this House thinks it
necessary that notice should be taken of
this matter, of course I bow to its de-
cision; but, as far as I am concerned, it
makes not the slightest difference to me,
and I do not think it makes any difference
to the Director of Public Works.

THE PaRMIE: It is not only in Western
Australia this story is published, but 't
goes forth to the world.

AIR. GEORGE: I do not think anpane
would impugn the courage of the Direc-
tor of Public Works, and I do not think
anyone would question mine; and why
this matter should be brought up in this
way-

THE Paennt: The report goes far be-
yond the limits of this colony.

MR. GEORGE: If you allow me to 6a;'v
all I wish, I shall be glad. I do not sun
pose anyone regrets this affair more than
[ do, unless it be, perhaps, the Director of
Public Works; but as far as I am con-
,,erned, and I believe as far as he is 'ion-
termed, it will be better to let the matter
rest. I do not think there is anything to
be gained by dragging either this news-
paper' or any other before the Supreme
1J'ourt, because it happens to criticise an
infortunate difference of opinion.

THE PxEMms: This is not criticismi.
[t is a statement.

MR. GEORGE: If the House thinks it
necessary to act in the matter, well and
!good; but, ais far as I ami concerned, I
vould let it rest.

M . WALTER JAMES (East Perthf):
I have great pleasure in supporting the
notion. The statements as-a scandaloudy
untrue, and require the attention of the
Rouse; and I think the Premier, although
it is not for him to decide the question,
mnight go a little further and see who this
wi-respondent is. If it is amy correg-
pondent who is allowed to sit in tYs
House or in the Press Gallery, he should
.e kicked out, and not be permitted to
enter again. If a. person makes such
Ireadful stories as this, the sooner he is
kicked out of the House the better ; be-
cause it may be that the paper is not Ado

much to blame as that man. He is the
person upon whom the responsibility prii-
arily rests, and if he is capable of fabricat-
ing deliberately a story so entirely untrue
as this, because he happens to be associa-
ted with a paper which pays him a weekly
salary, one never knows what he will not
do; and, as I say, the sooner he is re-
moved from the Press Gallery and cold
that he cannot come there again, the bet -
ter. If, in addition to taking these pro-
ceedings against the papers which are re-
sponsible, we remove that gentlemacn, we
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shall as far as possible be placing the re-
sponsibility upon the shoulders of the
man who is primarily responsible for this
most deliberate and wilful falsehood.
There is no other explanation. Members
who, like myself, were present on that
evening, know howv untrue the statement
is. I think a newspaper hias no right to,
insert a statement like that in question,
unless it is perfectly certain the state-
mient is true.

A. KENNY (North Murchison): I
have much pleasure in supporting the
motion. As one connected with news-
papers for many years, and as a news-
paper proprietor, I quite agree with out-
spoken, plain, honest criticism ; but I
think the statement brought before the
House by the Premier is a. disgrace to
journalism.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
W. Pennefather): I do not think one
member in this House wishes in ay
degree whatever to curtail the pri-
vileges of the Press-[Mx. GEoRwE:
Hear, hear]-or their rights. Every
member must know that Is on-_
duct is subject to criticism, nay
even sharp criticism, although it may be
distasteful ; but when so-called criticism
exceeds the proper and fair bounds of
comment, and becomes invention, alleging
acts that nre highly derogatory to any
respectable name this Assembly may wish
to aspire to, it is necessary to take notice
of the matter. I can quite understand
that the member for the furray (Mr.
George), and I ant sure the Director of
Public Works (Hon. F. H. Piesse), do not
look at this so much as at reflection upon
themselves in any way, because every
one in this Chamber knows that the thinrr
is a concocted story ; but the Government
must have regard to the corporate honiour
of this Assembly. No one. in this Assem-
bly knows how far that libel may be
carried. It is not confined to the bounda-
ries of this colony, but will be dis-
seminated over the rest of the continent,
and probably in foreign countries. It will
be copied all over the civilised world,
Practically, to -show what takes Place in
this Assembly of Western Australia, at a
time when we are seeking the confidence
of British capitalists, and endeavotiring, to
make this country a place to which any-
one with money or brains may come to

find a, home. The reflection which enters
our mind is, what effect would that un-
contradicted story have upon those
people? I consider the effect wvould be
most disatrous ; and I take it that it is
the duty of this House to inflict the
punishment provided by the statute, tak-
ing, means to show not only to these
people who have committed this scan-
dalous libel upon the House, but the
community at large, that the statement
is a gross and false invention. I do not
think there is a member who will not
agree with me that it is our duty to have
this punishment inflicted ; and if, as
pointed out by the member for North-
East Coolgardie, more than one pa-per has
published the same matter, I can assure
the hon. member, on behalf of the Gov-
ernment, that they shall all be visited in
like manner.

Ma. VOSPER: I simply wish to emn-
body the remarks by the member for East
Perth in an amendment of the motion.
We should not rest content, in a matter of
this kind, with prosecuting the publishers
of these newspapers, because I believe
they acted in perfect good faith. I can
tell the House that the correspondent of
one of the goldields papers came to ine
with this story written out on a sheet of
writing paper, and he asked. whether I
thought it wvas good enough to transmit
to the goldfields. I told him decidedly,
"NO."

THE SPEAKER : I must call the bon.
member to order. Having already
spoken on this question, he cannot move
an amendment.

MR. LEAKE (Albany): As the member
for North-Eat Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper)
is unable to propose his amendment, i
will do so for him. It is that these words
be added: "And that steps be taken to
discover the orig inator of these allega-
tions, with a view to his prosecution, or ex-
clusion from the precincts of this House."
In moving the amendment, I need only
say that such a publication as this meets
my disapproval, as I am sure it does
that of every other meraber. At the
same time, there is force in what is said by
the member for North-East Coolgardie
(Mr. Vosper), namely, that not only this
paper, but every other paper which has
reported this matter without any qualifi
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cation, might also be dealt with in the
same way.

THE PREMIER: I have not seen any
other paper.

lis. LEAKE: I have seen it in one or
two papers.

A Mnnn: Not the same thing.
MR. LEAKE: Of course if it has been

followed by a contradiction, that is all
right; but if it is put forth to the world
as news, I think no newspaper ought to
be allowed to take shelter behind a, false
publication of a. contemporary journal. I
merely mention this fact as showing that,
if we are going to say proceedings shall
be taken against one, they should be
taken against all. Let it be thoroughly
understood that, while newspapers have
a perfect right to comment on the actions
of any public man or any body of men,
they must, if once they go outside the
proper bounds of fair criticism and de-
scend either to malicious abuse or men-
dacity, accept the risks which they have
elected to run.

Mn. OLDHAM (North Perth): I beg
to second the amendment.

Amendment put and passed, and the
motion by the Premier, as amended,
agreed to.

MOTION: LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
On the motion of Mn. LEASE, furth* r

leave or absence for one fortnight was
granted to the member for Geraldton (M r.
Simpson), on the ground of sickness.

SELECT COMUMITTEE: CHANGE OF A
MMER.

On the motion of Ai. KENNY, in :-e-
ference to the Joint Committee appointed
to inquire into the administration of the
Official Receiver in Bankruptcy, !"F. WVil-
son was discharged from attten U.ng U'e
sittings of the Committee, and Mr. Higham
appointed in his place.

SUPPLY (REVENUE AND LOANS) BILLS,
£300,000.

A message received from the Govri ,nr,
recommending a. further apliraI ; ati:;n
(temporary) or £300,000 fromt tht. COn-
solidated Revenue Fund and from moneys
to the credit of the General Loan Fund
for the service of the year, was now con-
sidered.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION.

On the motion of the PREMIER, the
Standing Orders were suspended to per-
mit of the passing of the Supply Bill
through all Stages at one sitting.

Resoilutions in Committee of Supply,
and in Committee of Ways and Means
were duly passed.

SUPPLY BILL (No. 2).
Bill introduced by the PRMIR, and

passed through all stages without debate.
Bill transmitted to the Legislative Coun-
cil.

COOTOARDIE GOLDFIiELDS WATER
SUPPLY CONSTRUCTION BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

Consideration in Committee resumed at
clause 7, debated at the previous sitting
(Friday).

Clause 7-No action to lie for anything
heretofore done in relation to the said
works:

THB PREM1IER moved that the clause
be struck out. After clause. 8 bad been
considered, he would move the insertion
of anew clause to stand as clause 7. The
proposal of the member for Albany (Mr.
Leake), which appeared on the Notice
Paper, could then be considered.

Put and passed, and the clause struck
out.

New Clause:
Thun PREMIER moved that the follow-

ing be added to the Bill to stand aS clause
7:-

For the purpose of constructing the works
authorised by this Act, or extending or repair-
ing the saime, the Director or Public Works
may - (1) Open and break up the soil and
!)avement of a road. (2) Lay down and
place in. on, or tinder a road or elsewhere, or
on private land, pipes, conduits, service pipes,
or other fittings. and from time to time re-
pair, alter, or mnove ano of them. (3) For the
purposes aforesaid. remove or use any earth or
other material ; and (4) Do any other acts which
the Director of Public Works from time to
time may deem expedient for constructing or
maintaining the works.

The object of the new clause was to give
the necessary power to the Director of
Public Works for constructing the pipe-
line, and doing other things perhaps not
provided for with sufficient clearness in
clauses 2 and 3.

MR. GEORGE: This was a very wide
power.
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Ma. MoRAtN: And a very necessary one.
Ma. LEAXE asked whether the poweL

sought to be conferred by the new clause
was to enable the Government to reticu-
late through the various municipalities,
or merely for the construction of the -ipe-
line from the site of the doal at the per-
manent reservoir. If meant to. give
power for the purposes of reticulation, it
was not quite full enough, for it should
add, "through any road or street of any
municipality." If these words were not
added, subsequent legislation would be
necessary. It was usual in such circum-
stances to add a, proviso, to the effect that
no damage 1)e done to, adjoining property,
if possible.

THE ATTORNEY GENE.RAL : The
new clause did not embrace reticulation,
and the power to reticulate would be ac-
quired by the municipalities. The clause
Jproposed only to give power to lay the
pipes, the permanent way.

MR. ILLINOWORH: The pipe-line went
through Northam. Was there power to
do that?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes;
the pipes would run along the railway line
there. This clause only covered the per-
manent way. Reticulation powers would
be subsequently obtained.

MR. GEORGE: Could not such powers
be given betel

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not
very wveil in this clause.

MR. LEAKE: The pipe-line sometimes
passed through municipalities.

THE PREMVIER: Rut always on the rail-
way line.

MR. LEAKE: Yes; hut w~hat powers
had the Government in regard to the rail-
way line, except the right to run a rail-
way over it? Water pipes were not a
railway It would be wise to add the
wvords, "road, street, or thoroughfare."

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL moved.
as an amendment that sub-clause 1 be al-
tered to read: "Open and break up the
%oil and pavement of any toad or street."

ME. LEAKE: The Bill only autho-
rised the construction of the dam, and not
laying dlown of the pipes.

THE Paemri: Yes; it did, in clause 2.
Ma- GEORGE: Before important

amendments like the proposed new clause
were discussed, hon. members should have
a copy of them for perusal. So far as

couad be gathered, the Director of Public
Works was empowered to remove or deal
with any earth or any other stuff for the
purposes of the Act, from private land.
Unless provisions were made to compen-
sate the owners of the ground, great in-
jury would be done to anyone who hap-
pened to have on his property any mate-
ri-al likely to he useful to the department
for such pu-poses as 'ballasting a rail-
way, for instance.

Tnn PREomIE: Such material would
have to be taken under the Lands Re-
sumption Act.

Ma& GEORGE: Apnarently it would
be possible for the Director of Public
Works to take such material and use it
without compensating the owner. More-
ove,, assuming the department came
across a bed of g-ood gravel, na he (Mr.
George) did in connection with the Perth
Waterworks, it might be desired to in-
corporate such stuff with the concrete.

THE PREMIER: Such material could be
taken under powers already conferred.

ME. GEORGE: Then there was no
neseasity for this part of the proposed new
clause; and, if such power existed, it
ought not to exist, for a permanent injury
might be done to the owner of the land.
To empliasise his ppiuion that important
amendments should be printed, he hoped
that the proposed new clause would be
negatived.

Amendment (the Attorney General's)
pat and passed, and the new clause as
amended agreed to.

