Paper presented.

Tee PrEmier: But the miner wounld
hold his tenure under the Minister of
Mines.

Mr. WILSON : The timber lessee had
an undoubted right te cross the land.

Tue Premier: But the miner had also
a right.

Mr. WILSON: Then there must be
compensation if the timber lessee were
prevented from carrying his railways
throvgh the miner’s lease.

Tve MINISTER OF MINES: By
this Bill o large concession was granted
to the timber lessee. Under the present
Goldfields Act any miner could go on a
timber lease, take what timber he liked,
and do as he liked within the four corners
of his lease.

Omr motion by the Premier, progress
reported and leave given to sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.

At 8 minutes to 11 o'clock, the House
adjourned until the next day.

Fegislutibe Gouncil,
Phursduy, 24rd November, 1899.

Payper presented—Land Act Amendment Bill (private),
third reading Cemeterigs Bill, third rendiog--
Patition of Federnl League; DMotion to Affirm,
Amendment {moved), Division, adjourunel -Bank
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LAND ACT AMENDMENT BILL (erivaTe).

Read a third time, on motion by How.
F. M. Stong, and passed.

CEMETERIES BILL.
Read a third time, and passed.

PETITION OF FEDERAL LEAGUE,
MOTION TO APPROVE—AMENDMENT.

Debate resumed from 15th November,
on motion by Hon. A. P. Matheson to

i approve of petition of Federal League

thut the Draft Commonwealth Bill be
referred to the people without further
amendment. in time to allow Western
Australia to join the nnien as an original
Stute.

Howr. F. T. CROWDER (Souih-East) :
I have no desire tu say anything in regard
to the matter.

Hoxn. ¥, WHITCOMBE (Central): I
beg to move the following amendment :

That all the words after * that” in firsi lie
be struck out, with a view of ingerting, “ at the
present juncture it is not desirable to submit
the question of federation to the electors of this
colony.”
It appeatrs to me that if the motion were
curried, we should be lending onrselves
to a form of procedure which has hitherto
been unrecognised, and for which there
is no precedent in the political history
of this colony, at auny rate. It has
never been adopted here, and there
is no power in the colony to allow
a referendum. There is no machinery
provided for anything of the kind, and T
think that on a question of so great

- importance as that of federation it would
. not be satisfuctory to the colony as a

Holidayz Amendment 8ill, in Commiitee, reported- - '

Adjowrnment.

Tur PRESIDENT took the Chair at
430 o’clock, p.m. )

Pravigs.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the Corowiar Seceerarv: By-
laws, Municipality of Northam, under
Width of Tires Act.

Ordered to lie on the table.

whole, but would be a most dangerous
precedent to allow the principle of the
referendum to be adopted. With the
exception of colonies or countries where
special provision bas been made and
special nuchinery provided to enable the
referendum to be carried into effect, there
is no system of an occasional referendum
when a matter of considerable importance
erops up between one general election and
another. If there is a great desire on the
part of Parliament that this mafter shall
be referred to the people, the proper
course is—particularly in the case of a
question on which the electors of the
¢olony have not yet expressed an opinion
—ftor the Government to dissalve Parlia-
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ment and place the question before the
electors in the ordinary coustitutional
manner. [Hon. K. G. Burces: Hear,
hear.] Ti does not seem to me that this
is a time in which we should make any
departure from the practice which has
obtained hitherto. A very great deal has
been said both here and outside the
House, and particularly in another Legis-
lative Chamber, about the right of the
people to be heard, and to cast a vote on
the subject. No one has any objection
to their expressing as many opinlons as
they choose, or to their casting a vote on
this particular gquestion, but I think
every hon. member of the House should
insist upon its being done in a constitu-
tional way or not at all. There is a
general election ¢oming on shortly at
which thig question can be discussed, or
pressure can be brought to Lear upon the
leader of the Government to obtain a
dissolution of Parliament ind so submit
the question to the popular vote.

How. F. T. Crowper: Not this
House.

Horx. F. WHITCOMBE: Not this
House. Parliament would be dissolved

as far as it can be under onr Constitution,
and this House would be governed —or
at any rate largely infiuenced —by the
decision of the electors upon any pro-
minent and important question such as
this. I do not think, especially when
one considers the amount of heat imported
into the debates and discussions at public
meetings on the great question of federa-
tion -—

Hox. R. G. Burees: It has all died
out now. -

Hon. F. WHTTCOMBE : Whether it
Las died out or not, I do not think this
is a time when we sbould depart trom
the established precedent of politics in
Western Australia, We should ot allow
the people, because they seem to be vuther
more interesied in this than they have
previously been in some other guestions,
to have a particular *“say” whether federa-
tion shall be adopted or not.  If on this,
why not on other questions* There has
never been any sugyestion of a referen-
duom on any other question, such as a
loan Bill, great water works scheme, or
any of the lurge expenditure imcurred by
this colony. No policy taken in hand
has been the subject of a referendum,
afid I think that so far as the people of

[COUNCIL.)
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this colony are concerned, a huge public
works policy requiring the expenditure of
millions is as deserving to be dealt with
in & special way as is the question of
federation.

Hown. A. P. Maraeson:
national question.

Hon. F. WHITCOMBE: The ques-
tious I have referred to are jnst as much
national as this is. The question resolves
itself into whether we shall hand over
our colony, our resources, our bLodies
and souls so to speak, to a Government
3,000 miles away, and be prepared to
bear any loss which may be incurred in
the transaction. Ave we io allow a
referendum to be taken ¥ A referendum
of whom? The petition says the electors,
and if you can judge by the signatures of
the petition, those who are to vote on the
question are to include every male adult
on the goldfields, and as many others as
can be got upon the roll. If the petition
which is the subject of this motion had
been properly brought before the Housze,
it would bhave been accomnpanied by
declarations or certificates in some form
that each name was the signature of an
individual, that no individual had signed
twice, and that each person who signed
way entitled 1o express his opinion. The
nates should not be those of unticipatory
electors, but actual electors. Then it
would have been entitled to our consider-
ation, but the lbanding in of 23,000
names on a printed form without any
certificate that the signatures are those
of electors is w slight to the Connceil. I
dare say that any member of the Council
could, if vou gave him a fortnight and a
plentiful supply of ink, manufacture
23,000 signatures to any petitivn placed
before him. There is no certificate as to
the genuineness of any one of the signa-
tures ; and in the absence of any such
guaranies, we pre not called upon to give
this wmatter as much considerition us we
otherwise would.

Hox. T, Crowprr : Especially when
we know people have signed five or six
times. :

Hown. A. P. MaTHESON :
know that

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE : So fur as I
understand, we have oni; renson to know
of one individual who hLas signed twice,
and that is on the individual's own
admission.

This 15 a

We do not
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Horv. R. G. BuraEs:
signed the petition six times.

Hor. F. WHITCOMBE : Tf & prom-
inent member of the Assembly has signed
twice, what is the probability of other
persons in less responsible positions
having so overcome their scruples as to
gign more than twice* The first ground
I have tuken, why this amendment should
not be earried, is sound and solid, namely
that we have no constitutional precedent
for the course proposed by Mr. Matheson,
or the course reruested in the petition
In the abseuce of any constitutional
precedent, it wonld be daugerous for us
to establish one, although we may have
before us the examples of the other
colonies, in which, perhaps, legislators
have more courage than we have, or less
regard for constifutional usage. © Prob-
ably the latter is the case, in view
of the fact that every member repre-
senting the Eastern colonies at the con-
ventions at which this Federal Bill
was discussed and settled, seemed to
be imbued with the idea that the
colony he represented was going to gain
something in the general plunder. If

A Dbarmaid

(28 NovewrER, 1899.]

hon. members will carry their recollection .

back to the tune of the first of these con-

Western Australian delegation was looked
upon with the greatest scorn. There was
considered to be no necessity to wait for
our delegation, which was regarded as of
no importance; in fact, Western Aus-
tralia. was # drug in the then federal
market. Since that day Western Aus.
tralia. has progressed to u very large
extent. aud has come to the front ay one
of the principal colonies of the group.
And now let us look at the réasons which,
in the face of past events, may be taken
as actuating the delegates of the other
colomies 1 their extremme and alinost
fantastic dedire {o rake this colony into
the federul scheme - to bring it in so that
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that the producers and agriculturists of
this colony have been able in any way to
compete or check the immense 1mporta-
tion of agricultural produce poured into
our ports. We also have reason to
believe that great preparation has heen
made for the raid on Western Australia
as soon ag we shall consent to federation.
It will be a friendly raid, of course,
but i1t means taking our money, and,
go far as I can judge, our political life
also. Supposing federation were sub-
mitted to the electors or the people of
the colony at the present stage and
were adopted, 1 do not think it would
be possible to avert from this colony not
ounly national insolvency, but also the
insolvency of people who have a stake in
the country, or to prevent their being so
bound and placed in such a position that
their life for the future would be u life of
hard labour. We shall not be able, in
the absence of what may bLe taken from
us by the proposed scheme, to obtain
sufficient revenue to pay interest on our
present indebtedness, much less to pay
interest. on the proposed indebtedness for
works which are aileged to be absolutely
necessary to the proper development of

. the colony ; and if that be so, how is the
ferences, they will remember that -the

we shall be, as it were, a prey for them. -

This coleny has been their warket for
seme vears past, and they have made
money out of us; at any rate the business
men of the other colonies have made
money out of Western Australia. because

this colony has been the dumping ground |
for their produce, which has been poured .

in faster than we ourselves could produce
anything to compete with them. It is
only within the last 12 ur 18 months

colony going to retain ite place? We
are $old that the other colemies will per-
haps come to our nasistance and guarantee
our loans, but judging from past tran-
sactions, and judging from the anxiety
evinced by the other colonies that we
should go into the federation scheme--
judging from the manner in which every
public man in this colony who has
expressed his opinion adversely to federa-
tion, has been vilified —the other colonies
if they do assist, will assist us on ters
riinous to ourselves.  Seeing the attitude
taken by the public men of the Eastern
colonies, after w doubt was first pro-
clwimed as to whether the Bill would be
sent. to the people of Western Australia
or not, there may be a very genuine wish
for us to join, but that wish cannot be
on sentimental grounds alone. These
public men must have had their own
people behind them, and they would not
on sentimental grounds alone evinee so
keen a dislike, or so keen a hatred as has
been evinced by people on the other side.
In the face of that, I do not trust the
other colontes. We are told we may trust

. the Federal Government, and the Federal
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pbwer, but I do not trust the Federal |
power, on account of what has been stated

publicly by those who will prebably
constitute the first Federal Govern-
ment.

Hox. R. G. BorcEs : Take the instance
of the mail steamers.

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE : That is a
very good instance. A few months ago
there was no objection whatever to the
mail steamers calling at Fremantle; but
now « doubt is raised, and we are told
pretty plainly that the doubt so raised
will never be settled until we settle the

[COUNCIL.]

question of federation, that if we decide .
. left, because we have our share of the loaf

adversely to the wishes of the leaders of
federation on the other side, they will
place such difficulties in the way of the
mail steamwers ealling at Fremantle, or
any other Western Ausralian port, as to
render it practically impossible for the
steamers to call.

How. A. P. Marreson: That is not
according to the correspondence.

Hon. ¥, WHITCOMBE : But it is to
be found in speeches made in the Eastern
colonies. Of course, we shall be told Ly

those who advocate federation that this :

colony has
capital, the sinew, the muscle, end every-
thing else, from the Eastern colonies and
from outside. The adoption of federation
would only be the furtherance of the

been established by the

scheme of development which has been |

followed in the past by those who have
exploited our goldfields. They willallow
a collection of wines, or in this case they
will allow o colony, to be partially
developed, and then they will proceed to
float 1t. And who suffers? In some
cases, the original owner of the mine
suffers, but always the field in which
the mine is situated; and I think
it would he better to develop the
colony ourselves. In the last six yeurs
the colony has made much progress in
developing its own resources; and we
can be fairly well trusted to continue the
development in the future, and to further
prospect our immense wealth now hidden,
and use it for our own purposes and not
for the purposes of a glorified Australia.
Ti, would be better to use this wealth for
a glorified Western Australia, which has
one-third of the continent in its posses-
sion and under its rule, than to hand over
the government of the whole to a few
people of the Eustern colonies.

Referendum.

How. R. G. Burcges: It would be the
majority against the tninority,

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE : We are told
that federation would be a great advant-
age t0 us, and that the other people—I
call them “the other people”-—would
invest their money here and develop our
resources, kindle industries, and generally
make this place boom. Thut may be so,
bat T think before they dream of doing
that, they will use this colony as a
market while they develop their own
resources. After they are satisfied, we can
have such part of the loaf as may beleft ;
but I do not feel inclined to take what is

now, and it is beiter to keep what we
have. I do not think that even on the
strongest ground I have heard urged,
there would be any great cheapening of
the cost of living in this colony.

Hon. A, P. Marnesorw: What has
that got to do with the question of the
people voting ?

Hown. F. WHITCOMBE : The prin-
ciple of federation is so opposed to the
best interests of Western Australia, that
I think the people should not be allowed
to vote on the question.

How. A. P. MaTHESON :
all I want.

Howx. F. WHITCOMBE: I am quite
prepared to ygive voice to my opinions in
the matter, and I go so far as to say that I,
ag a member of the Council, have been
entrusted by my constitnents to voice
their opinions here. I was elected on the
distinct ground that I was opposed to
federation, and that T would do wy
utmost, when the opportunity came, to
prevent the Bill in any shape or form
going to the people. Mr, Matheson was
present at Cue, which I call the goldfields
centre of the Central Province, and he
then heard and saw how my announce-
ment to that effect was received. T do
not think he could Hatter himself that
federation has much of a hold in that
province, although that is a goldfields
district, where they are supposed to
be in favour of federation, while on the
coast it is hardly safe to mention fhe
word at all, except to say that the
question shall not be referred to the
people.

Hor. J. W. HacksrT: And two elec-
tions for the Assembly since have been in
the same direction.

Al that is
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How. F. WHITCOMBE: Yes; cer-
tainly there was no opposition when Mr.
Loton afterwards went wp for election to
the province; and the same opinions
which held then, hold now. If we can
judge from elections to this Chamber
since, they show conclusively that in the
central and southerly portions of the
colony there is no desire for federation
for Western Australia. Apart from that,
even if I were satisfied a large proportion
of my constitutents, I will not say so
much as half, but a large proportion.
were in favour of the Bill going to the
people, I should still oppose that course
to the utmost of my ability. I consider
that, as their representative here, I am
called on not to vote or go with omne
portion of my constituency, and if there
be a division of opinion mmongst them,
and no desire for a certain course
is clearly expressed by representations
or petition by the majority, I have u
right to use my own judgment. And
what is my duty I consider to be the
duty of every member of the Council and
every member of Parliament. TIf a mea-
sure comes up which, in his individual
opinion, would be harmful tor the colony
to a serious extent, it is clearly o mem-
ber's dnty to do his hest to prevent that
measure becoming law ; and if the process
proposed whereby the measure shall
become law and forced on Parliament, is
that it shall be referred to the people to
vote on, and an exceptional course fol-
lowed, it 18 equally a member’s duty to
oppose that exceptional course. 'That
being my opinion, I intend to oppose this
Bill being sent to the referendum, because
1 do not think that u safe course. Assum-
ing we are the eustodians of the interests
of this colony. we are in the same
relative position us a parent to a child;
and would a child be allowed to approach
drugs or medicines which might be harm-
ful and of which the chid does not
know the consequential effects ? For
the same reason I think the people of
Woestern Australia do not yet appreciate
the disadvantages of the proposals placed
before them, and T will do my best to
keep the question from them wntil they can
understand what those disadvantages are.

