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ma, except such matters as must be dealt
with before Christmas. After that, it will
be for the House to indicate to what date
it wishes to adjourn.

question put and passed.

House adjoeirsud tit 3.3 p.m.

legislative Esemblip,
Tuesday, 10fF. December, 1921.
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The SPEAKE.R took the Chair at 4.30
pam., and read prayers.

MOTION-WANT O1F CONFIDENCE
IN THE COVER'NMENT.

Waroona-Lake Clifton Railway.

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [4.32]: 1
mhove-

That, in the opinion of this House, the
Ministers in the present Government who
participated in the formation and comple-
tin, of the contract to build and purchase
the Waroona-Lake Clifton railway without
the authority of Parliament, and in de-
flauce of a resolution passed by the As-
semibly as to the order of building railway
lineq in the State, are deserving of the
utmost censure; and the Government who
have known all the facts in connection
with the said contract and withhld them
from the knowledge of the House and the
people, have forfeited the confidence of
the Assembly.

I ant sorry that this motion should in any
wqv interfere with arrangements that boa.
membniers may have made regarding their
movements during the Christmas holidays.
We all had hoped that we should have been
able to continue our comparatively peaceful
progress through the legislative programme
hefore the House, which would] have enabled
us to close the session before Christmas.
However, I want to say at once that the
members of the Opposition disclaimt any re-
sponsibility whatsoever for any interruption
that may be taking place. Owing to circum-

stances which were divulged by the Premier
on Thursday evening last, during the course
of his speech in introducing the Loan Esti-
mates, a condition of things was revealed
which members of the Opposition felt it was
their imperative duty to take notice of. Not-
withstanding any inconvenience that may be
caused, and notwithstanding the fact that it
probably means returning to our labours,
after the holidays, I feel that I am only
acting in the best interests of the country in
submitting the motion which atands in my
name on the Notice Paper. Circumstances
connected with the special lease of Lake
Clifton will be well within the knowledge
of those members who occupied seats in this
Chamber during the last Parliament. In
1916 a Bill was introduced and passed
through Parliament. That measure provided
for a special lease being granted in respect
of the Lake Clifton area, comprising some
4,200 acres. The object was to enable the
concessionaire to work the lease and obtain
for commercial purposes the lime which was
known to exist at the bottom of the lake.
Vndle that lease, also, power was conferred
upon the concessionaire, or upon any person
to whom he might assign his lease, to con-
struct a railway. I do not contend that the
,action of the Lefroy Governnment in pur-
chasing that railway was in any way illegal.
We know that tinder Section 13 of the Act
power was conferred upon the Government
of the day, or their heirs and successors, t@
purchase the railway. Thus, I am not con-
tending that anything unconstitutional,
illegal, or contrary to the laws of the land
was done. What I do say, however, is that,
while the Government were within their rights
in purchasing the railway without Parin-
mentary authority, they were morally wrong
in doing so. That is an aspect of the ques-
tion, to which I propose to return later. I
have no doubt, knowing as I do that there
has been a great demand for the tile dealing
with this particular matter since the tabling
of the papers on Thursday last, that it has
been impossible for perhaps the majority of
hon. members to have an opportunity of
perusing that documnent. I have made ex-
tracts from the file which commend them-
selves to my judgment, and which I believe
to be essential to arriving at a proper un-
derstanding as to the facts. I purpose at
this stage to read extracts from the file in
order that those hon. members who are not
acquainted with the contents of the file may
be in possession of the details and thus be
.able to come to a conclusion on the facts dis-
closed. It is known to all that the Lefroy
Government decided to purchase the railway.
Negotiations regarding the purchase senm to-
have been opened uip early in 1918. We find
that the file opens with a letter from the
chairman of the Council of Industrial De-
velopment-I understand Mr. C. S. Nathan
was the gentleman-to the Minister for In-
dustries. The extract I shall read is to be
found on page I of file 99/19, and is dated
5th'September, 1918. The extract refers to.
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the purchase presumably and reads as fol-
lows: -

When over here on his preliminary trip
hie-

The "'lie"' referred to is Air. Oakden, the
manager of the Sydney company, of which
the local company is ant offshoot-

appears to have negotiated successfully
with the Premier, the Minister for Works,
and the Minister for Railways.