New Clause:
TnE PREMIER moved that the fol-

lowing be added, to stand as clause 8 of
the Bill:

Subject to the edoresaid, any claim of any
person for compensation for amy damage sus-
tained by hiss through the exercise of the
powers conferred by this Act shall be referred

to a oint Select Committee of both Houses
Of Parliament, which shall sit as a Court of
Arbitration, and its award, when, approved of
by Parliament, shall be final and binding on
the Government and all parties concerned.
Hon. members would recollect that the
subject of the best tribunal to deal with
claims under the Act w-as discussed at
lJength the other evening. He agreed

with hon. members who said that, if a per-
son had a right, it was very unfair to
prevent him from urging that right. To
do so would be contrary to his (the Prq-
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nuer'g) wish; but so many claims against
the country had come to, his knowledge,
that perhaps he might 'be excused if he
sometimes waxed wroth about them.
There wvas no, doubt that people having
claims against the Coverninent. made ex-
orbitant, demands, and, as a, rule, the Gov-
ermnent got the worst of it. He had
found a, great many instances of this sort,
and, perhaps, having those matters in
mind, he spoke strongly the other even.-
ing. He did not know why he should
have spoken so strongly in this matter, be-
cause it certainly was not necessary. This
was a business proceeding, and one might,
he thought, deal with it without any
warmth either on one side or the other.
Therefore, he might say Ito regretted some
of the expressions he made use of, if they
could be made applicable to the gentle-
man who, made a. claim in regard to this
mnatter. He did not think he intended
them to apply personally to him, but to
apply generally to persona who dealt in
land, and tried to make as much money
as possible out of it. He could not forget
that the gentleman to whom he was re-
ferring-not specially he hoped-was a
nann well known in this colony, who had
always occupied a good position. He was
very sorry, if he said anything which
would give offence to him personally, and
lie only desired to, retract. The matter
that annoyed him at the time, and which
he, did not like at all now, was that the
claim for an injunction was left to the
last moment. If there was a claimn for
£1,000, £2,000. £5,000, or £10,000 in
regard to the matter, he could understand
it;- but to mnake a&claim to, stop the works
when no injury was being done seemed to
him very unnecessary, and be did not
think it was the right way to, go about
the business. Everyone 'had the right to
take his own course, but he was sure that
these who had the matter in band would
ag~rree with him that it was not the right
course to adopt in regard to a. great nublic
question. As hie had said.. if anyone had
a claim against the Government, such
claim should he made, and there should
not be, without notice, an injunction from
the Supreme Court to stow the works. and
put the Government, and a great many
others, to considerable inconvenience. He
was aware that nothing had hannnened,
hut, still, the circumstance to which he

referred no doubt was the reason why he
spoke so strongly, and said things which
he now regretted, and desired to with-
draw, if they reflected upon the character
and honour of a gentleman who had always
been a friend of his, and who, lie was
sure, desired to act within his legal rights.
The member for Central ulrchison
made -a speech) the other night,
writh which every member would agree;
for al would admit that everyone who
had a claim was entitled to make it.
It would be a very serious matter for the
Legislature to step in and say, "You shall
not have the opportunity of placing your
claims before the tribunal of the country."
But the hon. member did not alwaiys say
that.

Ma. ILIJNGWORTrH: One must go wrong
sometimes.

THE PREMIER: In regard to the case
of Baker -versus Traylen, the hon. member
said that an attempt was being made to

gtmny, and he spoke most strongly
against that man being allowed to prose-
cute 'his claim, At that time the case
wart already in the court; but this case
waa not exactly iu the court, being only
an injunction. The other case got nearly
to trial, if not quite so; but he (the Pre-
mier) only wished to show that the hor.
member did not say the same the other
evening as he did on the occasion now
alluded to.

MR. ILuoworrHi: What was then said
by him, he now withdrew.

Tyx PREMIER: The hon. member was
right now, but wrong then. He posed as
a. gentleman with a knowledge of con.
stitutional procedure, and the other even-
ing he spoke as a constitutionist, hut he
did not do so a. couple of years Ago.
Therefore that rather discounted -what
the hon. member said. At the same
time he (the Premier) agreed with what
he said now, and he agreed with him on
the former occasion.

MR. ILLINGORTru: It was quite a dif-
ferent question.

Tan PREMIER: It was not quite at
different question really; it was the same
4questioa-sahould -we stop a man from
going to the Supreme Court and quash
an actionl' The course we were taking
hnow was somewhat extraordinary, hut
the reason for urging members, to adopt
it was that this cause of action could not
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arise really for a long time. No one
could tell what would happen, no matter
how wise he might be, even if he were as
wise as his friend the member for the
Murray (Mr. George) looked.

MR. GEORGE: Was the Premier in order
in saying that he (Mr. George) looked
wise? He knew he was wise.

THE PREMIER: It was impossible
to tell what, if any, damage would accrue.
If we were sitting, as a jury now, we could
not tell what the effect would be until
we saw the effect upon the river. There-
fore the question of the damage that
might accrue to any person having lands
abutting on the river must be a matter
thait could only be settled some time
hence. To prevent litigation it would be
wise to refer the matter to a tribunal in
which he, at any rate, had every confi-
dence ; he meant a Select Committee of
both Houses appointed by Parliament.
Although it might seem to be a new tri-
bunal, he did not know that is was alto-
gether so, because there were cases on
our statute book in reference to pensions,
if he remembered rightly, which said
that a person should have such and such
a p6nsion if Parliament approved of it.
He was entitled to it in a way, but he
would not be entitled to it unless Parlia,
ment chose to give it. The tribunal be
(the Premier) suggested should have the
confidence of everyone. If the proposal
was extraordinary, the circumstances
were also extraordinary. This was a
tribunal which no one could impeach, for
everyone must believe that with a Com-
mittee, consisting of members of both
Houses, justice really ought to be done.
If justice could not be obtained from such
a Committee, it would be a poor look-
out for anyone. He hoped his sugges-
tion would commend itself. If it did,
the whole matter could be settled at once,
and we could have a court of arbitration
composed of members of both Houses of
Parliament, which would have it in hand,
and he was sure Parliament was
not likely to deal illiberally. At any
rate he had thought the matter over a
great deal. Several courses had been
suggested, but it seemed to him that the
course proposed should meet with the, ap-
proval of members.

MR. MORAN: The final Court of
Appeal in the ordinary legal channel, to

which any British subject might aspire,
wvas the Privy Council, and the Privy
Council was the Hous of Lords in the
old ,ountry. So wve might say that a
Parliamentary decision was the last one
to which, in the ordinary course of law,
any British subject might aspire. In
WVest Australia we had two Houses, and
the idea put forward by the Premier was
a good one, inasmuch as it gave the peo-
ple's representatives, and the representa-
tives of property, an opportunity to deal
with sv question of this kind. Re thought
that in a large national matter like this,
w'here such a great work was involved,
the proposal of the Premier ought to be
adopted.

Ma. GEORGE: There was not the
slightest doubat in his mind that we should
have a, very fair crop of cases for corn-
pensation in relation to the Coolgardie
scheme; and if members wvere to be
asked to sit in an. Arbitration Court with-
out any fees or payment, they would find
they had quite enough to do to attend to
that without attending to their own busi-
ness. In connection with the Perth
Water Works, there wvere a few arbitra-
tion cases, and each of them entailed a
loss of from ten to fourteen days, and
some of them more than that, besides the
time necessary for consultation of the dif-
ferent solicitors. If, in a comparatively
sinai! undertaking of that sort, such a
loss of time was caused, what would hap-
pen in connection with a. scheme of this
ldndl We had a Supreme Court here,
and our judges were beyond reproach.
They were sensible men, and why should
not cases be referred to them I To ask
Parliament to sit as a Board of Arbitra-
tion in a lot of these cases would, in his
opinion, be asking too much.

TimE PREMER: On case should settle
the lot.

Ma. GEORGE: It did not do so usually.
TWE PREMIER: This was in relation to

a niver.
Ma. GEORGE: In the case of land be-

tig taken for railway purposes, one case
did not settle the lot. As to the
Helena River and the matter referred to
by the Premier, he agreed that it would
be difficult to prove damage after the
dan, was built, as the settlers would pro-
bably get as much water as before.
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M&fn KJNGSMILL: Australian riparian
rights, if adjudicated upon by a tribunal
in England, would be regarded from an
English point of viewr, and the interests
of the public in this colony would be
likely to suffer. As to the kind of tri-
bunal to, be established here for dealing-
with claims, he would prefer a commis-
sion to, be appointed, as that procedure
would shorten the time taken in the liti-
gattion, and would keep the jurisdiction
in relation to claims within the colony,
where the rights in question were pro-
Jperly understood, instead of having them
adjudicated upon in a place where Aus-
tralian conditions were not utderstood.
The judgment of a Commission appointed
within the colony would be more likely
to be correct than the judgment of any
tribunal sitting in, a place- where the con-
ditions of this colony were not well under-
stood. He supported the new clause.

Ma. KENNY, in supporting the new
clause, said this was an exceptional case
of riparian rights, for in other parts, of
the world, and especially in well-watered
countries, riparian rights meant the right
of waterway, or meant something very
different from what was understood in
this colony, the rivers here being only
names on the map, except during some
three months in the year. He failed to
see how a, law applicable to riparian rights
in a well-watered country could apply
with equal justice to rivers such as exist
in this colony, having a flow during only
a short period of the year. If the Sup-
reme Court in this colony wore made the
tribunal for trying claims of tdleged dam-
age, the effect Would be that, while the
wealthy owners of land affected by this
watercourse might. be able to undergo
the expense of such procedure, yet the
poorer persons affected in like manner
would be practically shut out, because they
could not afford the expense of litigation
in the Suo~reme Court.

MR. LEASE: Whilst the Governmnent
appeared desirous of settling this dis-
pute, they did not sufficiently consider
the difficulty of establishing a fresh tri-
bunal, for no machinery was provided in
the Bill. There was, for instance, no
limit of time within which a claimant
must present his claim, and no provi-
uion as to many things which, were, usual in
these cases. As to the fee usually payable

to arbitrators, supposing members of this
House 'vere to act in that capacity, it
might be interesting to know that the
usual fee was about eight guineas at day.

THE0 Piwuwt: Members of Parliament
would not get that amount.

MR. LEAKE: Would it not be ab pity,
if Parliament were successful in resistinga
any claim, that the other party should
not have to pay the costs? Seeing, that
the new clause was one which required
consideration, he suggested that progress
be reported. He did not say he was orp-
posed to the new clause, but he would like
to consider it. There was an understand-
ing between the parties that nothing
should 1)8 done to interfere with thle pro-
gress of the Coolgaraie goldfields water
scheme.

Tha ATTORNEY GENERAL: With re.
gard to, the remarks of the hon. member
(Mr. Leske), there was no immediate
hurry for this clause to be passed ; andi
as it wag a departure from thle usual pro-
cedure, it would be wvell to report progress
He moved that progress be reported.

Motion 1)ut aind passdl.
Progress reported, and leave given tr

sit again.

CRIMINAL APPEAL BILL.
Received from the Legislative Council

and, on the motion of Mus. LIBAE, read a
flirst time.

PUBLIC EDUCATION BILL.
LEOUKLATIVE COUNCIL'$ AMENDMNTS.-

IN CO3IMJJ'JTEE.

Consideration resumed on the scheduE
of 28 amendments made by the Legisla
tire Council.

Amendment No. 7--Clause 391, sub
clause (7), strike out toe mb-clause:-

Discussion on this amendment resumed
Thas MINISTER OF MINES (Hon. H

B. Lefroy) said: When the Committet
reported progress onl the previous 00cma

sion, he had intended to morve that thiii
amendment be agreed to. It was hare
to see what necessity there could be foi
retaining sub-clause 7, and he now movet
that the Council's amendment be agreee
to for striking out the sub-clause.

Mn. MORIAYN: The Houise should nol
agree to the amendment, for the sub
clause simply meant that schools sb-ead3

Public Education Bill.[ASSEMBLY.]
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established might be taken over or de-
dlared efficient. To strike it out would
be to aim a blow at schools already in
existence.

Taxm MLNISTER or MINEs: It was not
necessary to take over schools already in
existence.

Mn. ILLINGWORTH: Suppose the
Mines Department at Goolgardie were to
establish a school of mines, if this clause
were struck out the Government would
have no power to recognise the training
given in that school of mines, but must
compel the persons attending it to pass
in a Government school. If it were de-
sired to establish a truant school in any
place, surely the people interested in it
should be allowed to send their Own
children to the truant school, and the
Government should be in a position to
recognise the school.

THE MINISTER OF MiNES: That was al-
ways provided for.

MR. ILLINOWOIITH said he could not
see what was the object of the Council in
striking out this sub-clause, and it ought
to remain in the Bill.

TaE MINISTER OF MINES: There
was no apparent necessity for the sub-
clause. Hon. members seemed to think
that, if it were struck out, it would be,
impossible to send truants to the existing'
industrial schools.

MR. ILINGWORTEL: Not necessarily in.
dustrial schools.

THE MINISTERI OF MINES: Clause
49 provided that a child might be sent. to
a certified industrial school, no matter
whether such child was under the super-
vision of the Government or otherwise.
The Industrial Schools Act dealt with
that question.

MR. ILLixOwoRnti: An industrial school
was not a truant school.

T!Rn MINISTER OF MINES: The
clause gave power to the Minister to
establish and maintain certain schools.
It was difficult to understand the clause,
nor did he think any member would be
able to explain its meaning.