How. C. E. Dempsrer: Do not let
them have what is not good for them.

How. A. P. MaTHESON: A poisonous
Bill.

{23 NovemMBER, 1899.]
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Hox. ¥. WHITCOMBE: The ex-
pression, “ poigonous Bill,” uttered by
Mr. Matheson, is a very apt one. We
have an inverse parallel, if I may use the
expression, between New Zealand and this
colony, each equidistant from the proposed
centre of federal life, and each in quite a
different position, so far as the agpirations
and hopes of the present federating
colonies are concerned. The federating
colonies will not have New Zealand,
because New Zealand can- produce more
than they can, but-they want to have
Western Anustralia, becanse Western
Australia cannot supply all she wants.
They also want to have Western Australia,
so that we shall not e able to deal with
New Zenland, o market to our hand, so to
speak—as much to our hand as New
south Wales or Queensland.

Howx. C. E. DempsTER : They want the
Western Australian trade.

Hor. F. WHITCOMBE : They have
had it in the past, and, in the hopes of
getting it, their public men, from Mr.
George Reid downwards, have been
dragooning as best they can the Premier
of this coelony, by referring to what he
said and promised, and trying to force
him to use his undoubted influence in the
colony to get Western Australia to go into
federation.  Dvagooning is the only
expression T can apply. They have used
every influence, every trick, and every
dodge they can think of to get him to
commit himself further than he has,
unfortunately, already done. In my
opinion, the most objectionable part in
reference to federation is that the Pre-
mier of this colony pledged us as far as
he was legally entitled to do (and bappily
it was not far) to go into federation.
One thing which has struck me very
forcibly is the great courage the right
bon. gentleman has shown in withdraw-
ing from the position he took up, and in
stating publicly that he was mistaken ;
that although he returned to this colony
and made a speech — -

Ho~x. R. . BurcEs:
unluckily.

Hon. F. WHITCOMBE : He made
more than one speech in which he urged
that federation would help the colony;
but afterwards, when he had gone into
the guestion more deeply, he had the
courage—which I am afraid many mem-
bers of Parliament at the present day

Two speeches,
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would not have—to publicly disavow his
previous statements and to retract as far
as he could. What the Premier thought
was for the best was not for the bust.
Although he may feel morally hound to
put the Bill before the people. ! should,
it view of the mistakes he made before,
and the reasons which induced him to
withdraw from them, have thought a
great deal more of him as a public leader
if, instead of adopting the unprecedented
course referred to, he had taken the bit
in his teeth, thrown the whole thing
overboard; and said he was satisfied that
federation, either as proposed by the
Premiers or amended by the Select Com-
mittee, would mnot be in the interests
of Western Australia. Had he stood
hie ground and declined to pledge Par-
Lament to send the Bill to the people, it
would have gained him mere credit in
the colony than the unfortunate course
he has chosen to pursue has done. Half
measures are no good. I do not know
that we can gain anything by enggesting
alterations to what we call the Bill of the
Premiers. If T cannot do what I desire
by means of this amendinent, and prevent
the Bill from going te the people at all, T
would supporl the modified Bill in pre-
ference to the Bill of the Premiers: hut
I do not like either. I do not like
federation in any shape or form. In my
judgment federntion would bring disaster
upon us; aud, therefore, I move that all
the words after ‘that” be struck out,
with & view of inserting “at the present
juncture it is not desirable to submit the
guestion of federation te the electors of
this calony.”

Howx. C. E. DEMPSTER (East): 1
will support the amendment, and I fully
concur in all those remarks. Tt would he
unreasonable for this House to consider
the petition, when we know that the
question involved is oue we disapprove of.
A very large proportion of the members
of the House disapprove of it and will
show their disapproval before many days
have passed. I have looked into the
matter from everv possible aspect, and
have heard numerous opinions expressed.
I am sare we can only come to one con-
clusien, that being thai federation is most

undesirable for this colony. Even though

it may be admitted that a large propor-
tion of the goldfields members will be in

favour of it, and the people on the gold- |
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fields form a majority, we should appeal
to their sense of reason, urging them not
to advocate a measure which will in no
way benefit them. and will be disastrous
to the rest of the colony. I am quite
satisfied that those who look into the
question will see that the working
classes cannot benefit by federation.
The mining interests will not gain,
and no interest in the colony will
Lenefit by it. Considering the isolated
position we occupy, and that instead
of being separated by water, we have
thousands of miles of sterile water-
less country, which is wore iinpassable
than water, how can we be fairly
represented by a Parliament over two
thousand miles away from ng? We know
that the expenses of government, instead
of being made more reasonable and eco-
nomical than at present. would be doubled,
and we know that our representation
would ouly be 5 to 75. Some say, “ would
those States all act in opposition to the
interests of Western Australia?  Surely
some of them would work for the benefit
of Western Australia as well as support
their own interests.” T say it is impos-
sible for those States, so far removed
from Western Aunstralia, to know what
is desirable for this country, and we ave
aware that human nature is selfish. You
caunot put any other aspect wpon it, and
we conld never, under the circumstances,
expect to be fairly represented when our
interests were likely to clash with those

. of the other colonies, either in regard to

our railways ov advances for future neces-
sary public works. We also know that
through loss of the duties a very large sum
of money would he withdrawn from this
colony, and that under the Common-
wenlth there would be power to tax us to
any extent that might be pecessary in
order to meet the enormons expenses of
the Federal Government. There does
not seem to me to be any foundation to
work upon with regard to probable
expenses. I think I heard Mr. Loton say,
when the matter was first discussed in

| the House, that there was no basis to go

upon by which a fair and just estimate
cowld be arrived at as to what federation
would cost. Therefore we are perfectly
in the dark as to what it will cost, but
the great probabilities are that the cost
will be a great deal more than it has been
estimated al. We all know that in
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matters of this kind there are all sorts of

expenses that are bound to be entered
into which cannoct be forveseen in the
cominencement.

How. R. 3. BozreEes:
settlement and industries 7

Hox. C. E. DEMPSTER : Everyoue
must know that federation would paralyze,
T might say, almost every industry in
the colony; and after inducing people
to come from the other colonies and settle
upon the land, believing, as they had a
right to believe, that the prices might be
better than in other colonies, would it be
right to adopt federation, knowing that
our markets would be fluoded with the
produce of the other colonies, and that the

What about

produce into the market atruinous rates,
in the way the other colonies have done?
I[ndustries in the other colonies have been
fostered to a fearful degree, and to a
much greater extent than imdustries in
Western Australia have been encouraged,
and therefor: a higher state of cultivation

and production has been reached there -

than in this colony. We stand in a very
different position now to that occupied
by the colony o few years ago, and I
think I could prove very satisfactorily
that such is the case. With the land we
have under cultivation. we can supply the
requirements of Western Australin both
for hay and fiour, and are fast upproach-

a gondition 1n which we shall be able to -
supply the colony with vegetables, butter '

and everything else in a way that would

be satisfactory to everybody.v Why, then,
is it necessary for us te depend entirely !

upon the other colonies and discourage
those things which would make our own
colony ?  If such industries are checked
now, us they would be by federation, we
shall be entirely dependent upon the
other colonies, for those here could
only produce at ruimous prices, which
wonld not return sufficient to

for food. Federation would discourage
in the extreme all kinds of settlement
and all kinds of production, and when I
say all kinds of production, T include all
kinds of agricultural produce as well as
vines, vegetables, and everything else,
because they all come under the same
eategory, We know a great many of
those who advocate federation have no
vested interest in Western Awustralia.
Their sympathies are with the other

[28 NovemeER, 1899.]
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colonies, and therefore if anything would
be for the benefit of the other colonies
they would vote for it without considera-
tion tor the land in which they live. I
think. however, that when they come here
to settle, they ought to look to the future
of Western Australia, as well as the
interests of that country they have left.
In my opinion if these matters had Deen
fully explained, and entered into on the
goldfields, and those centres in which
there seems to be the greatest desire for
federation, three-quarters, or at least half

. the people there would have changed

their views in respect of federation.
Hox, A. P. Marueson: Why have

. you not gone there ?
settlers here would be obliged to put their

How. C. E. DEMPSTER: [ have too
much to oceupy my attention,

How. A. P. Marmeson: I have been
to your district,

Hox. C. E. DEMPSTER: It is a
matter for regret that Mr. Matheson and
the members who represent those districts
have not taken a more liberal view of
the matter, and considered the welfare of
the whole colony, not advecating a
measure which will be unsatisfactory aad
disastrous to the best interests of Western
Australin. I have often thought that, if
I had the ability und eloquence, there is
nothing I would like belter than to go
among the people and try to establish
goodwill in the community, endeavouring
to make them reasonable and rational, and
to cause them not to take the extreme
views they often do.

Hov. H. Briaes: They would not
listen to you.

Hor. C. E. DEMPSTER: I do not
know. Common sense, backed up by
justice, often bas a greut amount of
weight. 1 think that if people would go
amongst the crowds and try to establish
a feeling of this sort they would find it
would accomplish a great deal of good.
{How. A. P. MarnEson: Hear, hear.]
I see among the names published in rela-
tion to the alluvial men at the present
time, many which ought not to be there.
The allavial miners are supported by
men who, instead of upholding them,
should do all in their power to create n
better feeling,

Hown. F. T. Osowper: They ought to
be in gaol with them.

Hox. C. E. DEMPSTER: Yes:; I
should say that. Instead of doing all
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they can to establish good feeling, and
impressing upon men the importance and
desirability of keeping the laws of their
country, they juin with them and svmpa-
thise with them. That is not the right
way to go to work to bring about unity
and goodwill in the community.

Hown. J. W. Hackerr: And these are
the people a lot of whom have put their
signatures to the petition, including
reverend clergymen.

Hox. C. E. DEMPSTER: Petitions
have been signed promiscuously by every-
body who liked to sign, without question
of whether they were voters or had any
stake in Western Australia.
tion of that sort to have any weight with
a House like this? Tam sure that at
all times this House has shown its anxiety
to do all it possibly can for the welfare
of the goldfields, and that it will always
recognise the importance of the goldfields.
It is only right that the goldfields should
have a little consideration for this part
of the colony, vn which they must always
depend for necessary supplies in the shape
of agricultural produce.

Hon. A. P. Maraeson: I'be petition
wus signed all over the country. and not
only on the goldfields.

Hor. C. E. DEMPSTER: The petition
wus signed by persons who have no
interest in the colony.

How. A. P. Marueson: There were
300 signatures in Bunbury.

Hon. C. E. DEMPSTER: I can
admire the way in which Mr. Matheson
twists the multer and defends a bad
cause, and I hope the next measure he
takes in hand will bhe one in which we
shall all be able to assist him. I shonld
have great pleasure in supporting him if
he introduced a measure which I could
see was desirable in the intevests of the
whole country ; but when he introduces a
measure which we know is undesirable,
he cunnot expect the assistance of the
House. I like straightforward, honest
conduct ; and I wonld prefer to see thig
House, to & man, say and act in the
manner we ought to on this gquestion. 1
should like hon. members to say with
one voice, “ We consider that this measure
is undesirable in the best interests of the
colony, and, theretfore, we will not enter-
tain or consider it.” If we were to adopt
that course, we would be upheld through-
out the colony, becuuse people would say

[COUNCIL.!
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that we had acted honestly and m a
manly, straightforward way. At anyrate
our constituents would uphold us, and
give us credit for acting in an honest and
manly way.

Hown. K. . Bukrees: And we would
save the colony from ruin.

Hon. C. E. DEMPSTER: And we
would save the colony from ruin, because
it must be ruinous to Western Australia
to join federation under existing circum-
stances. Why, as Mr. Whitcombe asked
just now, are the other colonies not
anxious to include New Zealand in the
federal scheme?  Becanse they know per-
fectly weli New Zealand is a large produc-
ing country, and under federation she
would be ulluwed to pour her agricultural
produce mto the Australian markets, and
thus the Eastern colonies wonld not get
g0 much benefit’ themselves. Our posi-

. tion is almost as isolated as that of New

i

Zealand, because, though we have not
such an expanse of water Detween us
and the other colonies, there is an enor-
mous extent of barren, waterless country,
much harder to get over than the ocean,
and, therefore, we have quite as guod
ground for remaining out of federatiun as
has New Zealand. If the Eastern colo-
nies had not some other object in view
they would not be meore anxious to inelude
Western Australia thav they are to
include New Zealand. Then, how is it
going to be proved that continual dif-
ferences may not arise amongst the States
themselves 7 We know the Eastern colo-
nies are not the most peaceable on the
face of the earth at the present time,
becunse there are continual strikes and
differences, and in Parlinmentary matters
they have had more disputes wnd dis-
ereditable conduct than has ever heen
known in Parliament bhere. In that
respect they have not been an example to
Western Australia, and under federation
I dv not think they would be secure
from quarrels and differences of apinion.
Before we rush into federation I should
like to see it shown that we shall reap
ull the advantages which some people
imagine, because, for my own part, T do
not believe we shall get any advantage at
all. Differences will continually be crop-
ping up, which they will not be able to
settle, and we should be better off under
the old form of government than nnder
a double-barrelled system, which will
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" cost twice as much and not bring any
particular benefit; and untess we can see
that there will be some enormous benefit
we are not justified in entertaining the
idea. I am notun good hand at continuing
and exhausting a subject, but I have
endeavoured to give my views, and 1
trust hon. members will show themselves
manly enough to say without hesitation,
“We ure, one and all, opposed to federa-
tion, because we feel it will be undesirable
in the interests of the colony.” These
are my views, and I bave great pleasure
in sapporting the amendment of Mr.
Whitcombe.

Hor. H. LUKIN (East) : Thave much
pleasure in supporting the amendment.
It has been argned inside and outside this
House that the Bill must go to the people;
buat T fail to agree with that view, because,
if there is any reason for the existence
of this chamber, it is that we may check
and revise what we consider hasty and
ill-advised legislation, and safeguard the
interests of the people generally. Ifona
great occasion like this—and we must
all vecognise that it is a very great
occasion 1n the country’s history-—we
abrogate our functions to the people, who
are not supposed to know so much about
this intricate matter as we do, by refer-
ring the question to them simply because
we will not take tha onus of it upon our-
selves, we shall not be doing our duty.
Without going over the stock arguments
we have been listening to for the last few
months, for and against federation, I
should like to give & few general reasons
why I think we are jnstified in not refer-
ring the Bill to the people. Owing to the
sumewhat peculiar circumstances existing
in the colony at the present time, we have
every reason to believe that if this Bill be
referred to the people, it will probably be
carried, owing to a large proportion of
our population being disaffected and not
in sympathy with the general interests of
the colony. But, in any case, we would
be perfectly justitied in throwing this
Bill out, on the ground that it was carried
by such a very narrow majority in the
popular chamber,

Howr. C. E. DEnpsTeR : By the * repre-
sentatives of the people.”

Hown. H. LUKIN: Yes, by the repre-
sentatives of the people.

How. A. P. Matarson: It was notcar-
ried in the other House, but was thrown out.

[23 NovemeER, 1899.]
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Hon. H. LUKIN : It was only carried
by a very small majority, to refer the
question to the people.