MR. ILuINOWOwru: Why, then, was it
put in the Bill?

TaE MINISTER OF MINES: It was
not in the original Bill. It was inserted
by this House in Committee, contrary to
his wish. He took it that such a school
as a school of mines would be provided

for by a special Act, and not in this Bill
The Industrial Schools Act provided for
sending children to industrial schools, so
that if a particular denomination had an
industrial school, a magistrate could send
te such a school any children belonging
to that denomination who came before
him. But there was no necessity to de-
clare as "technical, truant, or schools for
other purposes," schools already in exis-
tence, because the Government already
had power to establish technical and
other schools. If, say, the Chamber of
Mines at Kalgoorlie had a school, it could
be established and recognised by the
Government at once as a technical school.

MR. MONa: NO.
THE MINISTER OF MINES : The

power was given in the Bill.
MR. MORAN: Supposing it were desired

to affiliate the school and recognise it as
being efficientI

ThE MINISTER OF MINES: The in-
spection of all schools whatsoever was pro-
vided for in the Bill, and it did not ap-

Ipear where the power proposed to be
given in the clause under consideration
would ever come into operation. The
effect of the provision might possibly be
mischievous, and the Bill would be better
without it. The legal advisers of the
Crown had been consulted on the matter,
and they were of the same opinion. The
sub-clause, to say the least of it, was
very clumsy.

MR. ILLINOWOETH: There might
be technical schools established by pri-
vate individuals which it would be de-
sirable that the State should also, declare
to be efficient schools. Why should not
such a body as a cbamber of mines or an
individual establish a school for the pur-
pose of technical education, and have
that school declared efficient? &. deaf and
dumb school, for instance, was distinctly
technical, and yet there was no power
to declare it efficient. Similarly
wi th schools for the blind. If
any Organisation or a religious or
other body chose to establish a school,
why should not the Government be per-
mitted to declare such school an efficient
school for the nurposes of this clause?
Without the clause the Government bad
no such power.

THE MNISTER oi' Miyss: The Minister
had full power already to do that.
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MR. ILLINGWORVH; Suppose a Pres-
byterian 'school, which under the law%
could bei proclaimed efficient, and along-
side that school there were a technical
school having no connection with and re-
ceivin g no support from the State. Why
not declare that technical school a. school
within the meaning of the Act? That
itas what this clause was intended to pro-
vide for when introduced.

MR, DoHERTY:- The Minister still held
the power in his hands.

Tax MINISTER OF MINES: Clause
41 fully provided for thoe hon. member's
requirements. Under it the proprietor,
head master, or principal teacher of any
school not being a State or other school
established under the Act, might apply
to the Minister in writing to have his
school found "efficient"' for the purposes
of the Act.

Mx. ILUwNaowRrII: Not if it were a
technical school.

Tux MINISTER OF MINE~S: YVes;
undoubtedly. All necessary power was
given to deal with any school whatso-
ever.

MR. COINNOR: The whole of the argu-
muents used by the Minister pointed to
the necessity for the sub-clause. He sup-
ported its retention.

MR. HTGHAM:. Sub-clause 6 covered
all the wound that members sought to
obtain. It read: "Technical, truant, or
other schools as the Minister may de-
cide." Such might he included. Sub-
clause 7 was unnecessary.

IMn. DOHERTY agreed with the mesa-
her for Central Murchison (Air. hungn-
worth). The sub-clause Was not a very
important one from the Minister's point
of view, for the whole matter was un-
doubtedlv under his control, aind the ad-
mninistration of the department could he
in no way affected therehy; hut it was%
desirable to retain it. for it made the Act
clear.

Ma. HIOHAM again protested against
the sub-clause, which gave the Minister
the, power to declare as technical or
truant schools, those schools he was also
empowered to establish and maintain. It
raised the old difficulty of the status of
schools, and of assisted schools.

Mn. MORAN: Not at al11. Where did
the assistance come in?

MR. HIGHAM: The clause read: 'Th
Minister may establish and maintain."

MR. MoMn.&: "Or declare." It did no
say "and declare."

Mu. HIGRAM: It gave the Miaistei
power to declare such schools, and also ti
establish and maintain them. Sub-clausi
(6) covered the ground.

MR. MORAN: The objection of tin
hon. member (Mr. Higham) dic
not lie. The Minister might "es
tablish and mainta-in?' That wa'
one power, but it read " or do
clare-not "and declare." He moved
as an amendment, that the word "or'
in sub-clause (7) be struck out, and tin
words "the Minister may" be inserted ii
fieu therksof. No~udy desired to intro
dutce assisted schools again, but whev
an efficient school was already in exist
aece, such as a school of mines that wouli
doubtless be established in CoolgArdhf
after the Exhibition, and the other simi
W7~ school that would possibly be estab
lis~hed at Kalgoorlie, should not the Min
ister have power to declare to the worh
that such. schools were good technica,
school;, and that the instruction givel
therein wais recognised by the depart
nfent I

MA. JAMES: There was one fatal oh
jection. to sub-clause -7 as it stood, am(
at first. sight it appeared to be a nmern
question of drafting. We provided b2
clause 31 that a. Minister should hav4
power to establish and maintain certair
schoola "Establish and maintain" wen
wvords which controlled the va-rious sub
clauses following; and the first objec
tion was that the sub - clause 7 shouk
not be in its present position, be
cause we were simply in these sub.
clauses dealing with schools that werc
maintained and established. Let mesa
hers take the words "subject to the pro&
visions of this Act, and of the regulations,
the Mfinister may establish and main-
tain," and then go down to sub-clause '7
and read, "or declare as technical,
truant, or schools for other purposes,
schools already in existence." What
would be the effect?2 A. Mfinister would
have power to take up a private school
and maintain it at the expense of the pub-
lie.

A. Mssrasu: It was disjunctive.

Council'R Amendments.
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Mn. JAMES: It was so, but the Min-
ister could either establish and maintain
it at the expense of the State, or he
could declare, it. 'The expression "schools
already in existence" -extended to, all
schools, and was not~ limited to Govern-
ment schools. Sub-clause 7 went too
f~ar; it must be modified, and if modified
it must be a clause by itself. It could
not form part of clause 31. If we had a
separate clause, and said that the Minis-
ter should have power to declare that a
certain school should be deemned a truant
school, what would be the effect of it?
It would not affect the efficiency because
efficiency must be determined under
clause 41, so far as he could see- If
sub-clause 7 were agreed to, the Minister
would be empowered to declare a school
to be a technical or truant school, and
to allow it the right to receive Govern-
ment aid.

MR. ILLiNoWOa HT: Such was not the
ease.I

MR. JAMES: Then what was the dec-
laration for?

MR. Iw6LNawowRT: To show the effi-
ciency of the teacher.

MR. JAMES:- Sub-clausae 7 did not
affect the question of the efficiency of
the teacher, clause 41 being, the only
clause that did so.

MR. MORAN: The object was that the
MAinigtcr should hiave power to go to any
School of Mines, on the goldfields, or any
reformatory school in the colony, and see
if it was fully competent. The Minister
would not give them a penny, but it was
intended that the inspector should have
the right to examine these schools with-
out giving them any assistance, and to
declare whether their work was up to the
standard. There was no definition of
school in the Bill.

THE Mismn OF MINE-s: Everyone knew
what a school was.

Ma. MORAN: The Bill simply defined
a State school.

THE MINiS-ma OF MINTSM: If a. school
asked to have a certificate of efficiency,
an inspector could soon decide whether
it was efficient.

Mn. -MORAN: Was a place .p1 which
bootmaking was taught a, school?

Tnr MtNISnnI OF MhqxS; It W&S Dot a,
school.

Mn. MORAN: It was a technical
school, as was also a place where black-
snaiithing and other things were taught.

A MEMBER: In Germany, such places
wcre treated as schools.

MR. RIGHAM:- Sub-lause I was quite
unnecessary; and the only thine, thtt
would make it necessary would be the
evasion of a. decision come to, that schools
other than State schools should not re-
ceive a-ssistance.

MR. MORAN: By such a remark as that.
a very undesirable tone was given to the
debate.

MR. HIGHAM: That was the only et n
elusion he could draw from sub-clause 7.
If there -was no, necessity for Governnwnt
assistance other than for State schools,
clause 41 provided all the machinery
necessary. If at school could pass the
necessary examination as an ordinatry
school, then there was no difficulty about
obtaining the necessary certificate. if it
was not a school of an ordinary class,
clause 41 provided all the inachinary
nees~sairy, enabling the Minister, if he w.,as
satisfied that the sc-hool was efficient for
the purpose for which it was instituted,
to give a. certificate.

A MEMBER: It did not give, power to,
assist.

MR. HIGHAM: No. It did not, mid
that was what wve wanted to stop. Sub-
clause 7 of clause 31 might, as he had
indicated, lead, not perhaps tinder the
pre-sent circumistances, but in the future,
to the evasion of a principle that had been
fought out long ago.

Mn. WAUL: Did the hon. member ob-
ject to assist the Deaf and Dumb Institu-
tion I

Ma, HIGHAM: There was objection to
assist it as a system of State education.
There were, he thought, other means by
which such an inistitution could be dealt
with. It might be dealt -with asa choarit-
able institution.

At 6.28 p-rm. the CHMIRMAN left 11lio
chair.

At 2230 the CHMRMHAN resumed 'he
chAair.

Question-that the amendment male
by the Legislative Council be agreedo-
put and passed.

No. 8-agreed to.

Publii Education Bill:
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No 9-Clause t36, strike out the whole
and insert the following in lieu thereof:

Secular Instruction; see 57 Vict., 16, 3. 20.-
36. In all State schools the teaching shall be
strictly non-sectarian, but the words 'seout,.
instruction" shall be held to include genal
religious teaching as distinguished from dog-
mnatic or polemical theology.

THEa MINISTER OF MINES moved
that the amendment be agreed to. The
question had been already debated in
this House, and, as this amendment was
virtually the same provision as w'as lpre-
viously placed in the Bill, the Government
desired to see it accepted by this House.
This was the clause which provided that
secular instruction as given in Govern-
isteut schools should include general re-
ligious instruction; and, as the House
had previously debated this question, it
was not necessary to go over the ground
again.

Mu. ILLINGWORTH: This proceed-
iug on the part of the Government 1?as
most extraordinary, for this House had on
two occasions debaited the same question,
firstly on the Bill itself, and secondly cn
a substantiative motion. Then the Gov-
ermnent, brought up the question again,
w-hen this Bill was before the Legislative
Council.

TjiE Peui: No. This arendment
in the Council was proposed by Mr.
Haynes, of Albany. The Government cid
not move in the matter while the Bill was
in the Council.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: On that point
he regretted lie had been misinformed.
Surely this Rouse would not now stultify
itself by reversing the decision which it
had previously come to on two distinct
occasions, and he presumed hon. mem-
hers would vote on this amendment as
they had voted on the samie question pre-
viously. He moved, as ani amendment
on the Minister's motion, that the amend-
nient made by the Council be not agreed
to.

MR. GEORGE, in opposing the adop-
tion of the Council's amendment, said he
could not help feeling that the sympa-
thy of the Government was in favour of
the amendment Which the Council had
made, but persons who had conscientious
objections to it in this House would not
accept that amendment.

THE PREmIER: The Government had
voted twice for it already.

MR. GEORGE: This was a question of
principle.

Tax PREMIER: Did the hon. memrier
object to other people having principlesi

MR. GEORGE: No; but some people
were so successful in hiding their prin-
ciples that, when the time came, those
principles could not be discovered.

Quetion-that, the Conil's amend-
went be agreed to--put, and negatived
on the voices.

Nos, 10 and 11-agreed to.
No. 12-Cause, 41, line 16, between

"time" and "cause' insert "and shall once
in every year":

THE MINISTER OF MINES: It was
unnecessary that this inspection should
take place every year. The Council's
amendment had better be omitted, as it
compelled the Minister to have an inspec-
tion every year, which would only give
a lot of extra trouble to the inspectors.
When the Minister knew by repute or
otherwise that a school was efficient, it
was unnecessary to inspect such a, school
once a year; if, on the other hand, lie
considered an establishment inefficient,
it could be inspected as often as necessary.
He moved iliat the amendment be not
agreed to.

Ma. MORAN: The Minister ought to
agree to the amendment if possible, for
it only meant that private schools would
have to prove their efficiency if required
to do so. True, it would give at little more
work to the department, but that would
be counterbalanced by the protetion
afforded the children attending schools
other than State schools.

MR. DoaxwRr: Were there no returns
showing the degree of efficiency attained
by such schools?

Tna MINISTER OF MINES: A clause
similarly worded found a place in the
South Australian Act, and appoeared to
work well in that colony. Was it neces-
sau-y that such a school as the Prince
Alfred College in Adelaide should be ex-
ainined to test its efficiency?