How., A. P. Marursox: The petition
was thrown out.

Howx. H. LUKIN : Yes; the petition
was thrown out; and I maintain we are
perfectly justified in throwing it out here.
A select cominittee was appointed some
time ago to inquire into the whole ques-
tion, and that commitiee spent a con-
siderable amount of time and trouble in
examining representative men from ali
over the colony us to the effect of federa-
tion, and the bulk of the evidence was
clearly to the effect that federation would
be against our best interests. To any
thinking person it must be evident that
the colony at the present timeis on the
eve of very great developments. Tt does
not take a prophet to foresee that the
colony in 10 or 12 years time, will
be in a very different position from that
it is in at the present time; and I
maintain that to join federation now
would be to virtually hand over the
coutrol of our affairs to a Government
two thousand and odd miles away, a
Government consisting of people who, on
more than one occasion already, have
shown they have no sympathy or very
little sympathy with us, but who study
self-interest. We have always got human
nature to take into consideration in a
matier of this kind; and if the House at
the present juncture do muot fauce the
matter in the way in which it ought o be
faced, and throw the measure out alto-
gether, without temporising with it atall,
we will not be doing our duty to the
country.

Hoxn. R. G. BURGES (East): I have
some diffidence in offering my opinions,
after the able speakers who have addressed
themselves to the guestion. The amend-
wment really embraces the whole matter;
and althongh I am not prepared to deal
fully with the question to-day, I suppose
it will be as well to express my opinions
now, seeing that other hon. members
have taken that course. For my part, I
do not think the House should have
any doubt as to the inexpediency of
sending this Bill t» the people. It is
well known that this petition was pro-
fessedly got up on the goldfields and
signed by people, by the clergy of all
denominations, I am sorry to say, who
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were present at proceedings which were
like a corroboree as much as anything else.
People signed at street corners. Not only
that, I heard a commercial traveller sav
he signed the petition 12 times, and would
sign 1t 12 times more if he came across
it. I have heard reliable men on the
fields say that some barmaids in the
large hotels made a hoast of signirg it
five or six times. As Mr. Whitcombe
has pointed out, we have nothing to show
that these signatures are genwine at all:
nothing to show that those who signed
are voters, or may be voters.

Hox. P. T. CrowpEr: Thev are not
voters.

Howx. R. G. BURGES: I think Mr.
Matheson and the federationists made a
great mistake in bringing this matter
forward as they have done at the present
time, when they lmew that the bulk of

[COUNCIL.)

the people could not have a voice in it. °

Those who want federation at any price
are running headlong into the mouth of
a connon, like the Boers have done; and
they are doing it only to satisfy their own
constituents. Mr. Matheson would be
entitled to great credit for the way he
has worked, if he were sincere in the
matter.

Hor. A. P. Marueson: I amsincere.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: What did he
say? He said be was prejudiced in
favour of federation, and 1 assert that
any man who makes a statement like
that is unworthy of consideration. We
must go to the foundation of this
ruestion. Now T am going to speak of
other members who are supporting the
Federal T.eague, but I need not mention
names. Some of the labour leaders have
given it out that their only idea was that
they would gain more if the Forrest Gov-
ernment were out. We know what has
been going on in this country during the
last few years. We know that a certain
portion of the leaders of the Parliament
of Western Australia waut to get into
power, and they do not care how they
accomplish thelr object. ‘That is the
reason why several of these leaders have
gone to the extreme they have with regard
to having federation at any price.

|
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no use denying it, because some men who

take a leading part in all matters in this
colony, and are known and respected,
acknowledge that. 1s this House going
to follow men who have made such state.
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ments ? If we only consider that alone
we have sufficient ground to throw out
this petition. Of course we know there
are people in favour of this so-called
petition, and that meetings have been
held in support of it ; but there is a con-
stitutional course of putting the thing to
the people. Are we following the British
nation in this.? Can my hon. and learned
friend Mr. Briggs show me o case in
which such a thing as that has been done
by the British nation ? There have been
cases in which questions have been
reforred to the electors in municipalities,
but the principle of the referendum hus
not been acknowledged by the British
Constitution, except in minor matters.
Look at our small population and think
of what the effect of adopting the principle
of the referendum may be in any place
where there may be a large and sudden
influx of people. What would have been
the state of things ahouta couple of years
ago when there was dissatisfaction on the

goldfields? We have had twenty or
thuby thousand people coming to the
goldfields, and there is erough gold to
bring twice that population in six mouths.
Looking at the enormous area of gold
and the rich shoots which are found now,
we may have a great increase any day, and
wonld it be advisable to adopt this prin-
ciple of the referendum? Would it be
advisahle for any Upper House to encour-
age such a thing ¥  What does it mean ?
What has it already done in Australia ?
I am not a great veader, but one only
wants to know what, is going on in our
sister colonies with reference to this
matter to form a conclusion. Only look
at the vote tnken in Queensland yester-
day. With the principle of the referen-
dum, there wounld be no stability about
the Government at all. What will the
ery be—and I am sorry it has often been
raised in our House—with regard to
payment of members ? What is the
payment of members doing in the othey
colonies 7 TLook at the Premier of New
South Wales, and consider the tricks he
regorted to in order to keep in power.
As soon as the mob took the matter into
their own hands, he was out of it. There
is u great democralic leader, and ouly one
or two votes would turn him out of
power to-morrow. On this ¢uestion of
federation, Mr. Matheson is only voicing
the views ol his constituents, and is not
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thinking of the community at large; and
these are the matters we must look into.
1 have alrveady said that the weakest
point in the whole thing is the way those
few federationists have worked in rela-
fion to this subject, and I bave shown
that they have no real desire for the good
of the country, but that most of them are
working only for their own interests. I
could even name men, but they are not
in this House I am glad to say. I know
of oue man in this coluny, whe has
written a panphlet. What his desire is
in tegard to this guestion, goodness
knows. I am not going to mention
names, and when we speak of public
matters 1t is not always desirable to do so.
Some men only want to look forward for
their own purposes. They know very
well that only a very few leading men
can be spared from thiz colony, and if
this colony joins federation, some of the
members will go away; so they are look-
ing forward for something good to come
out of this. Very likely there will be
seven Ministers, and they must have a
chance. Some of these wen are acting
wholly and solely against the interests of
the country, and are only looking for
gelf-aggrandisemnent. The main question
in regard to this matler is whether it is
advisable for Western Australia to adopt
federation. Itis well known, from letters
that have been wrilten, and from leaders
that have appeared in our leading papers,
that it is not. I have here some of the
papers by Mr, Matheson, which I am
going to deal with presently unless he has
taken themr away from me., (Laughter.)
He gave me one printed in red, and also
handed me another, and I see we would
have a loss of about £600,000. He said
that would be nothing in a new country
like this. Fancy any hon. member trying
to persuade the people that a loss of
£600,000 would be nothing! He has
shown that if we uceepted federation,
there would be a loss of that amount,
and he says the ouly wayv to deal with
that is to economise in public works.
(MR. Marueson : Hear, hear.) That is
what it means; stopping the goldfields
work ; work carried on in a locality where
the hon. member’s own constitntents
reside. 1f we adopted federation at once,
the whole of our revenue would be wiped
out. .
How. A. P. Maruesox: No, no.

[28 NoveEMBER, 1899.]
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Hor. R. G. BURGES: I repeat that
the whole of our revenué would be wiped
out, and T ask members to listen to that
assertion, and not to the interruptions of
the hon. member. We have the sliding scale
promised to us. In the first place 1t was
shown we were not ripe for federation,
and hon. members who will take up this
report of the Convention proceedings—I
have not. had time to read the whole of it,
but I have read extracts from speeches by
leaders of the Convention—will see that
the leaders themselves acknowledged that
we could not accept federation on the
same terms as themselves. I am sorry
to say our delegates did not do their duty.
{Hon. F. T. Crowper: Hear, hear.] They
were led by a right hon. gentleman whom
everyone respects, and who has done more
for this colony, I think, than any other
man will ever do for it. But every great
wan makes mistakes, and I am sory the
right hon. pgentleman made a great
mistake on this question, as far as
Western Australia is concerned. He
went to the first Convention, and until
the end of it seven or eight out of the
ten Western Australian representatives
looked upon hnn as their leader. The
Premier said he could not accept federa-
tion, but there was afterwards a banquet,
and T may state that one member of the
Couvention with wham I was travelling
told me that they had been talking the
matter over together, and -the right hon,
gentleman promised to support federa.
tion. That is a nice thing. Thereisa
great leader—I refer to the right hon.
George Reid—who is a pretty clever man,
and he was too cute for the rest of the
Premiers. He knew that his only chance
to keep in power was to bring about 4 con-
ference of Premiers, and he did it to gain
his own ends. ‘What did our own Premier
do? Some of his greatest friends support
him whether heis right or wrong, but am
not going to support any man who is
wrong. The Premier went to the Con-
ference only last year, and signed that
document without any mandate from this
country, the question never having been
put before the people. Every member
who has any power to speak at all ought
to get up and explain himself, and ought
not to be afraid to give a solid vote
against federation. He should not be
like & block of woad. There is no mem-
ber of the House, not even Mr. Matheson,
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who does mot know that if we accept
federation it will put back everything in

this colony, except perhaps the goldfields,

for tive or ten years.

Howx. F. T. CrowbpEr: Put it back?
It would wipe it cut.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: It would
almost, wipe it out. That is what we may
expect. Some hon. members have not
had the experience that others of us had
a few years back when prices were very
low. In the last day or two, I have heard
able men who have had some experience
say that in a few years, or perhaps another
year or two, we shall be producing our
own cereals and other things. T am sorry
to say we shall not be able to produte
enough butter for some time yet. We
shall he able to produce our own cereals,
but it will be remembered that before
the goldfields came inte existence, we
gent produce from this colony to China,
India, Singapore, and other places.

Tue CoLONIAL SECRETARY: We
shipped wheat to England.
Hox. R. G. BURGES: Yes; and

growing and preparing that wheat for the
market was the hardest work I ever did
in my life, with the crude machinery we
then had. It is only within the last few
years that the producers of this colony
have made any progress, and bave had a
market to encourage them; and they

[COUNCIL.]

cannot be expected to clear land, employ

labour, and borrow money for improve-
ments when they know no benefit wiil
result to themselves. What will take

place under federation, which I regard .

as a mere matter of sentiment? The
provision as to suspending the uniform
tariff, is only a trick of those cute men
who have to support a position amongst
democratic people. It has been said
that the tariff will be umwmaterial when
we can produce enough for ourselves;
but we should remember that the
population is only 170,000, and it does
not take much to feed that number
of people. Two or three shiploads of
produce from the other colonies wonld be
sufficient. to paralyse the market here,
especially if there happened to be good
¢ropy in England, America, or Russia;
and it is curious, seeing that the sole idea
of the Government seems to be to settle
people on the land, there should yet he
this attempt to introduce federation, and,
by wiping out the local markets, rnin the
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local producers. Protection to agricul-
turists, viticulturists, and producers
generally would be taken away at once
by federation; and even now. men
who have put down, perhaps 40 or 50
acres of vines, are wondering how they
will fare under federation, in view of the
fact that wine is produced in the other
colonies and sold at 6d. to 9d. a gallon.
To give some inducement in the shape of
protection or bounties for the growing of
produce and cereals, is the only way to
cheapen goods to the people, and that
fact had been proved in the other
colonies. A few years ago, New South
Wales imported nearly all her produce
from New Zealand and Victoria, but now
the New South Wales people, with the
aid of protection and other encourage-
ment, supply for their own markets; and
Victorin too, has benefited largely by
protection, and has attracted a large
population, amongst whom the producers
have had possession of the market of
Western Australia, for the last three or
four years. If this attempt to force
federation be persisted in, pecple who
have come from other colonies and settled
here will find themselves deprived of a
market, and will certainly find it more
profitable to return {o the places from
whence they came, and export produce to
Western Australia. My own opinion is
that the question of federation should
not be sent to the referendum, but should
be held over until the next gemeral
election, which will be under a redistribu-
tion of seats, when members can be
returned on this issue; and if a majority
of representatives are found to be in
favour of joining the Commonwealth,
then, no doubt, the country will have to
give way, although the step may really
be inadvisable.

How. W. T. Loror: How long would
that stave federation off ?

Hon. R. G. BURGES: It would
stave federation off untii we could,
perhaps, get better terms than are offered
us at present. The Parliament then
returned might Dbe strong enough to
ingist on better terms, whereas now, there
is no guarantee that even the conditions
recommended by the Select Committee
on the Commonwealth Bill, would be
conceded. It is said by some people
that if we do not join ferderation now, we
shall lose a good deal; but my opinion is
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that we might gain a great deal by wait-
ing a year or two. Indeed, it is certain
that we would yain, and could not lose by
delay, because if the other colonies want
Western Awustralia to join, this colony
must be worth having, and would be
taken in justas gladly in a year or two as
now.

How. F. T. CrowpER: They are try-
ing to “* take us in’’ now,

Hox. R. G. BURGES: This colony
can surely hold iis own with its splendid
resources. Our gold yield is increasing
yearly, and members ought to have faith,
not only in the goldfields, but in the
future of our agricultural industry. Targe
areas are devoted to agricuiture, viti-
cnlture, and orchards, and in addition to
that, we have our coal industry, our tin
fields, and probably, other goldiields in the
southern parts of the colony. Thenwehave
our timber lands, and other immense areas
in the South, whish can only be developed
when capitalists who have made their
money on the goldfields and settled there;
and there is no doubt that with the gold-
fields permanently established, numbers
of people will reside and spend their
money in the cool parts of the colony.
Under federation we should suffer an
immense decrease in revenue, and would
be unable to continue the development
of the country ; because it is acknowledged
by leading men that it would be a most
difficult matter to carry on necessary
public works in the face of the financial
loss we would sustain. At the present
time some millions of money have vet to
be borrowed for public works, which
must be carried out for the benefit of
those people, for whom we have almost
mortgaged the country, and who are now
working against the interests of the com.-
munity as a whole, and whom Mr.
Matheson is leading to their ruin, in
advocating measures that will cripple the
resources of the Government. Under
federation is it possible that railway
extension could be carried on or that the
great water scheme could be completed ?
Federation would not only reduce the
revenue but would cripple our industries
in the very beginning; and, as T said
before, people who have already settled
on the land and borrowed money
from the Agricnltural Bank with which
to improve their holdings, wonld soon

arrive at the opinion that it would pay |
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| them just as well, or better, to grow

produce in the other colonies and send it
' bere. It has not yet been mentioned that
i the referendum would cost & large sum of
money ; and it is a question whether it
would be worth while spending £11,000
or £12,000 just because a few members
of Parhiament are afraid to stand up and
give a solid vote according to their con-
victions. Hon. members ought to con-
sider well before they commit the country
to this unnecessary expense, and unsettle
the people by submitting a measure with
which they will not be satisfied if they
get ib. As a fact, even if the Bill be
passed, three-fourths of the members of
Parliament who assisted in passing it
must be of opinion that the measureis
not advisable in the best interests of the
people ;.and that would- be the opinion,
not only of the people who are now
adverse to federation, but also of those
people on the goldfields, who, I am sorry
to say, are a disaffected class at the pre-
senl moment.

Hox. F. T. CrowpEr : It will be giving
a stone when they ask for bread.

How. R. G. BORGES: Would federa-
tion coufer any benefit on those disaffected
people? Would it give them cheaper
food, or more political power? They
possess politieal power now, and if they
are strong enough, they can get every-
thing they desire in the local Parlia-
ment; but, of course, if the majority of
the people return members who will not
give those disaffected people what they
want, the latter must abide by the will of
the majority. By the Constitution Bill
now before the House, it is intended to give
the people fair and equal representation,
ani this is ull thut is necessary. We
will have to give representation, not
acoording to population, but fair repre.
senfation. T am surprised that one hoo.
member here voted vesterday in a way
which showed how inconsistent a Liberal
he is, and I do not think we should
consider two or three men who are so
incongistent in their actions and their
votes. We have disaffected people on the
goldfields, and we should not give them
federation. Tet us give them what is
their right, and then we can stand up
and say,  We give you what is right and
what 15 fair, and you will have to be
gatisfied. You have the power within
yourselves.” It is no use saying we can
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keep
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that away from them under the

Electoral Bill. @ive them that, and they -

have nothing more te grumble about.
Federation is not going to give them that,
Federation is only & cry which has heen
raised, and it is used by one or two who
want to get into power. We know that
one of the leaders of the labour party
gave evidence before the Select Com-
mittee, but he would hardly give any
testimony at all. We can give to the
goldfields all that they are entitled to,
and under federation they can gain
nothing. It jis only a few agitators who
are raising all this commotion. 'Can
members of this House say it is advisable
to put anything to an excited people?
Do you know what an excited mob is?
I have been on the goldfields, and I saw
one man gather about him 6,000 e 7,000
people and address them. Those people
were pretty orderly. I have often met
people coming from the goldfields, and
have had a chat with them, and vou
will find that they are discontented.
Why? You will always find in
new places a lot of people who are
doing well, and have a lot of time on
hand, and if they cannot do anything
else they do mischief. Mr. Whitcombe
swys that among the alluvialists we have
educated men, doctors, lawyers, clevgy-
men, and everything else. Those are the
persons who cause this trouble: they are
educated, and they get up and address
those men and lead them into mischief.
They have done no good to themselves, but
they like to have a followinyg and u little
notoriety. That is what is causing this
trouble; and are those the people to
whom you are going to give the referen-
dum—people who ure led by agitators
who have done no good to themselves, and
are leading good men into trouble? 1
have been on the goldfields several times,
aud it is well known that any reasonable
man you meet never wants any of those
matters which will not be for the benefit
of the community. They do not want
anything unreasonable. You will find ay
reasonable men there as any place in the
world. There are men who work eight
hours a day, receive £4 or £5 a week,
and during the rest of the time gather
together and ouly lead others into mis-
chisf. Those are the people represented
by Mr. Matheson, who has left his seat

" favour of federation.
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more. (General laughter.) The hon,
member is only following his constitu-
ents. He told me he was prejudiced in
I give him credit
for some of the papers he has produced,
but when the hon. member tells us that
he is prejudiced, I think we can place
very little reliance upon his views.

How. A. P. MaTurson: What is the
point you make about prejudice? Iam
strongly prejudiced.

Hox. R. G. BURGES: I say that if
& man goes before a judge or jury, and if
the judge or jury be prejudiced, there
will be a new trial.

Horw. A. P. Marreson: I use the word
“prejudice” n quite a different sense
from that in which it is used by the hon.
member. I use it in a very ordinary
sense in the English language.

Hox. B. G. BURGES: You cannot
say you did not say you were prejudiced.

How. A. P. Maraesos : I maintain it.
I am strongly prejudiced.

Hox. R. G. BURGES: A man who is
prejudiced is not one who ought to be
followed. The hon. member can take
whatever view he likes, but I form my
own opinion. With reference to this
referendum, I am taking up the time of
the House, and perhaps not deing much
good, We will rvefer to she British
Parliament, of which other nations are
envious. Did the Marquis of Salisbury
and his party have a referendum the
other day with reference to the Boer
war? No ; the leaders were allowed to
consider the matter, und public opinion
followed.

How. F. T. CrownEr: Shoot first and
ask afterwards.

How. R. G. BURGES: That is what
this House ought to do. ILet them give
their opinions on the matter and vote
solidly. We give those in favonr of federa-
tion every credit for homesty of purpose,
but they hold mistaken ideas. The hen.
member opposite cannot have liberal ideas.
He says people ought to have fair repre-
sentation, but yesterday he would not give
it to them, so I do not think we can give
much consideration to him over the
matter. He has thrown himself away
altogether. He has already spoken on
the matter and has made some blunders.
It is nothing for me te make blunders;
I have a different life to lead, and we .

and does not like to be beside me any ; know that the hon. member is posted in
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these maftters.
little more about him. With regard to
the referendum, he vead 14 columns
before a literary debating society at
Fremantle, and four columns of extracts
were published in the West Ausiralian.
From what I could make out, the hon.
member was not guite certain whether
federation was a good thing or not, and I
believe that is still his opinion, yet he iy
supporting it. He teld me only yester-
day that he doubted whether it was a
good thing or not, but still he stood up
here and made a Dblundering speech,
There is no excuse for him. If I had the
time and knowledge to do it I could
expose these things. I could take up the
report of the debates of that Convention
and expose the thing from beginning to
end, but 1 have not time to do it. I have
to get my living ancther way. I know
what plenty of these men have said, but
I repeat I have not time to take up the
matter.

How. C. E. DEMPSTER:
referendum mean.

Hor. F. T. Crowper: Do not puzzle
him,

Hor. R. . BURGES: It would mean
the unsettling of every Government. that
adopts it, and 1t would mean also the
unsettling of the people when any great
question was brought forward. The cry
all over Ausfralia will be “go for the
referendum.” TIn the House of Represen-
tatives we should have 5 out of 75. If

What does

a measure is passed through the House |

of Representatives and sent down to
the Senate, and the Senate reject it,
it is sent back again. Then there
is a conference of both Houses, and, if
they disagree, a dissolution takes place.
And what would that mean? Would
not that be a nice state of things? For
about two years matters would bLe ata
standstill, and then we would have
another referendum or perhaps another
election for both Houses. These things
all cost money, and this Federal Govern-
went is going to cost & great deal. The
Federal Government will be carried on at
& distance of two thousand miles from
this colony, and how in the world can we
be thought of unless it is to get some-
thing out of us? They will think of us
then. What power have we with five
members out of 75 in this House of Repre-
seutatives¥ Would it not be a perfect
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I will just tell you a | farce? Every member of the House, every

| federalist and non-federalist, must know
that in a few years we must have a large
population here, for we have large gold-
fields und people must come. There is
only one place we can see at present to
which a large portion of the British
people are likely to go, except Western
Australia, and that is Africa, where there
may be considerable immigration after
the war. There is a greater opening in
t this colony, where there has been develop-

| ment, which must bring people in the cnd,

seving that our goldfields are increasing,
as they are, every day. That mnkes a
market, and the people are bound to come.
It is no use saying they are not. In the
lust day or two T have heard people say
they are afraid the population is not
going to increase, but, if our goldfillds
prosper, population must increase gra-
dually. If we believe men who must
know something about it, the output of
our.gold is going to he doubled, and that
must bring population and help the
development of the country. There 1s
one other matter which many members
have taken up, and it is that in not send-
ing this Bill to the pecple we are not
treating them with the respect we should.
They say, “ Why should we not send it to
them and let thew have a vote on it.”
Wheo placed us bere? The electors. This
House is an elected House. _

Hown. A. P. Matugson: There were
7,000 voters.

Hox. R. . BURGES: We are not
nominated, but elected, and that gives us
our power. We do uot want to abuse
our power. If we reject federation
in this House, und the people are not
satisfied, the question will come back
again, and we have precedents for that.
I believe that after satisfactory explana-

i tions have been given we shall hear very

little about it, and the hon. member
{Mr. Matheson) will be only too glad
to drop it altogether. T think that

- 1if some of those other leaders could

only get into power they would adopt
very different tactics, or they would
not be three months in power. We

., ought not to be afraid of expressing
¢« our opinion on this question, because

every member has to go before his con-
stituents for approval of his conduct. If
hon. members are afraid to do their dnty,
the sooner the Legislative Council is done
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away with the better, and the Assembly
left to take the responsibility of these
measures. The Legislative Council is not
intended merely to correct little errors in
Bills sent from another place, but has the
duty of expressing an opimion on all
important questions which arise. Mem-
bers of the Assembly may be influenced
by the fact that they will have to go
before their constituents every three
years, whereas members of the T.egisla-
tive Council are elected for six years, and
are, therefore, in a more independent
position. We are placed here by election,
which gives us a power we ought to
exercise ; and while I do not believe in
abusing that power, or in taking away
from the peopleany right which is theirs,
it is our duty to act according fo
the best of our judgment, and give a
true and independent voice on all ques-
tions which concern the welfare of the
country. Hon. members who are waver-
ing on this question ought to remem-
ber their responsibility as elected repre-
sentatives, and should not allow petty
jealousies connected with their own pro-
vinces to come in between them and
the performance of their duty. It is
acknowledged by every leading man in
in the country that this is the wmost
important question that ever came before
the Western Australian Parliament, and
I believe there are very few members who
will allow local considerations to influence
them in the direction of voting for
sending this Bill to the people.

Hown. 5. J. Havves: You said the
other day that majorities were not often
right.

Hon. R. &. BURGES: But we have
to abide by the rule of majorities, and it
is for the other side, if they are strong
enough, to prove that they are right. In
Parliament we have to abide by the
magjority, and Parliament is a good place
for a man to find his level in. Before I
was returned to this House, I thought
I would be able to do a good deal here,
but I find that, although a member may
have opinions of his own, he has to
abide by the decision of the majority of
his colleagues ; and I do not think the
majority will be very far wrong on this
occasion. It is not likely that we are
going to “ knuekle down ™ to two or three
hon. members, who may, however, fall in
with more moderate views when we come

[COUNCIL.]
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to the point; and I hope a svlid vote
wil be given against federation at the
present time. DMr. Matheson says the
petition was signed by 300 people at
Bunbury. Well, we know what that
means; it means a few glasses of grog in
one timber mill. T had a private conversa-
tion with Mr. Matheson the other night,
but as we are public men, speaking on
public matters, we must consider not
men, but measures, and I feel justified in
referring to what that gentleman said.
When he told me that he intended to
speak in support of the petition, I said I
would move that the Order of the Day be
discharged, to which he replied ~I hope
to goodness you will; it will suve me a
lot of trouble.”” 'That I think shows the
hon. member bas very little faith in his
cause; and as to another member, Mr.
S. J. Haynes, I hope he will read the
speech he delivered in the debate on the
Address-in-Reply, but which I am afraid
he has forgotten.

How. 8. J. Haynes:
forgotten it.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: The hon. mem-
ber said, I think, that it would not be
advigable to accept federation at the pre-
seni time.

How. 8. J. Haynes: T did not say
that.

Hon. B. G. BURGES : The hon. mem-
ber said that federation had better be
put off for some time; and if, after that
speech, he votes for referring the question
to the people, he will undoubtedly stul-
fify himself, and show there is some
petty jealousy existing in regard to har-
bour worke. Are hon. members going to
be actuated by such motives in a matter
of this gravity, when we should all work
for the common goed of the country, and
not sell our birthright to those at a dis-
tance, who bave treated this colony with
disrespect ¥

Hon. 8. J. Havngs: What have har-
bour works to do with the question before
the House ?

Hox. R. G. BURGES: It is u ques-
tion of Albany against Fremantle, and
although the hon, member does not
believe in federation himself, he up-
pears—:

Hown. 8. J. Haynes: I rise to a point
of order. Has the hon. member any
right to impute motives to me »

No, I have not
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Trg PresipeERT: I do not think the
hon. member (Mr. Burges) is iniputing
personal motives.

Hoxn, R. G. BURGES: I am glad I
have raised the hon. member's ire, and
put some life into him, and I hope he will
now look up his apeech to which I have
referred, when he will find that T am in the
main coivect in my recollection of his
opinions then expressed. I think he has
changed for the worse on this question.

How. F. WuircomBe: It is the
wicked influence of his constituents.

Hor. R. G. BURGES : It is not
the wicked influence, but the powerful
influence of his constituents which has
affected the hon. member.
been burning effigies of mewmbers of
Parliament down at Albary lately, and
if they had burned the Bill it would have
been the best thing that could have
happened to the country. Mr. Matheson
has issued a hand-bill giving figures con-
nected with federation, but he does not
show how the loss of £600,000 is to be
made up; and if he, with his ability and
experience, had thought the uestion
worth going inte, he would have given
some more information than is contained
on thig small piece of paper. This meagre
one-sided hand-bill has been issued by
the great advocate of federation at any
price.

How. A. P. MaTursoN: I do not
advocate federation at any price.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: How are the
public works of the colony fo be carried
on when we are deprived of revenue by
federation ?  Mr. Matheson has shown
what the loss will be to this colony under
the Comtnonwealth, but he has not shown
liow those losses are to be so macde up so
that our public works may be continued.
I have a perfest right to speak on this
question, becanse I was returned as an
opponent to federation, although the
gentleman who formerly held the position
of Chairman of Committees in another
place tried to steal a march on my con-
stituency. That did not trouble me, but
representations were made to me by
people, and also by members of this
House, and I went to the constituency
and fought the matter out on the question
of federation. I arpued then that federa-
tion would ruin the country, and my
opponent went round and did all he
could to injure me Ly every political
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means, though he had not the pluek to
go and face the poll. He went to the
towns, and then he went to the farming
places, Lut at the latter he had a very
hot reception; and it will be seen, there-
fore, that I have a perfect right to speak
against the propesal to refer this Bill to
the people.

At 6'30 the PrESIDENT left the Chair
At 7-30, Chair resumed.