MR. LEAnE: It would be necessary to
exaniine our own High School.

MR. Domain: That might be a. very
good thing.

THn MINISTER OF MINES: It would
ba quite unnecessary to examnine, say, the
Chistian Brothers' School in Perth.
There was no need to put such establi-
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meats to unnecessary trouble. Everyone
knew that such schools were efficient.
Give thbe Minister power to examine such
schools, so that if he doubted their effi-
ciency he could send an inspector at any
ltme.

Ma. GEOLRGE disagreed with the Minis-
ter of Mines. From a. departmental point
of view the Council's amendment was
doubtless undesirable, but the inspection
provided for would deal wvith and include
the sanitary arrangements of a. school
building, and it was quite as necessary
that they should be reported upon, as it
wats that the quality of the teaching should
be kept up to the mark. He, therefore,
suLported the amnendment.

MR, KENNY supported the Minister's
view. Already the country was expending
a large sum on education, and there was
a large number of schools on which in-
spection would represent mioney wasted.
Suich expenditure might be directed into
more useful channels.

AIn, MORAN: Would the Council's
amtendmeat inake it compulsory to ex-
aniine the High School and the Christian
Brothers' ollege?

Tax MJfNJsi-hR OF MINSi: Yes.
Mlp. MORAN: Then he would not vote

for it. The Christian Brothers would
hardly submit to examination by a. Coy-
erment inspector. Such a thing was un-
known in any other colony. 'The present
staff of the department was not compve-
tent to examine either the High School or
the Christian Brothers' College.

MR. GEORGE: It was inspection which
wats proposed.

Timx MINISTER OF KINES: The
amendment sought to make it compul-
sory that the Mfinister should, once in
every year, 6ause every school to be ex-
amnined. It did not, however, provide for
enquiry into the sanitary accommodation
of at school, but with regard to instruc-
tion and discipline only. The Board of
Health would deal with sanitary arrange-
merits. It was unnecessary that- the Mini-
ster should be compelled to examine all
schools once a year. It was enough to
allow him to judge as to whether there
wtis a necessity to do so.

Mut. JAMES:. Clause 41 provided that
the question as to the efficiency of the
school be determined by inspection, which
dealt with discipline and the means of

imparting instruction, The inspector's
certificate was a certificate given to the
school and not to the teacher. The effi-
cienc~y of the school, however, depended
solely on the personnel of the teaching
staff. What charm was there about the
school itself I A certificate of efficiency
obtained by that school when taught, say,
by Mir. Jones, would be meaningless, if
Jones left next week and his .lace were
taken by Mr. Smith. Mr. Sith, there-
fore, wvould get the benefit of the certifi-
cate, which would be wholly due to the
services of Mr. Jones.

THm M~UNiSTE OF 31M-x Then the
Minister could step in.

Mn. JAMES: He might; but hon.
miembers would notice how open to abuse
was such a, systemi of inspection.L Any
incompetent- person desiring to establish
a school could engage a competent teacher
to take it, say, for a month, or unitil the
certificate of efficiency could be obtained.
The services of the teacher could then.
be dispensed with and the proprietor
could step in. W-hy should a school, as
a school, receive the certificate?

'Pits PnxninaR: The bon. inember should
have moved to alter this when in Gon-
inittee on the Bill. At present, only the
Council's amendments were under discus-
sion, and must be answered "Yes" or

Mn. JAMES: But the amendment of
the Council to a. great extent removed the
evil he had pointed out. The Council
recog-nising, as al1 should do, how easily
the personnel of the teaching staff of a
school could change, provided for an an-
nual exanunilation so that a certificate
could not. be abused. Such a proviso wasp
absolutely necessary. Every hon. memt-
ber must have had experience during the
past few years of schools which had
changed hands half-a-dozen times.

THE PRanaza: The proposed inspection
would mean great expense in such a large
colony as this.

MR. JAMNES: The money would be
spent for a good purpose. It would not
be thrown awvay if we insisted on every
school having a. certificate which would
be a guarantee that the school was effi-
cient within the meaning of clause 41.
It did not follow that when an inspector
had 1Thoroughly examined aL staff of a
school for one year, he would go through
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exactly the same examination with that
staff 12 months later. The next exami-
nation would be of a, cursory and per-
functory nature, providing the teaching
staff remained unchanged.

M,%R. MORAN: It would he imlpossible to
examine the teachers.

MEL JAMES: How then could the effi-
ciency of a school be certified I T'heMini-
ster would not admit that a school was
efficient which was destitute of a, great
portion of the apparatus now acknow-
ledged to he essential to a well-conducted
seminary. The inspection would also be
a guarantee in that regard. There were
half-a-dozen different things. He did not
think the member for East Coolgardie
(Mr. Moran) was right in takingr up the
position that there might be some par-
ticular teachers who knew so much that
they could not be examined by the in-
spectors, wherever available.

Mu. MORAY: They would not be ex-
amined. They would refuse to be.

T Hx MINISTER OF' Muiss: The children
would be examined.

MnR. JAMES: Let members see how
stupid it would be. The object of clause
41 was to provide that unless, a child at-
tended a, State school, he must attend a
school declared to be efficient. When
once a school was declared to b's efficient,
it was efficient for all time until the Minis-
ter examined it again, and the Minister,
he understood, proposed to test the effi-
ciency of the school, not by testing the
teaching staff, bat the scholars who hap-
pened to, be there at that particular time,
or that particular year. The school
might be good at that particular moment.
The hon. member was entirely Overlook-
ing the fact that, if his idea was correct,
the amendmhrent moved by the Legislative
Council was consistent. How could it be
proved that a, school was efficient because
the scholars at that time happened to be
efficient?

Ttir PEmiuR:- The Minister had dis-
cretion.

'MR. JAMES: The Minister told us; the
Government were going to certify a. school
as efficient because prizes were given away
at, say, Christmas, and the scholars passed
a certain examination- But what had
that to do with what would take place the
following year, or the year after? Chil-
dren changed every year. He supposed

that in twelve months or tuo years the
was a totally new class of children. The
Minister's own idea was that the exam ina'
tion ought to be once every year or once
every second year. lie was sure the mem-
ber for East Coolgardie would realise that
clause 41 did not attempt to give power
to the Minister to, examines persons who
were qualified. The hion, member knew
the abuses) to be. aimed at. People who
could not write or read were perfectly
entitled at the present time to establisb
a school, and if children attended such a
school the Government could not inist
upon their attending a State school. This
clause was intended to remedy suck a
state of things as that. We must assume
that the Minister wvould use his power
efficiently and reasonably. There ought
to be, behind the owners of these schools,
not necessarily a threat, but at all events
a fear that unless they kept an efficient
staff adequate to the purpose, they would
be subject to an examination at the end ol
the year, and. be deprived of their certi-
Sicate of efficiency. Teachers and pro-
prietors of private schools should know
that this eamuination could be made, and
primia brie would be made, and if they
had a, new teacher, that new teachler wvould
be required to undergo the test. As the
member for the Murray (Mir. George)
pointed out, thle mere fact of imposing on
the Minister and the inspector the obli-
gation of going there once a year would,
in it sell, be of great advantage, and would
enable one to see not only that the teach-
ing was efficient, but that the conditions
were sanitary, that proper ipparatus waS
provided, and that the establishment was
carried on as it ought to be. As. he had
said, he did not think the power under
clause 41 was intended to be used in cases
of persons who were manifestly efficient,
such as the Christian Brothers or the
teachers. of the Central High S'chool.

MR. SOLOMON: There was no- neces-
sity for this amendment so far as he couild
see. As to the Christian Brothers' school,
he believed competent examiners were Ciii.
ployed to examuine it at least once a year.
That was, done, he believed, for the pur-
pose of matriculation, and be knew that
recently they had ab very strict examima-
tion.

ME, JAWES: Legislation could not be
moulded for one school.

Oouncil's Amendments.
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Mn. HIC.HAM : We wanted a broad, comt-
prc-hensive. Education Act, and hon. mem-
bers doesired to do as much as they could
towards that end, %ut if we were going to
mnake it so extensive as this compulsory
system would cause it to be, we should, he
was afraid, spoil the purposes we were try-
ing to effect. It was not necesary to have
these periodical examinations in the case
of many of the high class schools. The
Minister, if he thought it necessary fromt
an educational, sanitary, or any other
point of view, could have at school exa-
mined whenever he wished, and he (Mr.
Higham) did not think it necessary to
compel him to examine every one of these
schools at. least once a year. Moreover,
there would he ninny schools in the outly-
ing districts which would be granted for
the convenience of settlers living in those
districts, where it would be undesirable,
fromt an economic noint of view, to corn-
lie] inspectors to travel. These schools
might not be up to the standard of Gov-
ernnment State schools, but still they were
schools that mighit be useful for those par-
ticular districts.

THE MINISTR OF MINES: It was
desirable to point out to the mnember for
East Perth (Mr, James) that if this
amendmtent were passed the provi so, would
be contradictory, because it said : -"Pro-
vided always that the Minister may, if he
is satisfied that any school is efficient as
aforesaid, certify that such school is effi,
cient without inspection, and upon ant
school being so certified, the Minister
shall include such certified schools in the
list aforesaid."

Mat. JAMES: It threw the onus on 'lie
Minister.

TnE MINISTER OF MINES:- If the
amendment were passed, the proviso
must, as he had said, be struck out, if we
were to be consistent.

TnM PREIEn: Nothing could be struck
out now.

Tym MINISTER OF MINES : The
amendment was unnecessary. The Edu-
cation Department did not require it.

Motion put and passed, and the Coun-
cil's amendment disagreed to.

No. 13--Clause 41, line 17, strike out
lemay"~ and insert "shall" in lieu there)?:-

THE MINISTER OF MINES moved
that the amendment be agreed to. it

would make removal compulsory instead
of permissive.

Put and passed.
No. 14-Clause 42, sub-clause (1), lines

2 and 3, strike out the words "provisional
or other efficient," and insert "or provi-
sional" in lieu thereof.

Ths MINISTER OF MINES moved
that the amendment be agreed to.

Ma. JAMES: i'rtrna facie, a child was
supposed to attend a State school unless
it had efficient instruction else'w hers.
Olauge 43 specified what should he deemed
reasonable excuses.

Tiz MINISTER OF MINES: Clause
42, as it now stood, compelled the parent
of every child not less than six nor more
than nine years of age to make that child
attend a State school or other efficient
school within two miles of such child's
residence. The intention was to pre-
vent overcrowding of a particular school.
If the amiendmnent wvere adopted a parent
would have the right to send a child to
another school beyond the twvo miles iU
it was an efficient, school. He con sidered
the amendment a, very wise one.

Mn. CONNOR: If a State school existed
within two miles of the child's residence,
and there was another school. not certi-
fied as efficient, parents would be bound,
he took it, to send the child to the Stato~
school. That was what he objected to.

T-ii'm MINISTER OF MINES: If parents
sent a child to a school not efficient, they
would be proceeded against under the
compulsory clauses. Head masters or
proprietors of schools which were efficient,
would as once have them certified as such.

MR. ILu~NowoaRa: That would not
make it a State school.

TI'n MVINISTER OF MINES: An etfi-
cient school was not a State school. IF
an efficient school were a State school it
would solve the question.

Ma. ILLINOWOUTH: If a man living
near the High School at Perth propo*Ao
to send his child to that school, ii
was a provisional or efficient school, he
could not do so, but must send the child
to a State school. Suppose a parent to be
living near the Christian Brothers' S-hi 4A
in Perth, he would net be able !n se,:,d
his child there because there would 1,e i
Stats school iithin two miles of hi- res*
dence. Did the Government intend that

Public Education Bill,



1980 Pulic Education Bill: [ASSEMWBLY] Council's Ainendmicis.

parents must send their children to ai
State school if within two miles?

MR. GEORGE: How% was it that sub-
clause (2) had not been altered by the
Liegislative Council, for the same reason
that they had altered sub-clause (1)7

MA. TLLINGWVORTH: The Council
had included a provisional school within
the definition of a State school, but the
Assembly having disagreed with that
amendment, a consistent course should
be followed.

Tus MINISTER OF MINES: If there
were a provisional or other efficient State
school within the two miles, a parent in
that position must send his child to such
school, unless he sent it to an efficient
school.

Ma. MORAN: By removing the word
"efficient" from the clause, the Legislic.
Live Council made an exception of only
one class of school and admitted two
other classes.

TIM MINISTER OF MINES said he
nowv saw that clause 43 would meet the
case, therefore he was willing to withdraw
his motion, so that the Council's amend-
ment should not be agreed to.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.
'MR. MORAN moved that the Council's

amendment be not agreed to.
Put and passed, and the amendment

disagreed to.
No. 1 6-Clause, 44, line 1, between

"excuse" and "children" insert "from) at-
tendanWce":

Put and passed.
Further amendment in the same

clause, in line 2, between "in" and "the"
insert "viney'ards, orchards, or":

'hip MIISTER OF MINES moved
that this amendment be agreed to.