Hown. R. G. BURGES (continuing):
I was speaking of the last election when
I was returned as a member for the East
province, and saying that the Xast
province was an important part of the
colony and quite us worthy of considera-
tion as the poldfields. The Eastern
districts existed vears before the gold-
fields were known, and the people counld
manage to live then without them. We
were, however, glad the goldtields were
discovered, the discovery leading to fur-
ther development, including that of rail-
ways and harbours, this epabling the
settlers on the land to increase their pro-
duction and open up the country. These
goldfields have sprung up in a few years
and great wealth has been produced ; but
there are other people in the country
besides those on the goldfields, and they
were here before the discovery of those
fields. Some people seem to think that
because the gold i3 there, everything else
should be forgotten, and that the gold-
fields alone should have the whole and
sole voice in any matter affecting the
welfare of this country. These people
forget, and I think some hon. members
themselves-—who ought to bave all this
information at thelr backs—also forget
that the people of this colony opened up
the country, made good roadsand erected
small tanks so that teams could get
through and drive past these goldfields.
I can refer to some of those. They were
not the people who came from the other
colonies, but were the young men who
grew up under hardships in this colony,
and they did their duty. They were
doing all they could. but now these other
people have come here and they boast that
they found everything. It is very unfor-
tunate that the early settlers did not

pick ont some of this gold. Still the gold
| has been found, and it has had the effect
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of pushing everything forward. We must
not forget, however, that our own colonists
first disecovered this gold and brought it
under notice. I see a gentleman here—
not a member of the House—who put
some money into the venture and lost it
before the arrival of these wonderful
people from the other colonies, who turned
the earth up and think * Sandgropers ”
can find nothing. We are very glad to
receive the fresh population, and we want
three or four times the number. That is
one of the reasons why we do not want to
sell our birthright and be governed by
people 2,000 miles away. e have only
had the benefit of that a few years, and
now they want ue to sacrifice all our
mterests. They want us to sacrifice the
£10,000,000 that we have borrowed
principally to help on these goldfields.
‘We may say that we have mortgaged
everything in the country. We know very
well, as I have already stated, the great
difliculty experienced by the Government
in kecping up the enormous revenue, and
we have to consider not only what has
been spent but what is being spent now.
‘What are we spending now ¥ We know
very well there is one work undertaken,
which must I suppose be carried through,
that will add another «£4,000,800 or
£5,000,000 to our public debt. Andis
not that principally for the goldfields ¥
Of courre it is to our interest to develop
the goldfields so as to enable those upon
the fields to work these low.grade ores
in a lot of the districts which cannof be
worked without this water, but the gold-
fields population and those who represent
them should not forget that this House
has mnever begrudged them anything.
Even now, as Tar as representation goes,
there was a movement made in this
House yesterday by the progressive party
to give them increased representation in
this House. That was passed by the
popular Assembly. Now I come to a
most extraordinary thing. What was
done by a liberul-minded member who
would like to send everything to the
people ¥ 'The other night he even com-

pared us to the Boers and Uitlanders and |

yesterday when the Constitution Bill was
before the House what did he do? He
must have had plenty of time to think,
for the question was considered nearly all
the evening, but the hon. member walked
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division; so you can see that the hon.
membér’s liberal views cannot have much
weight in this Chamber. As regards
federation, this colony is not situated the
same as the others which have ounly an
imaginary boundary between them, and
to which the border duties are for aver
a continual ammoyance. We have met
people in the last two or three years who
have come from Victoria and New South
‘Wales, and who say “we do not want
federation, hut if we were in New South
Wales or Victoria we would certainly
vote for it.” I would do the same.
Where there are two colonies that have
the same interesis, people take sheep,
pigs, and all sorts of things across the
border at night in order to avoid border
duties, and that causes people to he
deceitful and even worse than that,
Here we are with our great territory
bordering on South Australia and reach-
ing vight through the continent, and we
have no border duties at all except in the
North-West, where a few thousand cattle
are near the border. Weare, I say, in a
position altogether different from that
occupied by the other colonies. We are
separated from them by more than
1,000 miles by sea and we have that
great stretch of dry country from the pre-
sent known goldfields right to the border,
to get through which would almost want
a man with camels. One of the great
features in relation to the question of
federation is the idea thut an Inter-
colonial railway connecting this colony
with the others should be built, but we
know that according to the Common-
wealth Bill a State will not allow a rail-
way to go through its own territory to
its own defriment. We Lknow from the
opinions that have been expressed by the
other colonies, the telegrams publisbed in
our own papers, and what has appeared
in the leading papers outside this colony,
that South Australia will not agree to
this railway going nghtithroughto Sydney,
I think it was swad that if South Australia
consented to an intercolonial vailway line,
it must. run vie Adelzide,

How. A. P. Marreson: That would
suit this colony just as well.

Hon, B. G. BURGES: How could a
railway going all round the continent in
order to get to Queensland, snit this part
of Australia, and how could such & rail-

over to this side of the House in every | way pay?



Petition, Federal League:

Hox. F. T. Crowpir: It never will
pay.

How. A. P. MaTHESON:
people willing to build it.

Howx. R. G. BURGES: I do not know
where these people are, and I do not
believe Mr. Matheson would take shares
in the enterprise.

Hon. A. P. MaTdEsoN: Yes; and T
will get the money for the railway, if you
will give me the concession.

How. R. G. BURGES: Mr. Matheson
now wants to say he can get the money
with which to build the railway.

Hox. A. P. Marueson: I do say so.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: I very much
doubt it.

How. A. P. MarHESON:
very civil.

Hox. B. G. BURGES:
whether the hon. member could get the
money when it came to the point, although
he might get promises as has been done
in other cases. We have before us the
example of the Great Southern Railway,
which was promoted DLy one of the best
companies ever formed in Western Ans-
tralia, and by some of the strongest men
in England. But they made mistakes,
and had to hand the railway over to the
Government again; and then there is
also the example of the Midland Railway,
which runs through even better country
than the Great Southern. Where is the
population which will travel by the pro-
posed intercoloniul railway? The only
way. in which such a railway can be made
to pay is by passenger traflic, and it is
extremely unlikely that people would
journey through this dry and dusty
country from Fremantle to the Eastern
colonies; Lut perhaps the hon. member
only desires the -intercolonial railway in
order that his constituents may have
means of deserting this colony altogether.

Hown. A. P. MaTaeson: Ah! now you
have said it. :

Hon. R. G. BURGES: The Govern-
ment have already spent £10,000,000 on
public works to develop the goldfields,
and intend to spend four or five millions
more ; and it would be very ill advised to
support the construction of a railway
which could only be detrimental to
the community generally. If this rail-
way were coustructed, Fremantle and
Perth would be pretty well deserted,

There are

That is not
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spent on harbour works ; and such a policy
would le suicidal. It we had a popula-
tion of half a million it would bea
different matter ; because we could then
bear further hurdens, and there would be
a possibility of an intercolonial railway
giving a return on the outlay; but at
present it would be u financial fatlure.
T'he intercolonial railway is only a scheme
of faddists, who huve some idea of carry-
ing the mails overland instead of by seu
a8 at present; but we shall no doubt hear
from hon. members who were on the
Select Committee, and ascertain from them
all the strong and weak points, and their
addresses will enlighten the few federa-
tionists in the House. I hope the next
time Mr. Matheson, who is a great
advocate for federation and a business
man of great ability, brings a matter of
this kind before the House, he will show
both sides of the measure, for in this
hand-bill, while he shows a loss of
£600,000, he does not show how that
Ioss is to be made up.

Hox. A, P. MarnesoN:
show a loss of £6u0,000.

Hox. R. G. BURGES: Perhaps the
hon. member will explain later on, but as
I read the hand-bill, it only gives one
side.

Howx. A. P. Matueson : Both receipts
and expenditure are given.

Hon. R. . BURGES: Perhaps the
band-bill is sowething Like the balance
sheuts of other schemes heard of in this
colony, und shows no losses, and that is
a plan which must end in rovin. Iam
not mmputing motives to the hon. member,
but it 1s evident he thought the question
not worth going into, but only issued this
imformation to satisfy his constituents ;
and the House may take the docwment for
what it is worth. .

Hox. A. P. Marueson: It has the
imprimatur of the Government Actuary,
who says the figures are all correct.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: The Govern-
ment Actuary has since issued figures to
show the position federation would place
this colony in, and on these firures the
Premier has changed his views altogether.
The Premier, who is well-known in the
political life of Australia and throughout
the United Kingdom, is a man of great
experience, whom evervone respects, and
no one can deny that he has changed his
mind on the question of federation. No

I do not
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man is infallible, as is shown in the |
history of modern English statesmen; and
the Premier, when he finds the colony he
loves, and which he has done so much for,
and which has made more progress under
him than could bave been made under any
other man, will be in danger, is not
ashamed to acknowledge that he has made
a mistake; and all honour to him.
Perhaps another mistake tbe Premier ;
made was in appointing Mr. Matheson a
member of the Federal Convention,
becavse this gave the hon. member a
start; butno doubt the Premier thought
he was doing the country a good turn in
placing part of the control in such able
hands. |

Hox. A. P. MarrersoN: That was the
mistake, was it ?

How. B. G. BURGES: But the
Premier did not anticipate that the
appointment would result in such harm
to the country, We never heard much
of federation from the hon. member
before that. The hon. member went
over to the Convention and got amongst
able men, who flattered him and his
ability, and the hon. member thought he
could see something good looming 1n the
distance, some aggrandisement for him-
gelf. If this colony is foolish enough to
join federation, the hon. member may be
one of the Ministers in the Federal
Parliament : no doubt he would do credit
to the position, but we do not want to see
the hon. member there yet. I hope he
will remain in this colony longer: he will
find plenty of scope for his ability here,
and he can do good. He need not go
out of this colony, and I hope he will
make this bis adopted country, for Tam
sure his ability will come to the front and
he will become a leader in public matters
in this colony yet. I hope the hon.
member will become wise and see the

errorof his ways. I think he is beginning |
to see the error of his ways now, because
he is getting ingincere. The hon. |

member may throw away all chances of
gaining any support in this House. I !
believe I am going to be attacked pretty
strongly by one member, perhaps we are
going to have the angriest part of the
debate yet, but I do not mind. T have
only quoted statements from memory, and
1 believe those quotations are going to he
taken up; still I wn going to fight the |
matter out to the best of my ability. I |
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believed what I stated was correct ; I did
not say that T was positive about it, bat
it is all down in print,and if T have made
any mistakesin quoting the hon. member
I apologise. I said at the time thatI
could not give the exact words; that I
was simply relying on my memory, but T

. am prepared to take the matter up if the

hon. member thinks it is worth while.
This is the most important question ever
brought before the Parliamentand people
of Western Australia; no one can deny
that. TLearned members in ancther piace,
who have all kinds of information attheir
fingers’ ends, who can speak on every sub-

. ject which comes forward most learnedly,

some of the greatest leaders in this
country have acknowledged that this is the
most important matter that has ever come
before the Parliament and the people of
the country. Do not lethon. members be
afraid. Let them follow the words of
that great English commander, Nelson,
who said, “England expects every man
this day will do his duty.” ZEvery man
has his own idea of duty, but do not let
hon. members be afraid. Letevery West
Australian do his duty to Western
Aunstralia. Every man in this House isa
West Australian,

How. C. A. Presse: All ought to be.

Hox. B. G. BURGES: All ought to
be, and I am sure every member will do
his duty.

How. P. T. Crowbner: People have
different ideas of what duty is.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: Never mind;
let every man do his duty and not forget
that this is ouwr own country. Do not let
us get people into a state of escitement
over this question, but Iet us do what is
best for the people, what is best for their
interests and the interest of their families,
and the interest of the country generally.
Let us consider these matters well, and let
people consider this question well before
they throw themselves away, before
they sell their country. The people of
sentiment say thut we ought to Dle
one natien, one people, one destiny.
That is all very well, but can we
consider soch things in human life
always ? Is not self-preservation the
first of all laws ?  Let us consider
what we are doing for the people of
this country. #Shall we be doing justice to
this country? We have settled some
thousands of people on the lands during
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the last few years; we have induced peo-

ple to come here and spend their capital
1 taking up land, and now with one fell
swoop 4 large proportion of the people
would wipe ont our existence altogether.
No one can deny that federation will
make a serious difference to all those in
this country who are establishing new
industries, especially to agriculturists,
viticulturists and all the other new indus-
tries. It may be said that oor industries
are not large, but our population is not
large at present. The population of cur
country a few years ago was only 40,000,
it sprang suddenly to 170,000; lately we
have been at a standstill but population
will comne and must come. Will federa-
tion do anything to increase our popula-
tion? WNo; it will cause dissatisfaction
and a spirit of unrest among the people.
It has been acknowledged by the Commis-
sioner of Crown Lands, whd is a bit of a
turncoat sometimes, that federation will
do no good. He sent a telegram to the
Premier from Newcastle after the show
the other day, in which he said that
federation would knock land settlement
nto “smithereens”; and no one knows
more about the land question than the
Commissioner of Crown Iands does.
The Commissioner of Crown Lands has

tried to develop the country and to settle -
a lot of people on the land ; we all kmow

what he has done without referring to it,
but he is afraid of the vote; he is afraid
to go before the publie, like a good many
others who are afraid of public opinion.
But I think that is what he is afraid of,
becanse the people in his district would
return him against any man. There may
be something else, because we all have
some ends in life, therefore we should
not judge others. This House was
brought into existence to stop hasty
measures and to represent minorities; we
may have te support o minority; this
House husa right to protect minorities, and
the minority in this case may be the real
backbone of the country, therefore in
supporting the minority we are only doing
our duty.

Hox. C. BE. Deupsrer: But we will
not have a minority.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: If we liad a
minority we wonld be doing right in
voling solidly on this question. Wehave
the strength of the Assembly to back us
up in this matter, although members of

‘method of procedure.

Referendwm. 2501
the Assembly are afraid of public opinion,
becanse they have to go before their elee-
tors every three years under the new
redistribution of seats Bill. There are 44
members in the Assembly, and of that
number 18 are against federation alto-
gether; there are 13 more who are against
tederation, strongly against federation,
some of them, but they have promised to
let the Commonwealth Bill to the
people. There are 31 members out of 44
in the Assembly against federation, so
that there is a majority of the Assembly
opposed to federation. No one can deny
that.

How. A, P. Marneson: How many
people do they represent?

Hox. B. G. BURGES: They represent
the country. I hope the hon. gentleman,
who is an Englishman, will respect the
Constitution. If the hon, member wants
to refer the guestion of federation to the
people in the right way let him vote that
the question be submitted to the people
at the next election. Surely that should
satisfy the hon. member,

How. A. P. MaTHESON: With 2,000
pecple represented by 13 mewmbers as
agamst 2,000 represented by one member !

How. R. G. BURGES: I do not think
that statement can be made when we con
sider the redistribution of seats Bill.

How. A. P. Marnesow: Itis not far
out.

Hox. R. G. BURGES: How can the
hon. member substantiute such a state-
ment. 1 want to see this matter of federa-
tion dealt .with in a constitutional
manner. The hon. member (Mr. Mathe-
son) is an Englishman and I hope a
West Australian, so that I am sure he
will bow to the constitutional and proper
We have as
liberal a Constitution here as there is in
any part of Australia, or in any part of
the British dominions. What more does
the hon. member want ? Let the question
go before the people at the next general
election ; then it can come before Parlia-
ment again. Does this important mnatter
want to be hurried through like a fish
drifting through the water? Does the
hon. member want to see this matter shot
through the House like a meteor flitting
through the sky into the depth of the
sea ? Hon. members should not be in a
hurry with federation. Once we adopt
federation we accept it for good ur evil;
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we cannof go back; that is one of the
ehief arruments that can be submitted.
With these few remarks I hope hon.
members will not be afraid to vote and do
theirduty. Ibelieve I am right in saying
that there are a large number of members
in this House who consider it their duty
to prevent the adoption of federation.
T hope that when it comes to the division,
those members who have been agreed
upon this matter will not change their
views, but will vote solid. Tet them not
be afraid of their ronstituents. I am not
afraid. T think that any man who goes
into Parliament just for the honour and
glory of it is not worthy of being there,
and T should not have been here this
sesgion, because I cannot afford the time,
but I stuck to it on account of this
important question.
duty to do so. I cousider it my duty to
do all T can for the town or country 1
live . I have always endeavoured to do
that, and I could do a great deal more, if
I had a httle morve wealth behind me. I
would not be afraid to go to the goldfields
to-morrow and speak to the most dis-
affected people there. I know I should
receive a fair hearing. Y have wmet
thousands of these people going to the
goldfields. In the early days I met 50
nmen coming out of York and going to the
goldfields and spoke to them walking
along, chatting about going with teams,
and I never got an uncivil answer.
Further than that, I remember once
meeting men who were stuck up in a bog.
There was about a mile of them with
teams and tanks and all sorts of things.

[COUNCIL.]