MaI. MORAN: Why should orchards
be specially excepted from the operation
of the clause? Why not except in like
manner the children of miners or of any
other class I

Put and negatived, and the Council's
further amendment in the clause dis-
agreed to.

Further amendment in the same
clause, that the following words be added
to the clause: "Upon the recommendation
of the head teacher and chairman of the
district- board":

.Tux MINISTER OF MINES mov, d
that this amendment be not agreed to. It

was better to leave in the hands of the
Minister thle power of granting permis-
sion for exempting children from attend-
ing school at certain periods, as provided
in the previous part of the clause. Hle
did not think it would be wise to place
this power in the hands of a, school
teachier and the chairman of a district
board.

Mit. GEORGE moved that this further
amendment be agreed to, for in many
districts it would be impossible to com-
municate with the Minister on occasions
when the assistance of children might be
required in orchards or in harvest work.
The head teacher would not be likely to
abuse the privilege of granting exenw-
tion, and to memorialise the Minister of
Education wvould be too cumbersome a
process for obtaining the necessary per-
mission in country districts& A teacher's
remuneration depended partly on the effi-
ciency of his school, and he would not be
likely to reduce that efficiency by grant-
ing unnecessary exemptiont

Ma. MORAN: To place this power in
the hands of a school teacher would sub-
ject him to undesirable forms of tempta-
Lion, such as receiving presents of fresh
eggs or butter, and it was wonderful what
an influence these had upon a head
teacher when parents desired any particu-
lar favour from him.

MR. WALLACE: The head teacher of a.
school might well be entrusted with this
power, and he hoped it would be agreed
to.

Question put, and the Council's further
amendmnent disagreed to.

Nos. 16 and 17-agreed to.
No. I8-Olause 48, line 2, between

"employment" and "any" insert "during
mehool hours":

Tru MINISTER OF MINES moved
that the amendment be agreed to, the
effect of which would be that no person
should take into employment during
school hours any children of school age.
It was necessary to insert this amendment,
because otherwise a person would be pre-
vented frolm employing his own child in
school hours, as in the case of sending it
round with a milk-cart in a country dis-
trict. It was better for children to be
employed in suitable work, especially for
assistinog their parents after school hours,
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rather than that they should run about
unemployed.

Put and passed.
No. 19-Clause 53, sub-clause (2), lines

2 and 3, stiike out the words "State, pro-
visional, evening, training, and other,"
and insert "Government"':

Tim MINISTER OF MINES: The
amendment was desirable. 'The word
"Government" included the other schools
named.

3MR. MORAN: NO; it did not include
those coming under the heading of
"other."

Mn. GEORGE: What had the State to do
with such schools?

THE MINISTER OF MINES moved-
"That the Council's amendment ibe agureed
to.",

Put and passed.
Nos. 20 to 23, inclusive-agreed to.
No. 24-Clause 53, sub-clause (11),

strike out all the words after "in," in line
2, and insert "Government schools and of
other persons employed under this Act"
in lieu thereof:

Tns MINISTER OF MINES moved-
"That the amendment he agreed to."

MR. MORA2\: Was the Minister aware
that the Committee had just abolished all
power to make regulations for children at-
tending private schools?

Tns MiNISTERt OF MiNES : That would be
all right.

Put and passed, and the Council's
amiendment agreed to.

Nos. 25 and 26-agreed to.
No. 27-Clause 53, add the followintz,

to stand as sub-clause, (16): -"Prescrib-
ing the conditions to be observed and ful-
filled before a. school other than a, Govern-
ment school shall be deemed efficient, and
regulating the mode of certifying, classify-
ing, and of inserting them in or removin~g
them from the list of efficient schools":

Tnm MINISTER OF MINES moved-
"That the amendment be agreed to."

Ma. MORAN: Had not the Minister
this power already?

THE MINISTER OF MNES: No; the
amendment gave the necessary power to
make regulations.

Mn. MORAN: What was the meaning of
the words "prescribing the conditions to
be observed and fulfilled before a
school other than a Government
school shall be deemed efficient"?

How did the Minister get through
this work in the past? Had he
not already power to declaore a private
school efficient after inspection? Why
this additional legislation? The amend-
ment gave the Minister powver to make all
sorts of regulations which might abso-
lutely cripple every private school in the
country. One of the largest bones of
contention in the Chamber had been the
question of giving Ministers the power
c3 make regulations without submitting
the same to Parliament. The Minister
might make regulations of a most harass-
izng character. The amendment was an
irrational departure front common sense,
and he hoped the Committee would not
agree to it.

Question put, and a division being
called for by MR. MORAN, it was taken
with the following result: -

Ayes
Noe&

Majority for

Ayes.
Hon. S. Burt
Sir John Forrest
Mr. A. Forrest
Mr. George
Mfr. flighama
Mr. Rubble
Mr,. Leaks
Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Piesse
Sir J1. G. Lee Steero
Mr. Throsseli
Mr. Wilson
Mr. Wood
Mr. Oldham

(Teller)

.. . ... 14

Noes.
Mr. Connor
Mir. Haill
Mr. flingwortb
Mr. Moran
Mr. Quinlan
Mr. Solomon
Mr. Voaper
Mr. WVallace
Mr. Doherty

(Teller)

Question thus passed, and the Council'
amendment agreed to.

No. 28-Clause 54, line 6, between
"law " and " and " insert " and shall con-

tinue in force unless repealed or altered
as aforesaid, or disallowed by both Houses
of Parliament:

THE MINISTER OF MINES moved
that the amendment be agreed to.

Mn. ILLINGWOITR: This question
had been frequently discussed. Hitherto,
Ministerial regulations could be disal-
lowed by the Legislative Assembly alone.
Now it wvas proposed to make it necessary
that both Houses must agree to such dis-
allowance. This was carrying, the thing
a stage further ; not only would the Mini
ster he entitled to make regulations dur-
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ing the recess, which could be laid on
the table and become law, but the ap-
proval of both Houses must be obtained
before they could be abrogated.

THE PREMIER: That was the usual
way. Why should one House have the
solo right to disallow regulations?

MR. 'MORAN: What was sauce for the
goose was sauce for the gander. When
the Mining Bill was before the Rouse
there was a tremendous uproar about the
Minister's power to make reg~ulations.
apart from Parliament. The leader of
the Opposition on that occasion objected
to the Minister having power to make
regulations which would have the force
of la.It was then agreed that, when
possible, regulations should be submitted
to the House.

MR. GEoRGE: That was so.
MR. MORAN: That principle should be

carried out in this case, as wveil as with
regard to mining regulations.

MR. DonIRmn: The hon. member was
only wvasting time, for the Upper House
would not agree to his suggestion.

MIR. MORAN: The Upper House was
just as anxious as this Chamber to give
the people of the colony free education.

Ma. LEAKE: The Council's amendment
did Hot bar the question of the doctrine
of ultra vires. If it did, he wvould have
objected to it.

MR. MORAN withdrew his objection.
Question put and passed, and the

Council's amendment agreed to.
Resolutions reported, and report

adopted.
The following members were appointed

a Committee to draw up reasons for not
agreeing to certain of the amendment0
made by the Council -Mr. Pennefather,
Mr. Illingworth, and Mr. Lefroy.

THmE PREMIER: Was it necessary for
the House to wait while the Commiittee
drew up reasons I

THE SPEAKER: The House had better
not put a stop to its business. By the
Standing Orders, when returning a mes-
sage with disagreemiedits, this House
should give reasons; but it was within
the powers to say when the Coammittee
should drawv up the reasons.

THE MINISTER OF MINES (Hon. H.
B. Lefroy) moved that the Committee re-
port to-morrow.

Motion put and passed for reporting
the reasons on the next day.

WUESMES'S WNAGES WIL.

IN COMMITTEE.

Consideration in Committee resumed
on clause 9-Workmen whose wages are
in arrear may attach moneys in hands
of employer; and on n amendment
moved by MR. Wmxsoy, that in tine I the
wo'rds "any workman"' be struck out.

MR. WALLACE: Did the striking out
'qf these words mean the striking out of
the whole clause?

THEn CWuaJRMAN: That would be the
effect of the amendment.

MEn WALLACE: The clause should not
be struck out, seeing that clause 4, which
provided that wages must be a first
charge, had been passed.I

Tns1H ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the
:JmtuFie were struck out, the Bill might
its well at once be laid aside, because this
clauLse contained the very kernel of the
'measure, and wvas the only operative parit
that gave to wvorkmnen the right and privi-
lege which was the object of this legisla-
tion.

Ma. WILSON: Under this clause, ais
soon as a workman's wages were twenty-
rour hours over-due, he could serve a
notice on the employer-who, was not the
contractor, but the person ha-ving the
works constructed-and the serving of
that notice might mean ruination to the
contractor. The workman, after serving,
this notice, might leave the matter for
three months before applying to, the
court,

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
intended to submit an amendment limit-
ing the period to one month, when clause
1 2 was reached.

ME. WILSON: But even one month
might mean absolute ruination to a con-
tractor. If a contract of any magnitude
were hung up in consequence of such a
notice, which might be served for no valid
reason, it meant ruination to the con-
tractor, even if the period were limited tn
a mouth.

MIt. GEoRuE: It meant stopping the
contract immediately the attachment was
served.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not
necessarily, because the words had been
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inserted, "or such sum as is sufficient to
satisfy the claim."

MR. WILSON: A workman, or any
number of workmen, might make bogus
claims for £1,000, orfor the whole amount
that had come to the contractor, and
that must mean ruin to the latter.

MR. GEOGE : No doubt the employer
could pay into tourt, if he liked, the
stin mentioned in the attachment. It
w'as no uncommon thing, however, in the
case of large works for certificates to be
given for more than was really due ; and
it would follow that the employer, on
seeing trouble ahead, would determine to
have, the wvork measured out. That
would mean the stoppage of the con-
tract. No workman ought to be denrived
of his wages, but care must be taken not
to legislate in such a way as would limit
the work, and it was to be feared the
tendency of this Bill wvas to restrict em-
ployment. When men were employed
by the day, and were, dismissed, they had
a righit to their wages; as soon as they
dropped their tools ; axmd, under this
clause, if a man did not get his wages
within twenty-four hours, he could stop
the wvhole job, and throw, perhaps, forty
or fifty men out of employment.

THE ATTOR.NEY GENERAL: it
seemed to have been forgotten that clause
5 was amended so, as to provide that no
workman should be allowved to claim, or
attach, moneys where they were more
than four weeks in arrear. That limi-
ted the claim he could make Ruder the
Bill on the employer. The member for
the Murray seemed to think that the
period of 24 hours was too short.

MR. Gsonos: A man had a right to his
wages immediately he dropped his tools,
and he had no right to Uinder the employ-
ment of other men, as he might do, under
this clause.

T~iz ATLTOR.NEY GENERAL: Then
the objection was not that the limit of
time was too short, but that the right
should not be given to the workman at
all. If that were the contention, he (the
Attorney General) had no objection to
allow even a week after the wages had
become due.

.MR. GEORGE: That could he agreed to.
Tus ATITORNEY GENERAL: Then it

was difficult to say what other argument

could be urged against the clause. Hon.
members knew that architects were not
in the habit of giving certificates for more
work than was carried out. It had been
said that this clause might be used in.
juriously and vindictively against an em-
ployer, but that was an argument that
could be used against any Act. It did
not matter whether an Act could be used
vindictively, so long as the right existed.
Why should not a workman be paid, if a
contractor had received the funds? This
Bill gave the workman justice.

Mn. A. FOI EST: Workmen and cc-n-
tractors were able to look after them-
selves. He opposed the clause alto-
gether ; in fact, the Bill was not required;
and it wa~s putting a lot of trouble on
those who had to find the money. Many
a person had been deterred from build-
ing in consequence of the Workmen's
Lien Act, and this clause was little better
than the present law. Workmen bad no
right whatever to attach money. A work-
man simply had the same right as anyone
else. The person who supplied material
had just the same right to be' paid as the
workman. The man who carried the hod
and put in the bricks was in no different
position from the man who made the
bricks; both had to be paid. The clause
was not required.

MR. OLDHAM: The House should not
pass the amendment, as it would destroy
the Bill. It was true that a merchant
carrying on business and supplying a, con-
tractor with material aught to be paid ;
but the difference between the workman
and the man who supplied the material
was that to the workman it was a matter
of the necessaries of life to his family,
and that was the reason why a workman
should be entitled to claim his wages at.
once. He (Mr. Oldham) was not alto-
Tether in favour of the clause as it stood,
because he saw that an unscrupulous;
workman could inflict great injury on
a contractor or employer. If the
Attorney General could draft a clause re-
quirinz that a workman who, issued an
order for attachment against moneys duo
should crive a sworn declaration-

MR. A. FoRREsT: It would be too much
trouble.