. leading papers of the other

T considered it my

We commenced talking about things, bat, -

I did not tell them I was chairman of
the Roads Board (launghter). Afterwards
some one siuid, * Who is looking after this
road 7" and the reply was, © Here is the
man.” Wotwithstanding the trouble they
were in, they never said a disrespectful
word. 1 have met hundreds of these
men. The prominent position of the
federation uestion is only the result of 2
state of excitement ; and who is leading
these people on? T am going over the
same thing again, but I wost, because
it i3 so impertant. Who has led them
on? Two or three men who want to gain
their own ends. Two or three men bave
done the mischief, and they have done it,
not because they want federation, but for
another purpose. DTlo not forget that.
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That is the whole thing. That is what
has brought this matter so prominently
Lefore the public. Two or three prominent
men have gone up to the goldtields and
urged these men on, fanning the flame.
T do not think it was advisuble to do so,
and Tam not afraid to make that state-
ment. If they really believed that federa-
tion would do everything for them or for
this country, I should leok upon it in a
different light, but we mnst be guided
by the speeches that are delivered, by the
correspondence, by letters Erom all sides,
hy leading articles in the papers of this
colouy, and by what has uppeared in
colonies.
Some of the principal papers are abusing
us and our leading men. We had an
instance of that in the last day or two.
Leading politicians of the neighhouring
colonies have abused our puablic men
because they*have thought fit to go back
on this matter, and take a different view
from that which they previously enter-
tained. But we are not going to be alraid.
We are hete to do our dut;. and to look
after the peneral interests of the country,
and not to be led by any excited part of
the community in the Hast. We are not
to he led by a small portion of the com-
munity at another end of the country
just because the mail steamers are going
to be taken away from them. We know
there is a disaffected people thers. Of
counrse all are for themselves. Perhaps
the Grovernment are to blame in some of
these matters which have caused this
disaffection, but surely that is not going
to mduoce this House to pass a vote

‘which would be injurious to the whole

conntry, and pui Western Australia
back for vears so fur as vegards settle-
ment and inerease of population.  As
1 have already stated, I hope- members
will vote for whut must be for the best
interests of the country. As far as we
can see at present, there is no occasion for
us to join federation now. We can join
it just us well a few vears hence, and not
be bound down us we should be now.
We know that if we accept federation
now, we must accepk it on the terws laid
down by the Commonwealth Bill. The
Premiers are not likely to agree to the
Bill as amendeJ by the Select Committee,
and T say it is notadvisable tp accept the
Bill as amended either by the Premiers
or by the Select Conmittee, hecause it
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does not give the country what it wants.
I do not think this question will he
settled to-night, thongh it mav be, but I
hope hon. memhbers will consider it and
vote as they think best for the country,
acting conscientiously for the general
good of the community. I do not think
I will take up the time of the House any
longer, but I support the amendment
moved by Mr. Whitcombe.

How. C. A. PIESSE (South-East}: In
considering this petition it is difficult
indeed to confine omeself entirely to it.
For my part T would much sooner have
seen the same procedure adopted here as
was adopted in another place, wheve I
think the Commonwealth Bill was first
discussed, and afterwards this petition.
I kmow the feeling of the House was
properly ganged as far as the petition
was concerned, and little discussion took
place on the petition itself. Tt is difficult
for members to rvefrain from geing into
the whole matter when discussing the
question whether we shall accede to this
petition or not. I may state at the out-
set that I am against acceding to the
petition, and that I intend to support
Mr. Whitcombe's amendment. It isonly
right that I should give my reasons tor
being agaiust granting the petition.
Outside the House it has been repeatedly
stuted—-and much capital has been made
out of the assertion—that we have no
right to prevent the Bill and the petition
referring te the Bill from going to the
people, My memory travels back to 1898,
when a little duckling of an Enabling Bill
was brought in here under pretences that
are not fully covered by the word * mis-
leading.” It was stated that it was only
a harmless little measure.

Hox. F. I. CrowDER:
you mean ?

How. C. A, PTESSE: The Enabling

Which one do

Act. That is the one we are working
under.

Hox. R. G. Burces: It is out of
existence.

Hox. C. A. PIESSE: It is nol. It
is the measure under which we sent 10
representatives from this colony. I repeat
that it is not out of existence, but is the
very Act we are working under. Itisthe
Act that guides our present movement,
and I have never heard of its being out of
existence inany way. Itis, I assert, the
Act under which we sent 10 representa-

[23 Noveuser, 1899.]
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* tives. Ten representatives of what? Not

the people.
. Hon. B. G. Burces: You helped the
© vote.
Hox. C. A. PIESSE: Yes, foolish

fellow as T was, because I was assured
the measure was introduced to enable
representatives from Western Australia
to take part in the framing of a constitu-
tion we might some day be glad to enter
into. Everyone understood that it was not
to commit the colony in any way to
federation, and we voted for that Enabling
Bill on those grounds. To show that it
was intended that those representatives
should not go too far, I may =ay
we find that under Clause 28 of the
Enabling Act, any Commonwealth Bill
or Bill approved of by the Convention
was afterwards to be submitted to this
Parliament by the Governor, and then,
if this Parliament thought fit, to the
people. I maintain that we have now
reached a stage at which we have a right
to say whether the Commonwealth Bill
shall go to the people or not. That right
is fixed for us by.the Enabling Act passed
in this House in 1896, which I again say
i the measure we are working under.
That being so, what force is there in the
statement that we have no right to pre-
vent the Bill from going to the people ?
We have a perfect right by law. Again,
we have to face the fact that at that time
there was no clamour for the colony to
be represented at that Convention, what
was done being purely the outcome of
one or two efforts made by gentlemen
interested in the question. I do not
remember being asked the question at
the hustings. The subject of federation
was not brought up in any way. I dare
say that when we approved of that Bill
we were playing with five, and we did
not know the extent to which the matter
would go. The principal leader of the
movement in this colony —the right hon.
gentleman who has been referred to many
times this evening—assured e that he
had no more idea of Western Australia
joining with South Australia or any of
the other colonies than he had of flying.

A MzemeBER: Who was that ?

How. C. A. PIESSE : The right hon.
the Premier. He assured me when the
Enabling Bill was passed that he could
not possibly advocate federation, but he
would like to take part in framing a
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constitution which would be suitable to '

us some day if we joined. T repeat that
we were induced to pass the Enabling
Bill under pretences which are not fully
covered by the word “ misleading.” I do
not wish to labour this matter, but I want
to draw attention to it, because there seems
to be an impression abroad that we have
no right to prevent the Bill from going
to the people. Clause 28 of the Enabling
Act provides that if Parliament approve
of it, then and then only shall the people
be permitted to give their decision. As
this amendment deals with the Common-
wealth Bill in the form I desire, namely,
that the Bill should not go to the people,
[ shall support it. As far as my con-
stitutents are concerned, I am not afraid.
I have thought the matter out deeply,

but I am not going to repeat the argu-

ments, becanse members have heard them,

and I do not want to tire the House. I
take it that every hon. member has made
up his mind, and T hope he will not fail .

to have the necessary courage to vote in
accordance with his own ideas.
believe in a man who says, “I do not
believe one bit in federation, but I am
not going to insult the people by taking
the question from them.” I believe in a
man who sayvs, “ [ do not believe in federa-
tion. T have the right to prevent the
Bill from going to the people, and I am
going to ezercise that right.” T intend
to exercise that right as far as T am able,
and if T never enter this House any more

I reckon I shall bave done my duty to the

country by supporting this amendment.
Hox. J. E. RICHARDSON (North) :
After the able and exhaunstive manner in
which the question had been dealt with,
I shall not say much, beyond that I intend

to support the amendment, becanse [ do |

not. believe in federation for this colony
at the preseat timne. There are two ques-
tions which we should ask ourselves : firat,

will federation do this colony any good; °

and, secondly, will any harm happen to
the colony if we do not federate imme-
diately ¥ To each of these guestions, T
think the reply must be in the negative,
I oppose federation especially in the
interests of the North, because it is evi-
dent that if the Southern districts of the
colony will suffer through federation, the
North will suffer to a much greater
degree. What will become of the North.
ern industries, including that of pearling,

[COUNCIL.]
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Beferendum.

if the control of the colony be given over
to the Federal Parliament? 7The North
will he wiped out completely; because,
difficult as it is now to get anything done
for that part of the colony, it will be
much meore difficult under a Federal Par-
hament. Itis said that under intercolouial
free-trade we may possibly get a few com-
modities cheaper, but it must not be
forgotten that there will probably be a
prohihitive tariff against all English and
foreign goods, a great number of which
are used in the Northern districts.

How. R. G. Burees: There will be a
duty of £5 per ton on sugar, for the
henefit of Queensland.

How. J. E. RICHARDSON: After
carefully considering the question, I can
see no occasion to federate just now, and
I vote for the amendment.

Howx. 8 J. HAYNES (South-East):
I desire to say a few words on the motion
and on the amendment, but I do not
intend to enter into a dissertation as to
whether federation hew good or bad thing,
because that guestion is not before the
House, and, moreover, i1t has been thrashed
ont pretty fully not only in this chamber
and througheut the length and breadth
of the colony, but also in five other
colonies. I have listened very care-
fully to-night to the lengthy speeches
by hon. members, scmne of whom have
touched on almost every conceivable
aspect on the question; and the general
tenor of these speeches seems to be that
we do not trust the people.

Hown. R. G. Burars: We will trust the
people at an election.

Hox. 8. J. HAYNES: Then the hon.
member should vote for granting the
prayer of the petition,

Hon. R. G. Burars: No; an election
is a different thing altogether.

Hon. C. E. Dempster: Who signed
the petition ¥ That is the chief question.

Hown. 8. J. HAYNES: The petition
asks that federation shall Le referred to
the electors, and it was Mr. Whitcombe,
I think, who said thal the signatures
should have been verified by some kind of
affidavit or declaration, while inuendoes
or statements were made that certain
dishonourable persons had signed several
times.

Hox. J. 'W. Hacgerr: Not this
petition we arve speaking of now, but the
petition signed by 23,000 people.
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Hown. 8. J. HAYNES: At any rate,
the petition before the House is in order,
and has to be received.

Howr. R. . Burges: That does not
make it any more valuable.

Hown. 8. J. HAYNES: As to the
original petition, I should be very sorry
to think men would descend to the dis-
honourable trick mentioned.

Hox. C. A. Piessg: How about the
goldfields? What about the alluvial
men ?

How. 8. J. HAYNES: There are men
wmongst the miners whe are equally
as honourable as the hon. member.

Hon. C. A. Presse: Then they have
never shown up.

Hon. 8. J. HAYNES : There are good
and bad in all classes of the ecommunity,
and it is no use, because of a few black
sheep, condemning the 23,000 signatures
to the petition. If it Dbe allowed that
3,000 dishonourable pecple have signed
the petition more than once—and it is
said that a2 member of another pla.ce
admitted having sipned the petition twice,
we will agsume by mistake—that leaves
20,000 genunine signatures to a respect-
fully worded petition that the question of
federation be referred to the people. We
are told that if the people vote for federa-
tion the leaders in the Eastern colonies,
who will be in the Federal Parliament,
will stoop to dishononrable practices, and
that this colony will be ruined because
the other colonies wre going to plunder
us,

How. R. G. Buraes: This colony will
have no power in the Federal Parlia-
ment,

How. 8. J. HAYNES: We will have
just the same power as 4,000,000 other

people have.

Hown, R. G. Buraes: Yes, in the
Senate.

How. 8. J. HAYNES: In the Senate.

Hox. R. (. BuraEs: Ah, that is it!

Hon. 8. J. HAYNES: Our repre-
sentation in the House of Representa-
tives under the present Bill, is as strong
as possible.

How. R. &. BurcEzs:
to 75.

How. 8. J. HAYNES The four small
States of South Australia,
Queensland, and this colony could by a
combined vote, surely preponderate, or,
at any rate, preserve the halance.

It is as five

(23 NoveM=eEE, 1899.]

Tasmania,
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How. R. (. Buraes: Not against the
interests of individual colonies.

How. 8. J. HAYNES: Certain hon.
members do not give eredit to the Fede-
ral Parliament for acting in one instance
in an honourable manner; but surely
men will not prostitute their office and
vote dead against the interests of Western
Australia.

Hon. C. A. Pimsse:
know this colony. ‘
How. 8. J. HAYNES: I do not wish
to go into a dissertation on federation,
but I do not mind telling the House my
opinion. I believe as conscientiously as
any member in the House, that federation
is the best thing that could happen to the
colony, and that the sooner we get it the
better. I do not trim, nor do I wish to
influence the country by bringing in
amendments as, in my opinion, has_been
done in another place simply i order to

cause delay.

Hon. C. A. PiEssE:
ming,

How. 8. J. HAYNES: I am not, and
I never have trimmed.

Hon. C. A, Piesse: I refer youn to
your speech on the Address-in-reply.

Hown. 8. J. HAYNES: I thank the
hon. member for mentioning that, becanse
it has been referred to by Mr. Burges,
who made an absolute statement that I
was against federation, against referring
the Bill to the people, and in favour of
delay. I then interjected as strongly as
1 could that the statement was absolutely
false, and 1 ask the indulgence of the
House to read what I did say on the
Address-in-reply.

Horv. R. G. Buraxs:
not be according to rule.

Hox. 8. J. HAYNES:
126 is against me.

How. J. W, Hackerr: Wewilltake
your word for it.

How. 8. J. HAYNES: I am not
appealing to Mr. Hackett, but o the
President.

Tae PresibEnt: The hon. member
cannot read a speech made this session.

Horx. 8. J. HAYNES: Then may I
be permitted to indicate what I did say.

Tre Presipent: That would not e
out of order.

Hox. 8. J. HATYNES: On that
oceaston T drew attention to the fact

Horx. R. G. Burees: Do not read.

They do not

You are trim-

That -would
I know Rule
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Honx. 8. J. HAYNES: The hon.
member ought not to laugh, seeing he has
made a gross mistake, which he ought to
be honourable encugh to admit.

Hon. B. G. Buraes: T did not make
a mistake.

How. 8. J. HAYNES: You did, sir.

Hov. R. G. Burees: I rise to a

point of order. The hon, member says I
made a gross mistake; but, though I did
not give his exact words—

Tee Presipest: It is only a differ-
ence of opinion between you.

How. S. J. HAYNES: On that
occasion, in drawing attention to a speech
made in the House as to referring the
Bill to the people, I said the speech
seemed to portend that the question would
be put off for an indefinite period. I said
I was not in favour of that delay, but
in favour of referring the Bill to the
people and of introducing an enabling
Bill this session, so long as the electors
had a reasonable opportunity of under-
standing clearly and intelligently what
they were voting on. I pointed out that
we might have to wait indefinitely, if we
waited for all the other colonies to join,
but I clearly and emphatically stated T
was in favour of introducing an enabling
Bill this session.

How. C. A, PIEssE:
delay.

How. 8. J. HAYNES: I advocated
delay in the manner I suggested, namely,
that after the enabling Bill had passed,
the people should be

How. R. G. BuraEs:
passed yet.