MR. OLDHAM: It would not be too
much trouble. The object of the Bill
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was to, protect the man who was working
for weekly wages.

Ma. A. FORREST: The man who made
the bricks was paid weekly.

MR. OLDEHAYM: But that mian had
been paid before the bricks were deliver-
ad. The Government knew that in many
cases workmen did not receive the wages
which became due to them on different
jobs. He had introduced a deputation
to the Director of Public Works in refer-
ence to men working on railway stations.
There was every necessity for this Bill,
and he hoped the clause would be passed
in an amended form.

- MR. WILSON: The reason for striking
out all words after "workman" was to
afford hon. members an opportunity of re-
drafting the clause. That did away with
the argument that he wanited to strike
out the clause altogether. The Attor-
ney General had said a workmani would
have to give notice within, 24 hours; but
a. workman might serve notice of attach-
menu any time after he ceased work, so
long as the contract was going on.

TLIs ATTORNEY G'ENERAL: And so lonig
as money was in the hands of the con-
tractor.

MR. WILSON suggested that a work-
man should serve notice 24 hours aftet
the wages had been due 24 hours. The
clause was absolutely unworkable as it
stood. Hon. members were trying to
legislate for contractors in the cities of
Perth and Fremantle ; but an employer
might be in Perth and the contractor on
the Murchison, and how would the lawv
wc-rk in such a case? It would be un-
workable. Did the Attorney General
know of any country in which such a. Bill
as this was in force?

Thsi ATTORNEY GENERAL: In New Zea-
land.

MR. A. FORREST: We did, not want to
follow New Zealand.

Mu. WILSON: Was that the only
countryI

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL said he did not
know.

ME. WILSON: New Zealand had gone
legislation-mad.

Tin DIRFECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS:
Ti - Committee- should not strike out the
clause. There had been a difficulty in

regard to the working, of the Act in the
past year, and what we wanted to do was
to introduce a. Bill which would be advan-
tageous to the workman as wveil as to the
contractor. We wished to protect the
workman. The hon. member for North
Perth had brought a case under his notice
in which workmen were engaged on build-
ings at Claremont, Cottlesloe Beach and
North Fremantle, and these mn suffered
considerably. These buildings had beer
token by a contractor for a lump sum and
the work was started. The buildings
were advanced a stage, and for a
short time the workmen were paid; sub-
sequently they were not paid, owing to
the contractor not being able to finance
the contract, with the result that these
men did not get their mnoneo. A number ol
men were not paid at all, and these men
clamoured round the Works Office want.
ing to know how they were to be paid
their* money. The Workmen's Lien Adt
was not in force then. Such a, Bill aE
this would protect these men, and he
thought the Committee could frame suet
a ciause as would 'be advantageous tc
the workmen. This Bill would not in-
terfere with the contractor or emplayet
who, paid wages regularly and who found
the, money when it became due. Suchr
man as that did not fear such a Bill ae
this at all. - We wanted an Act to pro-
tect the man who could not get his wagei
from the contractor, who was unable tc
pay or who would not pay, and who paid
the money he, had to somebody else, wher
the money should be paid to the workmen
This provision was a, good one. B3
striking the clause out we would de-feal
the object we had in view, and we would
destroy the efficiency of the Bill alto
gether. As to the wages that were owing
24 hours, that time might, be increased
but he did not think it should be in-
creased to a week, because that would
enable an employer to dispose of all his
money. We m~ight strike the happ3
medium and make it two or three days.

MR. ILEAKE, The provision might mii
tate against the very men whom it wvoukc
lie desired to protect, for assuming there ft
ba two unscrupulous; persons, one an em
ployL*, the other a contractor, they mighi
put their heads together and induce a num
ber Of workmen to make a bogus claim
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in order that time might be gained, and,
consequently, that wages actually due
might not be paid. Workmen might be
hoodwinked in that way. The Bill might
suit the circumstances of Perth and Fre-
mantle, but not country districts. A
contractor in a distant part of the coun-
try might hoodwink his workmen by teDl-
in- them that all the money due to him
had been attached by unscrupulous per-
sons. in another part of the colony, and
he had nothing to pay with.

Mn. SOLOMON: The clause might
work with a, little alteration, by providing
that the attachment must be made within
one week after the wages came due, or
the limit might be a fortnight. A limil
seemed to be necessary.

Tns ATITORNERY GENERAL: As to
the clause being made use of for vindictive
purposes, he intended to move, if the pre-
sent amendment were negatived, that to
entitle a. wrorkman, to the benefit cof this
clause he must make a statutory declara-
tion 'of the amount of wages due to him.
and serve it, together with a, notice of at-
tachment on his employer, say, within
seven dayvs after the wages were, pyable.

MR. A. FORREST: The declaration
would have to be made before a justice of
the peace, and how could a.workmian find
one in a country district?

ThE ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
not worth while attemoting to meet all
the objections which the hon. member
might raise to this Bill, as he had de-
clared his intention of opposing every
clause.

MR- WALLACE: Was not this clause
tantamount to a garnishee orderi

Tnm Arrontzm GENERAL: Yes.
MR. WALLACE: Then the objection

of the member for West Kimberley was
difficult to understand.

Amendment (Mr. Wilson's) put, and
division Itaken, with ithe following re-
sult : -

C Ayes .. .. .. 6

Noes 16

Majority against 1

Ayes. Noes.
Ron. S. Burt Mr. Connor
Mr. A. Forrest Mr. Doherty
Air. George Sir John Forrest
,mr. Lemke Mur. Bfighem

Mfr. Wilson Mr. flingworth
Mr. Bubble Mr. Kenny

cr)r Mr. Letroy
Mr. Oldbam
Mr. Pennef 6tbar
Mr. Piesse
Mr. Solomon
Mr. Tbrosseli
Mr. Vosper
Mr. WaUsao
Air. Wood
31r. Quinlan

erelier)
Amendment thus negatived.
MR. GEORGE moved that the words

"twenty-four hours" be struck out, and
"seven days?' inserted in lieu thereof.

Ths AkTTORxEY GEZ ERAL: Saiy three
days. That time would be sufficient.

MR. GEORGE:- No; a workman should
not have the right of serving an attach-
ment within three days after the wages,
were due. The employer might not be on
the, spot at the time,

Mn. WILSON: Seven days were not
suffiie4t because wages were paid
monthly in many cases, and the time
worked was not made up until after the
end of the fourth week, so that it was
usually the end of the fifth week when
the, wages were paid. A Workman might
serve an attachment as soon as the
month's wages were due, and before the
timie-sheet was actually made up.

Tan ATTORNEY GENMRAL: No; he could
not do that until after the wsges became
payable in regular course.

MR. WTLSON:- The clause appeared
to him to mean that the attachment
could be served after the wages became
due, because as soon as wages were dute
they were payable. To be consistent.
the attachment should not operate until
fourteen days afer wages were payable.

TfEn PREmIER: That would make the
time six weeks, in cases where wages were
paid monthly, as the member Wad shown.

MR. WILSON: Yes. After the end
of the fourth week a, workman might on
the Monday following, and without even
going to the office or works to claim his
wages, serve an attachment

Tan ATTORNEY GENERAL:- Tihe
workmen must demand his wages before
he could serve an attachment.

in Committee. 1985
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M&s GEORGE: In the case of the tim-
ber station cozftrolled by the member for
the Canning (Mr. Wilson), which person
would be the employer upon whom a
workman must serve an attachment t

Tax~ ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
person who, employed him. That was
the answer.-

MR. GEORGE: No. According to
the Bill, the employer was the person at
whose request the. work was done; and
the contractor in this case would be the
member for the Canning, as manager.
flow could the workman find out for
whom the hon. member was cutting the
timber? There might be 60 employers.

Tax ATTORNEY GENERAL:- There
might be some, difficulty in finding the
employer in that case; but all that was
in favour of those who were objecting to
this Bidl in the interest of employers.

Ma. OLDHAM: The evil anticipated
from the, passing of the clause had been
greatly exaggerated, and the illustration
as to the manager of a large timber com-
pany was very far-fetched. The Canning
Jarrah Timber Company would never be
brought. within the scope of this Bill, for
it was a wealthy corporation.

MR. GEORGE: That was not always so.
Mn. OLDHAM: The Bill was not in-

tended top deal with such firms, but to
protect workmen against dishonest
people, employers and contractors. The
period should be limited to three days.

Ma. KENNY: Was this legislation for
individual members or for the country?
The clause was very necessary even in re-
spect of large railway contracts, where
the men were paid monthly. He knew
of a case were a man. who had been dis-
charged after working fourteen days was
asked to wait another fortnight for his
wages, on the ground that wages were to
be paid every four weeks-

Ma. Wasoiq: That could not be done
legally.

Mat. KENNY:- Legally or illegally, it
had been done; and this clause was neces-
sary to deal with such unjustifiable ac-
tions.

MR. GEORGE: The last speaker was
mistaken. On railway contracts a man
discharged before pay-day, received an
order on the paymaster, which was in-
variably honoured on presentation, and
wvould moreover bo gashed by any store-

keeper. Possibly the bon. member was
referring to the Mullewa-Cue contract-
He (Mr. George) knew such firms as
Baxter and Prince too well to, believe they
would go out of the usual course in con-
ducting contracts.

Taxf PREMIER: The Bill was meant
for anuther class of contractors.

Tomn OMMISSIONELR OF RAIL-
WAYS:- The 24-hours' proviso should
stand. All who knew anything of the
subject. would admit that it was not with
large contractors that trouble arose, but
with small men. Take the case of a con-
tractor clearing land, whose contract was
approaching completion; if his workmen
then demanded their wages, the con-
tractor could complete the work perhaps
in two or three days, receive his money
from the employer and clear out, and the
workmen could then make no claim on the
employer. In that way the object of the
Bill would be defeated. While of opinion
that 24 haurs was the proper limit, be
would agree to the amendment for the
sake of passing the clause, if it were al-
tered to read "three days."

Mu. GEORGE consented to alter his
amendment to read "three days" instead
of "seven days."

Amendment, as altered, put and passed.
'Pnz ATTORNEY GENERAL moved,

as a further amendment, that after the
word "demanded," in line 2, the following
be inserted: "may make a statutory de-
claration of the amount Of wnges. due,
and serve the same upon the employer
and." The object was to prevent the
workman making a. fictitious claim on the
employer for wages net due. According
to the amendment, the workman, when
serving the statutory declaration upon
the employer, would also serve notice of
attachment.

Ma. A. FORREST:- The declaration
should be permitted to be signed before
the chief officer of police for any district,
or a constable, instead of before a. justice
of the peace.

'Pun Panmnnn: A sitatutory declaration
could not be mode before a police con-
stable.

MR. A. FORREST: In many places in
the colony there were no justices, and the
clause would there be a dead letter.

ia Committee.[ASSEMBLY.]
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MR. WILSON: The declaration ought
to be made within a, limited period-say
seven days.

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL said he
would alter the amiendment by inserting
the words "within seven days" after the
word "May."

MR. A. FORREST : A man might have
to travel seven days to find a justice of
the peace.

Amendment (the Attorney General's),
as altered, put and passed, and the clause

aamended agreed to.
Clauses 10 and 11-agreed to.
Clause 12-Attachmient to become void

in default of judgment and order within
three months:

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL moved,
as an amendment, that in line 3 the
word " three" be struck out, and "one"~
inserted in lieu thereof.

Put and passed.
Mu. GEORGE: The clause provided

thau any moneys paid into court by the
employer, under clause 9, had to be paid
out of court to the contractor. Why
should it not be paid out to the man
who had paid it in 2

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Because
these moneys were due to the contractor;
otherwise they would not be attached.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
ulauses 13 and 14-agreed to.
Clause 1.5-Employer served with

notice, liable only for amount due by him
to contractor :

Mn. WILSON: How was the amount
going to be arrived at?

Thu ATTORNEY GENERAL: It would
be arrived at by means of the architect's
certificate.

MR. GEORGE: Suppose an employer
weny bankrupt, had the contractor to pay
the wages?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: If an
employer went bankrupt, there was an
end of the contractor and the workmen
too. The contractor bad aUl his old
rights at common law, and this Bill gave
him additional rights.

Mn. GEORGE: Supposing an employer
went bankrupt, and the contractor had
to pay the attachment served on him,
would the contractor then have to pay
the wages?

Tn ATTORNEY GENERA!,: If the
employer became bankrupt, that termin-
ated aUl his liabilities under the contract.

MnR. GEORGE: Then the contractor
would have to pay the wages?

Tru ATTORNEY GENERAL: But the
contractor might have got no money
from the employer.

MR. GEORGE: Then the contractor
was relieved?

THs ATITORNEY GENERAL: Yes.
MR. GEORGE: Suppose the em-

ployer became bankrupt, could the work-
man change his attachment from the em-
ployer to the contractor, and make the
latter pay out of moneys he might have
apart from the contract?