How. 8..J. HAYNES: Ttis not, but
had I had my way there would have been
no delay in introducing the Bill, and
giving the electors every opportunity of
considering it; at any rate, on that
occasion my opinion clearly was that the
Enabling Bill should be mtroduced this
session. That was in July, and practically
five months have now gone over, in which
time the people have gleaned a good deal
of knowledge with regard to federation.
A select committee has investigated the
question, and an objeet lesson has been
afforded in Queensiand, which I fancy
some hon. members, who were anti-
federalists, were hoping would not have
been afforded. The contention then was
that we should wait until Queensland had
joined, but now that Queensland has

You advocated

The Bill is not

[COUNCIL,]
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. joined, other delays are mentioned; and

the petition simply asks what is the right
of every British elector, namely, the right
to express his opinion on a very important
matter.

How, R. G. BureEs:
British matter.

Hown. 5. J. HAYNES: It has been
said the referendum is not an ordinary
constitntional procedure, but the referen-
dum has been adopted by Vietoria, South
Australia, New South Wales and Queens-
land, and the people of those colonies are
equally clear-beaded, as law-abiding, and
as constitutional as we are.

Hox.C. A. Piesse : And those colonies
are ten times more developed.

Howx. 8. J. HAYNES: The hon.
member is talking of the country. But
it is not a question of the country. It 1is
a question of trusting the people. If
hon. members will not trust the people,
will not trust the vote of the electors who
have the franchise at the present time, I
think they must be afraid. Members of
this House desired to usurp the rights of
the people. The people ask, under the
petition, in a very strong manner that
they shall have a similar opportunity to
what the other colonies have had.

How. C. A. Piesse: The people never
asked us to pass the Enabling Bill.

How. 5. J. HAYNES: That does not
matter. We have a petition which has
been presented to this House, and are we
to flout the people over that?

Hox. J. W. Hackerr: Wag it pre-
sented to this House ?

How. 8. J. HAYNES: I understand
the petition is practically before the
House, and it is signed by 23,000 persons.
But I go beyond that, and it is greater
than a petition of 23,000 persous, in my
opinion—and every person has the right
to his opinion—a majority of the people
strongly demand that this Bill should be
referred to the people.

Hon. F. WarrcomMse : Subject to their
constitutional rights.

Hox. 8. J. HAYNES: They demand
the right of saying “ves,” or “no,” on this
question. A majority may be against
federafion or in favour of it, as I think a
majority will be. T urge upon the House
not to play with the people like that, but
to give them the opportunity which they
demand, of saying “yes" or “no,” the same
asthe people of the vther colonies have had.

This is not o
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Hown. R. G. Burars: Who gave it to
them--not the Convention.

Hox. 8. J. HAYNES: Parliaments,
the members of which have had as much
experience as those in the Parliament of
thig country, and the people of the other
colonies have decided by large majorities
in favour of federation. I am not discus-
ging federation now; I do not want to
discuss it. The hon. member (Mr.
Burges) discussed everything, and if I
followed him through his speech we should
have a very long evening. I urge on the
House to pause before they refuse the
prayer of the petition. It has been said
that the 23,000 persons who signed the
petition are not West Australians—that
they are "tothersiders.

Hon. R. (. Burges: Who said so?

How. 8. J. HAYNES:" The hon. mem-
ber has said so on many occasions, and
the hon. member has also said that a
number of these persons would levant as
quickly as they came.

Hon. P. Wnaircomee: These people
have no status to ask that the guestion
be submitted to them.

How. 8. J. HAYNES: I know that
a large number of the electors in the
province which I represent signed the
petition. Sevenly-five per cent. of the
people in the Southern Province demand
thut the Bill should go to the people, but
the members of this House seem to think
that the people of this colony are not fit
to decide this question.

How. C. E. DenmpstER: Do not bark
up that tree.

Hon. 8. J. HAYNES: The hon. mem-
ber should bark a little better when
money Bills come before the House. Ii
comes to this: that members will not
trust the people. 1t is said that the
people ave clearly against federation. If
that is so, what is there to fear? Why
distrust the people.

Hon. BR. G. BureEs:
time.

Hon. 8. J. HAYNES: I feel strongly
that we are distrusting the people. The
speeches which have been made seem to
indicate that anyone in favour of federa-
tion is a vagabond.

How. C. A. Piesse: That is your
opinion, not ours.

Horn. S. J. HAYNES: That the
people are incompetent to vote on this
question.

It is a waste of
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How. C. A. Piesse: You are the only
one who bas expressed that opinion.

How. J. 8. HAYNEB: If the hon.

. member had watched public opinion he
would not have spoken in the strain 'be
did to-night. In my district at the
present time 75 per cent,.—I do not wish
to exaggerate, but I know there are more
—have asked that the Bill should go to
the people. I de not say the people are
in favour of federation, but they desire the
same opporbunity that the people of four
of the other colomies have had, that is
that they shall have the right of saying
“yes” or “no"” on the question of
federation.

Hor. R. G. Burees: What is the good
of Parliament then ?

How, 8. J. HAYNES: Parliament
should recognise the feelings and desires
of the people.

Hor. F. WurTcoMBE: Show the con-
stitutional right to have a referendum.

How. F. J. HAYNES: It cannot be
found within the four corners of the
British constitution I admit, but the
other colenies have adopted the refer-
endum.

How, ¥F. WHircoMBE: What have
they to do with this colony. They are
federating, we are not if we can help it.

How. 8. J. HAYNESB: So far as the
other colonies are concerned they have
had this privilege. We call ourselves
West Australians, people in the other
colonies designate themselves by other
names, bt I look upon myself as an
Australian. T have lived in four of the
colonies, and after hearing the expressions
of members to-night with reference to
their fellow colonists on the other side T
consider the remarks nunealled for.

Hoxn. C. A. Presse: The people in the
other colonies have been insulting us all
their lives, and are insulting us still.

Hox. 8. J. HAYNES: In the other
colonies there are as considerate and
generous-hearted men as ever camse to
this country.

Hoxs. B. &. Burees: I do not acknow-
ledge that.

Hon. 8. J. HAYNERS: The goldfields
people who have been referred to from
time to time have come over here to
better themselves no-doubt. I suppose
we all desire to do that. It has been
said that these people have no true stake

| in the country; and no doubt a propor-
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tion of these men, when the gold is |
exhausted, will levant. A great many
people have come over to settle in this .
colony, and they have settled both on the
goldfields and elsewhere; why should
these people be prevented from having a
voice on this question of federation ?

Hon. R. G. Boumezs: The people
settled on the land do not want federa-
tion. :

How. 8. J. HAYNES: TIf that is so
why not give them an opportunity of
voting ?

Hoxr. R. G. BureEs: Do not dodge.

How. F. Waircomse: Do it constitu-
tionally. -

Hon. 8. J. HAYNES: I am mnot
dodging, and this is the first time I have
been accused of such a thing. I am
urging that the prayer of the petition
should be acceded to, and I think reason-
able men will admit that the people’s
demands ghould be granted. The publie
demand, or the electors demand, that they
should have an opportunity of exercising
their vote on the question of federation.
And T feel satisfied they will exercise that
vote earnestly, intelligently, and for the
good of the country. I cannot bea party
in this House to anything except giving
the electors an opportunity of saying *“yes”
or“no.” 'We donot want “yes” or “no”
with certain qualifications, because we all
know we cannot get the amendments at the
present time. As far as T am personally
concerned my desire is that this matter
shall be referred to the people, and if the
people vote for federation and we join the
Commonwealth T have that confidence in
those who will be elected to the Federal
Parliament to feel that they will mete out
justice not only to Western Australia,
but to every part of federated Australia.
I should be sorry to think it will be
otherwise. 1 canuot imagine that it
will.

How. R. G. Burers : But justice would
ruin ua.

How. S. J. HAYNES : I do not think |
go. If we federate and becowe one of
the five States we would all practically be
on the same footing. We would be under
the same law and have the same taxes
and there would be uniformity throughout
Australia. And ndt only that but there
will be a combination, and combination
means strength, If I thought that this
colony would be ruined by federation I

fCOUNCIL.]
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would not advocate federation as I do
to-night.

Hown. R. G. Buraees: It will put the
colony back, anyhow.

Hown. 8. J. HAYNES: I think feder-
ation will be the best thing that can
happen to this colony. T give every
other hon. member credit for thinking
as conscientiously as I do. I do not
want to descend to abuse and inuendo,
but there have been abuse and inuendo
against members of this House and the
people of the colony. We should believe
everybody is acting conscientiously. Some
people may think federation a bad thing,
but I think it will be a good ‘thing. I
desire as a legislator to exercise my right,
and I urge the House to grant the prayer
of the petition of the electors of the
colony, so that they shall have an oppor-
tunity of saying yes or no on this
important question. I do not propose
to discuss the question further at the
present time, but I earnestly urge that
the prayer of the petition be acceded to.

How. A. P. MATHESON (in reply):
As 1no other hon. member desires to
address the House, I shall deal shortly
with a few of the remarks. A great point
seems to be made that the referendum is
not constitutional, and that the only way
we can get a constitutional vote on the
question is by submitting this matter of
federation to the people at an election of
members for another place.

Hon. R. G. Burees: A dissolution.

Hown. A. P. MATHESON: By means
of a dissolution. The object members
have in making the suggestion is as
apparent as noonday.

Hoxn. R. G. Burers: Not in my case.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : In the case
of Mr. Burges, it is more apparent than
in the case of anyone else.

Hon. R. G. Burees: How?

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : The hon.
member is aware, and no one is more
aware, that if this matter is settled or
attempted to be settled by reference to
the electors at an ordinary election of
Parliament, a. minority of the voters in
the colony have the power of returning
a majority of legislators,

Hon. R. G. Buroes:
new Electoral Bill.

Hox. A. P. MATHESON : No one
knows it better than the hon. member.

Hon. R. G. Burces: I deny it.

Not under the
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Hown. A. P. MATHESON :
a fact. The majority of the voters of
this colony ave absolutely disfranchised
under that measure which is absurdly
called a Reform Bill. Itis very clever
to say under these circumstances that the
matter should be referred to a general
election, and a very safe thing too, because
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those gentlemen know that the voters m °

the country who have a constitutional

adopting a constitution will be abso-
lutely muzzled. The result will be that
some two or three thousand people will
return a majority of the members for the
colony, and the balance will return two
or three members.

A Mremeer: The goldfields have a

Beferendum. 2509

the electric telegraph, railways, and the
postal system, which places the whole of
the colony within a few days’' journey of
Perth. It is now possible in every
civilised country to go back to the old,
and in many ways desirable, principle of
the referendum. It enables a vote of the
people to be taken, and overrides any
little clique in a capital which might

; muzzle the electors of the country simply
right to be heard on this question of

third of the representation in the Lower -

House.

How. A. P. MATHESON : And what
proportion have they of voters? Has
the hon. member ever formed any esti-
mate of the number? T have the latest
returns up to July, and the people on the
goldfields are practically the same.
goldfields in July contained, within a
fraction, half the voters in the country,
and what is their representation going to
be? A beggarly seven or eight members.
That is what the hon, member wighes to
gecure. He wishes to secure a vote which
would be absolutely misleading from
beginning to end, and he comes before
us and pretends he is animated by his
generosity and desire for constitutional
procedure. That is the object in view.

Howr. R. G. Burees: Nothing of the
kind. T positively deny it.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON:

The

owing to aceidental circwmstances. I
will take this colony as an example.
‘When this colony was founded the people
on the coast could control the country,
and the people on the coast are now
taking care that in this so-called Reform
Bill they shall control the country. Those
who have brought prosperity to the coun-
try are the people on the goldfields. This
is not a goldfields question, but I want
to bring that fact prominently before the
House. This is a question in which the
whole of the colony is concerned, and the
voters of the goldfields are not the only
people who are calling for this refer-
endum. A majority of the voters through-
out the whole of the colony are calling

~for it, and that is why hon. members

have been heard to get up one by one
and express their personal opinion against
federation in the first place, and against
referring the Bill to the people in the
second place. They have been perfectly
candid, and have not concealed from our

. intelligence the fact that they recognise

Mr.

Dempster has asked what is the referen- '

dwn. T can tell him what the referendum
is. It is a survival of the very oldest
form of voting known.

Hon. F. WHITCOMBE:
disuse.

Howv. A. P. MATHESON: Truly;
because owing to the impossibility of
travelling over large areas of ground it
was impossible to obtain a vote of the
people by voice on any question, and the
system of representation by Parliament
grew up in consequence.

Hon. F. WHITCOMEE:
better method.

Hon, A. P. MATHESCON : Now this
distance has been swept away. You are
dealing with a perivd in which we have

Fallen into

And it is a

that the majority are against them.

How., F. Warrcomee: We do not
admit that.

Ho~x. A. P. MATHESON : If so, why
take advantage of the power accident has
given us to prevent the people from
voting on the guestion, and to prevent
the voice of the majority from being
heard ?

How. F. WaITcOMBE: We do not
admit that the majority are against us,
but the procedure is unconstitutional.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON: Why do
they object ?

Hox. F. WHITCOMBE :
unconstitutional.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : Does the
hon. member think the country will be
misled by a statement that he has the
greatest desire for constitutional proce-
dure ?

Hon. F. Warrcomss : That is it.

Because it is
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" Hov. A. P. MATHESON : Does any-
one in this House believe it to be a fact‘?

Hov. F. WHiTcoMBE: One does.
do. I can carry behef enough for the
whole House in that respect.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : The
referendum i particularly suitable to a
case such as that which exists at present.
This is a case of adopting a constitution.
It is not u case of dealing with ordinary
legislation which may be repealed or
amended next session, or dealt with in
any way that Parliament likes.

[COUNCIL.)

|

|
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' less to say, I did uot speak.
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risen in their places and boasted, as some
hon. gentleman boasted, that the represen-
| tatives of this colony had only spoken
twiee ¥ One hon. gentleman said, * Need-
” Were those
who treated the people like that, repre-
sentatives of the people? No. For those
reasous, if for no others, this matter should
be referred to the people, and uvot left to

. be dealt with by the electors at a general

Assome |

hon. member pointed out to-night, it isa .

question of dealing with 2 constitution
which is going to be the constitution of

Australia for all time, except so far as .

the Australian nation choose to alter it
in referendum hereafter. For that
reason the process of reference to the
people by referendum is the only process
by which the matter can be satisfactorily
dealt with. Look at the result of our
experiences in the past, where Parliament
attempted to control these watters,
taking even discussion out of the hands
of the people. Every member of this
. House, whether opposed to federation or
not, must be prepared to admit that the
country has been betrayed by its represen-
tatives at the Federal Convention. It is
freely said all over Perth and all over the
colony that, if proper attention had been
given to federation by our representatives
at the Convention, we should not be in
the position we are to-day.

‘HON R. G. Buraes: Whatan admis-
sion.
Hon. A, P. MATHESON: It is

stated in the Press and everywhere that
had ‘our representatives held out for the
terms which they now say are essential,
those terms would have been granted.

Hox. C. E. Dempatrer: There would
have been no delegates sent out of the
colony, becauze the thing was not
desirable.

Hon, A. P. MATHESON : The House
sent delegates, arrogating to itself in this
matter the rights of the people. Do yon
think that, if the people had dealt with
this questiou, the representatives would
have neglected their duties? Do you
think the representatives of the people
would have sat down day by day and
allowed one man to de all the talking?
Do you suppose that when the represen-
tatives got back bere they would have

election in which two or three thousand
have an opportunity of retwrning 13,
whilst another body of two orthree thou-
sand return only one.

How, F. Wrarrconse: One wrong will
not justify un irregularity.

Hown. C. E. DemrstEr: They ouly
represent a small portion of the colony,
although they boust of more popula.tlou

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : T will deal
with reasons hon. members have given
why the pefition should not be granted.
and nothing could be more ridiculous
than one of the reasons subinitted by Mr.
Burges. That hon. member said he
would not-consent to grant the pefition,
because it had been swned by cler‘r) of
every denomination.

Hox. R. G. Burees: No.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : It is no use
for the hon. member to assert he did not
gay it, because I wrote it down as he said
it.

Hon. R. G. Burces: T deny it.

Hown. A. P. MATHESON: 1 have no

. doubt it will be found in Hansard.

Hor. R. G. Burees: I said those
reverend gentlemen had agsisted in induc-
ng people at sireet corners to sign the
petition.

Hoxn. A, P. MATHESON: He pro
ceeded to paint the picture of the posi-
tion the agriculturists and viticulturists
would be in, if this petition were granted.
No evidence of any -sort or kind has been
adduced in this House to prove that would
be the case.

How. H. Lurin: What about the evi-
dence before the Select Committee ?

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : I say the
evidence before the Select Committee did
not bear out any assumption that the
agriculturists or viticulturists would be
ruined. On the contrary, the evidence
before the Select Committee was, to my
mind, to this effect. that federation would

: not- chauge the climate; and I suppose
. the hon. gentleman would admit that this
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colony occupies an exceptional position
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would be deserted, and he could not sup-

for agricultural produce owing to the | port such a suicidal policy. Those are

climate. Evidence was brought out at
length that the people who came lere
from the other colonies cume more or less
for the very reason that they were able to
depend year after year upon an abso-
lutely certain rainfall Evidence was
produced that this certainty of rainfall
was the prime factor in agricultural
success.

Hox. C. E. DeMpster: Had the price
of produce anything to do with it ?

ov. A. P. MATHESON: The price
of produce will, within a year or two, be
zoverned by the markeis of the world,
and no one knows it better than the hon.
member. It will not be governed by the
duties put upon wheat. The hon. mem-
ber will have to compete with the world.
Very likely even this year there will be a
surplus.

Hox. R. G. Buraes: No.

Hox. A. P. MATHESON : I caunot
speak with authority, but 1 have seen it
stated in the paper that there is every
probability of it.

Hon. F. WaIircoMBE: Which paper ?

Hon. A. P. MATHESON: I cannot
BAy.
BJ-EION. F. Warrcomse: Was it a good
authority ?

Hon. A. P. MATHESON: I take it
to be as good as any newspaper authority
is. Under these circumstances the prices
will not help the hon. member. Refer-
ence has been made to new-comers. Mr.
Burges spoke of them, saying that the
new-comers from New South Wales were
opposed to federation for this colony,
though in favour of it in their own. Mr.
Foster, from Albany, explained that, say-
mg that these people came to him and
sald, “ With federation this colony will
become known; the advantages of the
climate and soil will become Imown, and
we shall bave to compete not with the
produce of the other colonies, but with
our own friends coming over here and
producing.” That was Mr. Foster's evi-
dence. The hon. member will find it is so.

Hon. R. G. Buraers: Absurd.

Hown. A. P. MATHESON: The hon.
member says it-is absurd. It does not
suit his book. He does not agree with it.
The hon. member then went on to say
that federation would lead eventually to
a railway to Adelaide, and that Fremantle

the reasons that actuated the hon. mem-
ber in opposing a reference of the Bill to
the people. :

Hoxn. R. G. Boraes: Those are not all
Ny reasons.

Hox, A. P. MATHESON: He said the
railway from Fremantle to Adelaide would
ruin Fremantle. Tleave that to the House
as a rewarkable illustration of the hon.
member's capacity. He said that a popu-
lation of half a million would be required
in thiz country before a railway was
justified. -

Hox. R. G. Burces: Before it will pay
for the axle grease.

Hox. A. P. MATHESON : Mr. Demp-
gter, in an exceedingly temperate speech,
advocated an appeal to the reason of the
voters. He said, “Make an appeal to
their reason; go up and talk to them.”
But what on earth ig the good of the hon.
member making a suggestion of that sort,
when with the very same breath he
denies them the right to vote when he has
couvinced them, because that is practi-
cally the position the hon. member takes
up? That is so, unless he means to say,
“appeal to their reason to ask them
not to vote” That would be a most
remarkable proposition. He is going to
these enlightened gentlemen on the fields
to appeal to them not to ask to vote on
the question, because it will he prejudicial
to the colony for them to vote. The
question before the House is whether the
people shall be allowed to vote.

Hon.C. E. Dempster: Whether federu-
tion will do them good or not.

How. A. P. MATHESON : People are
asking to vote, and it is for that he is
going toappeal to their reason. In addi-
taon, he objects to federation because the
markets will be fiooded. But what does
that amount to? That amounts to the
old story of the producer and the con-
sumer. Nothing can be more welcome to
every consumer in this colony than te
hiwve the products cheapened, and the
result of federation will be to cheapen
them, which the hon. member clearly
recognises, as shown by his own utter-
ances.

Hon. F. WaircouBe: It would ruin
farming..

Hox. A. P. MATHESON : That is the
reason he refuses to submit the Bill to the
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people. He is afraid that produce will
be cheapened. He says that the market
will be flopded and that prices will come
down,

How. F. T. CrownEr: So will wages.

How. A, P. MATHESON : There is
nothing whatever to prove that wages
will come down. Witness after witness,
even on the hon member's own side, were
obliged to admit that wages wonld not
materially come down ; and in support of
my statement I can refer hon. members
to the report of the Joint Committee. A
number of witnesses, it is true, said that
wages would be reduced; but an equal
number of anti-federalists sald wages
would not, though these latter witnesses
would have willingly given other testi-
mony if they could, mm honour, have done
s0.
Hov. . T. Crowber: It is the
experience of the world that wages come
down, under the circumatances.

Hox. A. P. MATHESQON: The
experience of the world is that wages are
goimg up, and Mr. Crowder, with his
world-wide knowledge, is a bif astray.

Hox. F.T. Crownir: Wages go down
where living is cheap.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON: If that be
80, then L suppose living has a tendency
to get dearer; but I am not prepared to
argue that point. All I can say is that
throughout the world, wages have a ten-
dency to rise.

Hon. F. T. CrownEr: I am glad to
hear it, because I may want a billet soon.

How. A. P. MATHESON: The hon.
member may have some diffieulty in
getting one. Mr. Lukin, like all the
other gentlemen who have spoken, was
straightforward when he said he was
opposed to the Bill being submitted to
the people because the people were dis-
affected aund the measure would probably
Le carried. Fancy how wrong things
must be in the colony, when an hon.
member can get up and say, © We must
not refer this matter to the people because
they are disaffected.” Disaffected to
whom? Disaffected to Parliament? Is-
that what the hon. member means?
Because that is the ounly reason he
gives to justify his action. If the
people are disaffected to Parliament
1t shows that Parliament no longer enjoy
the confidence of the people ; and rightly .
so. Even Mr. Burges was obliged to
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admit that injustice is being done to a
very large body of people in the colony,
through the new Electoral Bill, and he
twitted hon. members, federalists amongst
them, for having negatived a proposal to
increase the number of representatives in
this House. TIs it surprising that people
are disaffected in such a case ¥

How. R. G. Burers: Federation will
not alter that.

How. A. P. MATHESON : Federation
is not going to alter that, but Mr. Lukin
gave the disaffection of the people as a
reason why he was inclined to vote against
the motion. He suggested that the people
would vote in favour of the Bill in order
to revenge thepmselves; but he did not
use those exact words, and T am open to
correction.

Hon. H. Lugin: My argument was
that the disaffection of a section of the
community was a reason why we should
not abrogate our functions, as an Upper
House, of deciding this matter.

How. A, P. MATHESON: That is
practically what I said.

How. ¥. WHITCOMBE :
said was quite different.

Hox. A. P. MATHESON : Mr. Lukin
said that the disaffection was a good
reagon why the Bill should not be remitted
to the people.

Hox. H. Lorrv: T said that was a
reason why we should not abrogate our
function.

Hor. A.P.MATHESON : Our function
of stopping the majority from expressing
their views? That is a function Mr,
Lukin aiud other gentlemen take on
themselves, with the vbject of muzzling
the majority of the people of the colony.

Hon. F. WaHircomBe: It is the -
function of acting constitutionally, and
not otherwise. Give us a reason why we
should depart from constitutional practice.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON: Exception
has been taken to the people who signed
the petition with 23,000 signaturcs.

Hon. F. T. Crowner: Quite right too.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : Of course
Mr. Crowder says “quite right too.” We
understand him, and ave prepared for
that opinion; but it is well recoguised
by everybody, except Mr. Crowder, that
every citizen of any British colony has a
right to petition Parliament. Nobody
limits the right to petition Parliament Lo
the few favoured people whom the small

No; what you
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clique at the coast huve entrusted with
votes, because that would be reducing to
a farce the right of petitioning Parlia-
ment.
ment is open to every British citizen in
every British colony, nud more than that,
the right of petitioning the Imperial Par.
linment belouys to every British citizen.
Do not let uny hon. member suppose that
0 person who comes to this colonv and
becomes o Western Australian, as I have
done, loses bhis right to petition 1the
Imperial Parliament, because that right
remains open to every man so lony
as he lives and remains a British citizen.
I have no doubt that Mr. Crowder will
say that lecause I am not living in
England I bhave no right to petition the
British Parliament; the argument is the
same.

Hox. R. G. Buraes: Not after federa-
tion.

Hown. A. P. MATHESON : I will with-
draw the expression if it be Parliamentary,
but really it is too ludicrous for Mr.
Burges to say that after federation a
British subject in the colony will lose his
right-to petition the Imperial Parliament,
and it only shows how utterly ignorant
that member is of the axioms of federation.

How. F. Wartcomse: The hon. mem.
ber has no right to sign the petition three
times.

How. A.P. MATHESON : I did not
sign the petition three times.

Hown. F. WHiTcoMBE : Some people
did.

Hown. A. P. MATHESON : T have only
lieard of one member of another place
who signed the petition more thun once.
Bui, taking Mr. Haynes’s suggestion,
suppose we knock off 3,000 names, or,
sy, 10 per cent., for duplicate signatures,
that leaves 20,000 genuine signatures,
und nobody is prepared to assert that in
a petition of this sort it is possible to
prevent duplication.  People sign more
than once for fun, or for mischief, or
friends of hon. members, who are unti-
federulists, may do it for spite.

Hon. R. G. Burces: No hon. member
would do that.

[28 NoveEmBER, 1899.]

The right of pefitioning Parlia- -

Hon. A, P. MATHESON : I do not -

sugpest any lhon. member would, but I
say their friends may do su, simply to be
able to go lo, say, Mr. Dempster and
point out that a persen has signed four
or five times. The fact remains thal by
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this petition 23,000 citizens, more or less,
of this State desire to express their views
in the same way as have the people in
the rest of Australia. If the process of
voting by referendum has been found
acceptable to the older colonies, I abso-
Tutely fail to see why the constitutional
practice of Great Britain shonld be raised
us an wrgument against the process in
this colony. Mr. Richardson objects to
federation because the people in the North
would net approve of it; but I do not
propose to dwell on that aspect of the
case.

Honw. J. E. Ricnawpson : Federation
would wipe the North out.

Hoxn. A. P. MATHESON : If so, it
would wipe out 171 electors.

Hox. J. E. Ricuarpson: I do not
menn the electors : I say federation would
wipe out the north country.

Hon, A. P. MATHESON : 1 fail to
see how federation iz going to wipe out
the north countrr. I fail to see why
anybody should leave the Northern
digtrict because of federation through-
out Australia. These are rash statements
people make, who wish to prejudice the
case, but they do not adduce one single
word of evidence in support. Is it to be
supposed the pearl fisheries will dwindle,
the pearl oyster cease to form, or people
desist gathering the oyster, because of
federation ?

Hox. B. G. Burers: Pearl fisheries
vonfer no votes. .

How. A. P. MATHESON: But peurl
fishing is the industry of the North.

Hon. K. G. Burces: No, no.

How. C. E. DempsTER: There ure the
goldfields.

How, A, P. MATHESON: Sandal-
wood gathering is another industry of the
North, but will that product cease to be
exported on account of federntion? The
long and short of the matter is that every
member who has spoken to-night has
been actuated by self-interest in one
direction or another.

Hox. J. E. RicHarvson : What about
the other side?

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : I refer to
everv member who has spoken, and I do
not wish to except myself.

How. H. Luxgix: Give us credit for a
little more than self-interest.

How. A. P. MATHESON: I do not
think T can refer the attitude of hon,
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members to more than self.interest,

[COUNCIL.]

Bank Holidays Bill.

Second question—that the words of

because, after all, hon members have | the amendment be inserted, namely,

simply expressed individual opinions, and

1 express mine in exactly the same way.

I believe federation is going to Dbenefit
Perth, benefit Fremantle, benefit the gold-
fields, and benefit the whole colony.
That is my belief, and for that reason I
udvocate this Bill being referred to the
people, and I further believe that there
will be a majority, indeed that there is a

majority of the electors in the colony °

who desire federation.
Hoxr. F. Warrcomse: You are wrong.
How. A. P. MATHESON : Gentlemen
on the other side equally believe that
federation is going to kill the colony.
They are all mterested in the colony, and
very naturally take what steps they can

“That at the present juncture it is not
desirable to submit the question of federa-
tion to the electors of the colony "—
stated by the PrEstpExNT:
On motion by Hon. J. W. HaoxeTT,
geha.te adjourned until the next Wednes-
ay.

BANK HOLIDAYS AMENDMENT BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.
Consideration resumed from previous
sitting.
New Clause :
How. 8. J. HAYNES (in charge of

" the Bill) moved that the following be

to prevent what is, from their pownt of -

view, an vndesirable termination to their
existence. Under federation they all
expect to die in the workhouse, if their
utterances are to be believed, or that
they will have to quit the conntry.

How, F. WrHircomBE: They will ship
at a shilling & month and get out.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON: That is
the view which the hon. member takes
of federation, and other hon. members
who have spoken on the subject are
tarred with the same brush, only some
believe federation will be to their advan-
tage, while others believe it will be to
their loss. T can only say I hope the
House will not be so Toolish as to give
any support, or at least the support of
the majority, to Mr. Whitcombe.

Question——that the words proposed to
be omitted stand part of the motion—
put, and a division taken with the follow-
ing result :—

Ayes e 4
Noes . .. 13
Majority against ... .. 9
AYES. Noks.
Hon, F. T, Crowder Hon. R. G. Burges
Hon. 8, J, Haynes Hon. G, E, Dempster
Houn. A. P. Matheson Hon. J. W. Hackett
Hon, A. Briggs (Teller). | Hon. W. T, Loton
Hon. H. Luki
Hon. E. McLarty
Hon. G. Randell
Hon. J. E. Richardson
Hon. H. J. Saunders
Hon. W. Spencer
Hou. F. M. Stone
Hon. F. Whitcombe
Hon. C, A, Piesse (Tcller}),

First question thus negatived, and the
words struck out.

added, to stand as Clause2: * The words
“Whit Monday,” contained in the schedule
of The Bank Holidays Act, 1884, are
hereby repealed.”

Clause put and passed.

Schedule —agreed to.

Preamble and title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendment, and the
report adopted.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 9-40 o'clock
until the next Tuesday.