THE ATITORNEY GENERAL: Yes.
If the contractor had moneys, in hand,
he could be sued for wages.

MR. WILSON: Could the workman go
against both the employer and the con-
tractor at the same time?

Tnm ATTORNEY GENERAL: No;
the workman must elect whom he would
proceed against.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 16 to 20, inclusive-agreed to.
Clause 21-Power of the court to de-

termine all questions, etc. :
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: This

clause went far beyond what was intended,
and was therefore dangerous. It left the
court open to determine all disputes be-
tween the workmen and the employer, the
workmen and the contractor, and between
the workmen themselves, whereas the
renl issue was as to whether there was
money due from the employer to the con-
tractor that was available for wages. Ile
moved that the clause be struck out.

MR. GEORGE: This was the only just
clause in the Bill, and he was astonished
to hear the Attorney General using such
arguments against it.

Tnm ATTORNEY GENERAL said he,
in turn, was astonished at the arguments
of the member for the Murray, because
that gentleman's whole object had been
fromn beginning to end to defeat the pro-
visions of the Bill. It might be assumned
it was only the hon. member's 'cussed-
ness," if the word might be used without
offence, that gave rise to this opuosition.

MR. WILSON: The member for the
Murray had a, perfect right to oppose
clauses, and having been defeated, to
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urge that this clause should be retained.
Would MeT clause give power to the court
to decide the amount due from the em-
ployer to the contractor?

Tim ArFOR~zEy GENERAL: Yes.
Ma. WILSON: No doubt the clause

was too sweeping in some respects.
Question put and passed, and the clause

struck out.
Clauses 22 to 24, inclusive--agreed to-
Clause 25-Penalties:
MR. GEORGE: Was, it proposed to in-

flict any penalty on a. person who was
proved to have made false or malicious
declarations in regard to wages I

Tan ATTORNEY GENERAL: Such
persons were punishiable under the crimi-
nal law.

Ma. WILSON:- The clause was much
too stringent, providing, as it did, for a
penalty not exceeding £50, with ani al-
ternative of 3 monthls' imprisonment.

THE ATTORN\EY GENERAL:- That
would only apply to a case of thorough
swindling on the part of the employer
and the contractor, as against the work-
man.

Mat. WILSON: The money penalty
might be reduced to £20, and the pro-
vision for imprisonment struck out. He
intended to move that in line 5 the word
"fifty" be struck out, and "twenty" in-
serted in lieu thereof.

Tunz ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the
hon. member would acept £25 as the fine
and one month as the imprisonment, he
would move to that effect.

Ma. WILSON accepted the offer.
Tim ATTOR-NEY GENEBRLI moved,

as an amendment, that in line 5 the word
"fifty" be Struck out, and "twenty five"
inserted in lieu thereof-

Put and passed.
Tan ATTORNEY GENERA.. moved,

as a further amendment, that in line 7
the word "three" be struck out, and "one
calendar" inserted in lieu thereof.

Put and passed, and the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

Clause 26-Workman in service of ;rib-
contractor to have samne rights and re-
medies as workman in service of contrac-
tor against employer:-

Mn. WILSON: There should be a clear
definition of "sub-contractor" under this
claxse. Iti appeared that anyone who

took a contract to supply material fo
a building, or who, Contracted to do
portion of the work, would be a ak
contractor.

Tan ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes ; h
would be a, sub-contractor.

Ma. WILSON: Then the clause we
too far-reaching.

Tam ATTORNEY GENERAL: In tha
case the remedy would be against the cot
tractor, the same as in a previous claus
the remedy was against the cmployei
The contractor really took the place c
the employer in this case. The sul
contractors were the "sweaters."

Ma. WILSON said the clause ought t
be struck out altogether.

Tas~ AT7roRNEr GENn&,sL: That woul
not do away with the sub-contractor.

Ma. WILSON: The hon. member fo
Albany had suggested that there isa
nothing to show the employer who th
sub-contractor was in such a case. I
would be impossible to identify him.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The sub-cot
tractor would be the man who took th
contract.

Ma. WILSON: How was the employe
to know?

Clause put and passed.
Clause 27-agreed to.
Cla-use 28-Repeal:-

Ait GEORGE: Did the repeal of th
Workmen's Lien Act extricate the Direc
toy of Public Works, from the difficul
position in which he was placed som
time ago?

Ta ATTORNEY GENERtAL: It would re
lieve him-

MR. GEORGE said be objected to th
clause, on that ground, for he could no
see why the Director of Public Work
should be relieved from responsibilities

Ma. KENNY: Would workmen em
pLoyed on Government work have no re
dress at allT

Tin ATTORNEY GENERAL: Thi
Bill applied to workmen employed oi
Government work as well as to othe
workmen.

Clause put and passed.
Schedule-ageed to.
Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

in Committee.[ASSEMLY.]
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INTERPRETATION BILL.
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.

Schedule of two amendments made by
the Council was now considered.

IN COMMITTEE.

Amendment No. 1--Clause 19, strike
out the whole:

THE ATORNEY GENERAL moved
that the amendment be not agreed to.
The object of framing clause 19 was to
secure a clearly defined clause, showing
what words should be mandatory and
what words discretionary.

Question put and passed, and the Coun-
oil's amendment disagreed to.

No. 2-Second Schedule, add the fol-
lowing to the end of the schedule: -

That in all cases where, on amy summary
conviction under this Ordinance of any Person
not being a convict, the sum adjudged by one
justice to be paid shall exceed £10, or by two
or more justices shall exceed £20, or the im-
prisonment, whether adjudged by one or more
justice or justices, shall exceed one calendar
month, any person who shall think himiself ag-
grieved by such conviction may appeal to the
next court of general or quarter sessions, which
shall be holden, not less thian twenty days
after the day of such conviction, at Perth, in
the said colony, unless such conviction shall
take place within one hundred miles of Albany,
in the said colony, in which case any appeal
from such conviction shall be to the net court
of general or quarter sessions, holden not less
than ten days after the day of such conviction,
at Albany aforesaid.

TRx ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
that the amendment be not agreed to.
This clause was clearly foreign to the pur-
pose of the, Bill, and it was debatable
whether such a clause should be adopted.
There was ample provision already made
for what the clause provided.

Question put and passed, and the
Council's amendment disagreed to.

Resolutions reported, and report
adopted.

On the motion of the ArroRNni
GENERAL, a Committee comprising Mr.
Leake, Mr. Quinlan, and the mover drew
up the following reasons for disagreeing
to the amendments made by the Legisla,
tive Council : -

Reasons-I, It is necessary to definite-
ly distinguish between mandatory and
discretionary words. 2, There is already
ample provision for appeals in statutes
now in force.

Reasons presented and adopted, and a
message accordingly transmitted to the
Council.

REAPPROPRIATION OF LOAN MONEYS
BILL.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL'S AMEND)MENTS.

The Legislative Council having amend-
ed the Bill by striking out two items for
railway surveys, and having returned the
Bill with suggestions for amendments,
the suggestions were now considered.

IN COMMITTEE.

No, 1-Third Schedule, omit item 5,
Survey of Railway from Menzies to Mount
Leonora, £4,000: I

Tim PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J. For-
rest) : This Bill was returned by the
Legislative Council with two suggestions,
tor striking out the two railway surveys.
The Council, in making these sugges-
tions, were acting strictly within their
rights under the constitution; and, what-
ever view members of this House might
take of the particular items, no excep-
tion could be taken to the power of the
Council in making these suggestions, as
it was but right that members of this
House should show that respect to the
Legislative Council which members de-
sired that the Council should show to
amendments made in this Rouse. It
should be remembered also that these
two works were happily in that category
of works which were not in hand, and
therefore wvs would not have the difficulty
that would otherwise be experienced if
any items in the Bill had been touched
which related to, works in progress. For
his own part, he regretted very much
that the Council had made these sugges-
tions; but, by striking out these items.
the Council were only deferring the mat-
ter for a short time.

Mn. GEonan: Why not stick to your
gunal

TEEB PREMIER: These railways must
be made within a. short time, and wve
would be acting wisely in going on with
the surveys as soon as possiblea He
could not hide from himself that in the
case of proposed survey of a railway from
Coolgardie to Norseman, when that mat-
ter was before this House the item was
carried only by a narrow majority of
one; so that it could not be said there
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was a very strong majority in this House
favourable to the carrying out of this
survey. He put that down to want of
knowledge on the part of hon. members
as to the conditions of those localities,
and to want of knowledge as to the neces-
sity for these railways; for he felt sure
that, if hon. members were to take a, trip
to Norseman or to Mount Margaret and
Isaunt Leouorav they would change the
views which they held, so far as those
views were opposed to these surveys.
If the Legislative Council were also cog-
nisant of the conditions of the districts
in which it was proposed to make these
surveys, they would not have made these
suggestions; but that was not altogether
the fault of hon. members, for we were
all more or less apt to, act in these mat-
ters without sufficient local knowledge,
and members of Parliament could not be
expected to travel all over the country,
and so had to form their opinions some-
times without that knowledge which
would be useful in dealing with proposals
for particular works. He felt certain
these railways would soon be built, and
that they must be built if the goldfields
were to progress as hon. members ex-
pected and wished they should progress.
Nothing was said about the railway to
Menzies at the present time, yet a, rail-
way from Menzies to Mount Leonora, was
molre justifiable, in his opinion, than was
the making of a railway to Menzies at
the time that work was undertaken.
The same might be said Eao of the pro-
jetted railway to Norseman, for railways
had been built in this colony to districts
that had not nearly the prospect or the
output of gold which the Norseman. gold-
field had at present. Yet those districts
were progressing; their gold output was
increasing; and ilarge communities were
arising within them. It was known that
the districts to which it was proposed to
make these two railway surveys were suf-
fering froiii want of means of omrmuni-
cation; yet he did not believe the delay,
would ruin either the Norseman district
or Mount Leonora district.

Ma. GEORGE: It would keep themi
back.

Thu PREMIER: Yes; but it would
only accentuate the importance of these
railways. Those who had opposed these
railway surveys would be only too anxious

in a -short time to vote for the oonstru
tion of the proposed lines; and he uia
that statement with some knowledge
those places, though not much knowled,,
of the Mount Leonora district, ae he lit
not lately visited it. He felt sure th:
in a short time there would be no obje
tion whatever to construct railways I
both these places. He did not wish to o
ject to everything that the Legislatii
Council suggested, and his desire was i
work amicably with that body, to reco
nisea its responsibility, and to acknroi
ledge its powers as far as he posw
bly could. And, being of opinic
that the Council were noting in this ma
ter within their powers under the conat
tution, and knowing there was a di
ference of opinion in the House in r
gard to both of these surveys, and e
pecially with regard to the Norseman su
vey, he had come to the conclusion, vex
much against his own inclination, that dA
proper course to take was to :4;k th
House to agree to strike out the two iten
for railway surveys to Mount Leonora, as
Norseman. He therefore moved thi
amendment No. I be, agreed to.

Ma. GEORGE: It was a. pity to di
agree with the Legislative Council; bi
the fact that this House had settled tb
matter should be sufficient, seeing that
was in closer touch with the people tha
the other Chamber. We should insist o
the survey being carried out. The mn
her for the district was absent through ii
ness, or doubtless he could give good rei
sons for making the railway. He (Afi
George) had visited the district. Tb
quantity of machinery being erected ther
showed that, some people, at all eventi
had great confidence in it. It was freel
stated when he was there, that Mfoun
Leonor. and district would prove to be
second Kalgoorlie. During the last d(
bate on this matter he bad pointed ou
how it affected the Director of Publi
Works in one of his most important d(
partments. The engineers in the aurve'department were the pick of the culoniemE
and the survey could now be effected a
leas than half the cost to the country whic
would be involved if it had to be subse
quently undertaken by men of less ex
perience. If, on the other hand, thes.
surveys were struck cut, it would meam
the immediate disbandment of the surve:

[ASSEMBLY.) Council's Amendments.
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staff, which had been got together with
great difficulty. Some years ago the
colony of Victoria had lent one of
their head surveyors for the purpose of
the deviation from Midland Junction; and
that work was far superior to anything
done in the colony before. The Com-
mittee Should not agree to the- Council's
amnendmient.

Ma. CONOLLY: Already he had ex-
pressed the opinion that no great im-
portance could be attached to thesie sur-
veys; but he would raise no objection to
the course the Premier bad taken. The
surveys were worth nothing as an indica-
tion of the early construction of' the lines.
It was reasonable to surmise that next
year the colony would be in. no better posi-
tion to build them than it now wet. It was
interesting to note the manner in which
the Government had departed from the
public works policy laid down in th(, Gov-
ernor'sy speech.. First they said they
would construct the lines; then they Said
they would only make the surveys; and
now the surveys were to be struck out.

MR. A. FORREST: It was no fault of the
Government. The Upper House struck
them out.

MR. CONOILY: Were not the Gov-
ernment in fault for bringing in inmpor-
tant public works, when they ought to
have known that the financial condition
of the colony would not permit of their
construction?

Mu& A. FORREST: Opposition members
were to. blame.

Mn. CONOLLY: Was it for tho Op-
position Eo formulate the policy of the
Government? The Government should
know the financial position of the colony,
and what work& they were able to carry
OUr.

Suggested amendment NO. 1 put and
passed.

No. 2-Third Schedule, omit Item 6,
"Survey of Railway from Coolgardie to
Norseman, Z5,000":

THE PREMIER moved that the amend-
ment be agreed to.

Thu COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: Is eonnektion. with these sur-
veys, an opportunity had been afforded to
the Government which had never been
afforded previously. It was very regret-
table that the UnoerHouse had seen fit to
disagree with the Assembly on thib ques-

tion. From time to time the Public Works
Department had been called upon to
justify itself with regard to the coat of
building railways; and on every occa-
sion they had been forced to, carry out
their surveys in a, hurried manner, so
that they were unable to properly pre-
pare the necessary estimate, and conse-
quently had sometimes found themselves
at a disadvantage. This vote would have
afforded an opportunity of carrying out
tbe survey in a manner which would have
enabled- a correct estimate to be prepared,
and would also ha-ve enabled the depart-
ment to provide the land necessary for
the railway, concerning which there had
always been a difficulty in regard to get-
ting into a townaite. In future he would
tako no responsibility when the dep art-
ment was accused of neglect to prepare
proper estimates. This was why he had
supported the proposal for these surveys
on a former occasion-because there was
now an efficient staff which could carry
them all out well and satisfactorily. The
Council's amendment was a. mistake.

Ma. KEN-NY: It was difficult to follow
the line of argument pursued by tlie,
Commissioner, inasmuch as it was pretty
well known that there was already a rail-
way which had been surveyed and not
constructed.

Thx CoMMisSIoNER OF, RAILwATs; Thet
was the only line.

MR. KENNY: Estimates were made
for that line, and the district it was pro-
posed to serve was now in a better posi-
tion than when the survey was made.
Notwithstanding this, no> attempt had
been made to construct the line; on the
contrary, the money voted for this work
had been devoted to other works. The
line he referred to was the Cue-Nanmine.
It would be more practical to complete
works; in hand before the others were
undertaken. The Cue-Nannine rail-
way would serve a district in
which the population had inireased
twofold, and the output of gold
had increased threefold ; sad though
the Government had abandoned the con-
struction of that line, they were now bit-
terly complaixming at not being enabled to
carry out surveys, one of which was ca-
tied by only a majority of one, and the
other by a majority not equal to that

Bea.pprolyriation Bill.
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which agreed to the construction of the
CuerXannine railway.

MR. VOSPER: The Government could
not be congratulated on the withdrawal
of these items. He entirely agreed with
the Legislative Council that the items
should be withdrawn; and he was glad
to see that the action of the Opposition
in the Assembly had been endorsed by
the other branch of the Legislature. At
the close of the session hon. members
found themselves assisting at the last
funeral rites of the Government policy,
which was introduced in one of the most
prolix speeches ever inflicted on suffer-
ing humanity. That speech, alter a re-
capitulation of the manifold virtues of
the Ministry, announced their policy.
Railways were promised from Coolgardie
to Norseman and Mount Leonora; and
these had vanished into the limbo of for-
gotten things, and now the surveys had
followed suit. He was glad to see that
the surveys had followed suit, because
the country would not be in a position to
carry them out.

TH PREMIER: Not if the country were
traduced in this way.

MR. VOSPER: Louis the XIV. used to
say, 'the State is myself," and the Pe-
mier, when remarks were made in the
House concerning the country, regarded
them as insulting. The Premier, al-
though he occupied at large position, was
not quite big enough to occupy the whole
million square miles of this country.

THE PREMIER: This was wasting the
time of the House.

MR. VOSPEiR: Four months had been
spent in debating items of policy, and
now the whole policy had vanished. He
was beginning to believe that the name
of the Premier was not that usually aso-
ciated with the office, hut the name of
another gentleman on the Opposition
side of the House.

MR. A. FORREST: It wag sought to
put the whole blame on the Governmeint
for abandoning these surveys, but it was
a well-known fact that the construction
of the Norseman railway was oppored by
nearly the whole of the members of the
Opposition, and by a number on the Gov-
ernment side. It would be impossible
to carry the construction of the Norse-
man railway in the Assembly. The same
remarks applied to the Leonora line.

The proposal for the construction of the
line was withdrawn at the wish of mem-
here on both sides of the House, so that
it was iot the Government who had given
up their policy.

MR. LEAKS: No; they merely aban-
doned it.

MRs. A. FORREST: Before Parliment
met, the Government could not know
whether members of the House would
agree to the construction of these lines;
ani when it was found that members on
both sides were onposed to the works, the
proposal was witlfrawn. One of the sur-
veys: were passed by a majority of one, and
the other by a majority of five, and, after
that, the Legislative Council had struck
out the items. Was it not better to agree
with the amendment of the Council then
have the whole of the Bill thrown out I It
was better to lose the surveys at the pre-
sent time, and bring them up when the Gov-
went were prepared to construct the lines.
It would be running against a atone wall
to, oppose the amendment of the luem-
bers of the Upper House, who, in their
wisdom-though be did not think there
was much wisdom about them-had
thrown out these two small items, in an
appropriation of a million of money, in
stead of striking out Rome of the bigger
items.

MRt. OLDHAM: Surely the member ft
West Kimberley--

Tn PREMIER: This was how the time
of the House was wasted.

Ma. OLDHAM: The hon. gentleman
himself occupied a fair amount of time in
this House.

TEE PREMIER Baia he tad work to do,
and he must speak.

MR. OLDHAM said he also had work to
do.

MEa LnsnE Why did the Government
bring down these absur3 questions for the
consideration of members?

MR. OLDHAM: It was not to the-credit
of the Premier that he should interrupt,
and charge a member with. wasting the
time of the House.

Tn PREMIER: The hon. member only
attended about once a. month, and then
wanted in talk all the time.

MR. OLDHAM: The Premier was in.
terrupting the discussion. The Premier
w is entitled to sympathy, because he bad
met the country wvith a flourish of trurn-
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pets. The Premier found, on account of
the difficulty into which he bad gob the
country, that he was unable to carry out
the3 policy foreshadowed in the Governor's
Speech-that was the sum total o? it. It
would have been to the advantage of the
country if some of the other proposals
which the Government made had met,
with a. similar fate to these.

MIR. GEORGE: ThU hon. member voted
for the biggest one of them, the Colgar-
die water scheme.

MA. OLDHAM said he voted for that
scheme because the country was so far
pledged to it that it could not turn back.
The Director of Public Works had said he
was not going to take the responsibility
of constructing the lines without proper
time to survey.

Mn. Guontos: That was right, was it
not I

MR. OLDHAM said he anticipated thie
Director of Public Works stating when
he sat down that the portfolio of Cony
missioner of Railways and Director of
Public Works would be vacant.

Suggested amendment No. 2 put and
passed.

Resolutions reported, and report adop-
ted.

Tax PREMIER moved that the Bill be
recommitted for the purpose of making
the necessary amendments in the Bill.

Put and passed.
RECOMMiTTAL.

Clause 3-And may appropriate and
expend £4-70,000:

Taxi PREMIER moved, As an amend-
ment, that in line 4: the word "seventy"
be struck out, and "sixty-one" he inserted
in lieu thereof.

Amendment put and passed, and clause
as amended agreed to,

Third Schedule:
THx PREMIER moved, as amendments,

that after railways "£130,000" be struck
out, and that "£121,000" be inserted in
lieu thereof; also, that the item "survey
of railway from Menzies to Mount Leonora
£;4,000" be struck out; that the item
"scurvey of railway from Coolgardie to
Norseman £6,000" be struck ouf; that
the total "X470,000" be struck out, and
£461,000" be inserted in lieu thereof;
and that the total reapprovriation
"£570,000" be struck out, end "2e561,000"
he inserted in lieu thereof.

Amendments put and passed, and the
schedule as amended agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments, report
adopted, and a message accordingly trans-
mitted to the Legislative Council.

JURY BILL.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.

Schedule of t~wo amendments insisted
on by the Legislative Council further con-
sidered.

IN COMMITTEE.

No -lause 8, liad 6, strike out
the words "or colonial":

TanE ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
that the amendment be agreed to.

Put and passed.
Yo. 3--Clause 21, strike out the last

three lines:
Tan ATTORNEY GENERAL moved

that the amendment be agreed to.
Put and passed.
Resolutions reported, report adopted,

and a message accordlingly transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

IJOCAL INSURIMD STOCK AC AMEND-
MAENT BILL.

SECOND READiNG.

Tim PREMIER (Right Hlon. Sir J.
Forrest), in moving the second reading of
tni8 Bill, said: I should like to say that,
thouigh this Bill makes a very small
amendment in the Act, it is an important
one. In the Bill xve passed last year,
which is now an Act, the wvords "per
annumna" were inailvertently omitted; and
it was made to read, that the interestwaa
to be 14 per cent. payable half-yearly,
which really means 3 per cent. yearly.
The sinking fund is thus 14 per vent.
half-yearly, instead of 14 per cent, per
annum. Of course it was not intended
that we should pay 3 per cent. sinking
fund, which would be a, very heavy
charge, and not necessary; and therefore
this Bifl is; introduced to correct the error
that was made, and to mate the sinking
fund 1j ) er cent. per annumn, payable
half-yearly. I beg to move its second
reading.

Question put and passed.
13.1 read a, second time.

Reappropriation Bill.
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UN~ COMMITTEE,

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
report adopted.

ADJOURNM-%ENT.
The House adjourned at 11.13 p.m. un-

til the next day.

J3 ilti. Qoucl
Wednesday, 28th September, 1898.

Death of the Premier of Queensland: Motion
of Condolence--Question: Supreme Court
Business Congested-Question: Mineral
Lands Regulations -,Paper presented-
Motion: Diamond Mining and Regulations
--Shipping Casualties Inquiry Billi Corn-
mnittt*-Supply Bill (402000); all stages
-Local inscribed Stock Act Amendment
Bill, first resding-Reapfropriation of
Loan Moneys Bill, Counc iil s Amendments
assented to-Joint Commnittee : Official
Receiver in Bankruptcy; Motion to En-
large the Powers-Companies Act Aiaend-
ment Bill, in Committee, new clauses
further considered-Health Bill, in Com-
mittee, progress reported-Adjournent

ThxE PRESIDENT took the chair at

4.30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

MOTION OF CONDOLENCE: DEATH OiF
THE PRE~INER OF QUEENSLAND.

THa COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
C. BandeRl): Before proceeding with the
business of the day, I desire to move a
motion to, the following effect:--!We, the
members of the Legislative Council of
Western Australia in Parliament as-
sembled, having learned with sorrow of the
untimely death of the Hon. P. J. Byrnes,
Prime Minister of Queensland, desire to
express to the Parliament and the people
of that colony, our sympathy with them

in the sad loss they have sustained.
That this message of sympathy be tele-
graphed by the President of the Legrias-
tive Council to the President of the Legis-
lative Council in Queensland." It is not
necessary for me to say more than a few
words to hon. members in regard to this
motion. I am quite sure members of this
House synipa-thise with the Parliament
of another country in the death of the
leader of that Parliament. Personslly I
was unacquainted with the late Mr. Byrnes,
but I believe he attained a very high
position in political circles as the leader
of the Government of that countrz. Ho
was a young man comparatively-38
years of age--and to achieve the distiac-
tin- which he had achieved at that age
he must have had in him great possibili-
ties for his future political life. It is a
loss to the Government of that colony
at such a tine as the present. Hon.
members will sympathise with the Gov-
ernment of that colony in the loss they
have sustained. It is a sad one, es-
pecially under the circumstances. The
late Hon. T, J. Byrnes had only recently
attained the high position of rremier of
Queenslw-d, and to have the services of
such a, man cut off as it were in the prime
of his life is, as, I have said, a. national
loss. I believe it is a unique circum-
stance-I am not quite sure about that
-but I believe it is a unique circum-
stance in the history of popular govern-
ment, that a Prime Minister has been
ktiken away during his time of office, by
death. Han. members I am quite sure
will express the sympathy of this House
by approving of this motion being sent.
I will ask Mr. R. S- Haynes to second the
motion.

HoNq. R. S. HAYNES: I have much
pleasure indeed in seconding this motion.
I am glad this House recognise a the loss
such as the colony of Queensland has
sustained by the death. of the, leader (f
the Government as one which this country
through its Parliament could sympathise
with. I feel that it must be a serious
toss to the colony of Queensland. We
know that Queensland has pased through
troublous times, both in connection with
the financial wi-ve and the depression
which has existed, and in connection with
the severe and disastrous floods which
had a tendency to almost bring the colony

[Covgcm] Motion of Condol=e-