That extract is somewhat ambiguous, for we
are left in doubt as to what Mr. Oakden
appeared to'have successfully negotiated. We
do not know what that refers to. On p'age
6, and under date 24th September, 1918,
there is a mninute front the 'Minister for In-
dustries to the Minister for Railways. In
ecarefully examining this file, I have been
astonished at the part played by the gentle-
'nan who then held the portfolo of Minis-
ter for Industries. Eight throughout the file,
the correspondence from the Sydney com-
fairy, and from the local compqany, and, in
fact, throughout the whole transaction from
beginning to end, instead of being addressed,
as it should have been., in most instances to
the Premier, and in other eases to the 'Minis-
ter for Works onl matters relating purely to
the Works Department, was directed to Mr.
Robinson as Minister for Industries. M.fr.
Robinson then forwarded the correspondence,
as the circumstances required, to the Premier
or the 'Minister for Works, or the 'Minister
for Railways, usually with instructions to
those Ministers to perform certain things.

The Miniater fur Works,: [Istructions.
Ron. P. COLLIER: Yes, to the Minister

for Works himself. I do not know whether
he acted upon those instructions, but in more
than one instance the Minister for Industries
gave instructions to the Minister for Works
regarding matters purely irelating to the ad-
ministration of the Works Departiient.

The 'Minister for Works: 1 do not know
,Lf those instances. The Minister expressed
opinions but dlid not give nie instructions.
No nin tan give mne instructions except the
Premier.

lion. P. COLLIER: I know that the MNinis-
ter for Works is a strong man sometimes,
but lie dlid not display that strength
which lie desircs us to believe hie is
possessed of, throughout the negotiations in
connection with this matter. The Mlinister
for Industries wrote to the 'Minister for
Railways onl thle 24th September, 1918, re-
garding another matter and the following
,etrac~t is taken from that communication:-

I asked you and the 'Minister for Works
to mneet M.%r. Oakden at Parliament House,
and it was suggested that, as a large
quantity of limte, soumething like 30,000
tons per ainal, "'as to be conveyed over
the. Government line, a special price might
be quoted.

Hon. members should note that that minute
was to the Minister for Railways. On page
11 of the file, under dlate the 26th Septein-

her, 1018, there is a copy of a inunte from
the Commnissioner of Railways to Mr. Hud-
son1, wrho was then 21iuister for Railways. I
would like halt. imnmbers to follow this
minute because they will find it very iiistruc-
if.ve In the light of other iinutes;o oiliter
tiles conlcernig the admiinis.tration of the
Railway Departmeint. This is a' minute
froit 2ir. Short anti[ it stands out in striking
cuoitiast with iniutes despatched by- the
priesent Comm~nissioner, Mr. Pope. Mr. Short's
infiite was as follows: -

With ieferene to tile a Itathied mnemo.
Oi, the 12th iast., at your request, I1 tiet
Air. F-. Oakilen, general maanager of the
New South Walles Cement, Lime and Coal
Company' Ltd., Sydniey, a,4 I d kussed with
hilli thle rates onl coal from, Collie and on
lime.! Ipointed out to liii thant we were
conveying thle local coal at less than, cost,
and thnt it wyould he fimpossible for tine to
agree to any reduction on, tilt existing rate.
I also advised hlti that tim rate fori lime
"as class -N," which is practically our
lowest rate. In, the afteinoon of tigi-'samne
dany, subsequent to illy seeing 21 r. Oakdea,
you asked tip if I hla fixe., ill, alnything
With him i. I explain ed to you the par-

-ticulars of tile discussion we~ had tail and
tint I understood front Mr. Oakden that
aI private line "-as to he -onstructed to
Lake Clifton, and .t advised you that I
should he glad to have particulars of any
agreetment that had been mnade, so tltat T
could know whether wre were to run on
thle line, or whether our "-agolms only, the
eomnaiy to take delive-v of theml tin our
'nail, line. )'oi Inrotised to gi't- lilt' thIs
informtation oni thle foillowi ng mtrin' g.
At 10.30 anm. thle next lay- you telephoted]
to know if I could mieet Mr. Oahkden; the
secretaryi advisedi con that I could see Ilina,,
hult thait I "-as' waiting for, particuldars
front v on. 'sit Oakden duly called and
gave 'ie to unoderstanod that the position
Was as follows, viz.: That thle company
desired to start cement works at Bors-
wood [sland. Thte distance froit Lake
Cliftoit to our South-West mraitn line
was nipt-oxinately as follows:- to War-
canl, 14' m iles; Coolup, 12 miles: Pin-
jarra, 1.5 miles. That he n-as not prepared
to find money to coitstruct this lin6i, but
bad arrangeci with thle ljovernnment that
hle was to construct thle line under the
supervision of thle Engineer-in-('hief, and
that the G overnmtenit wolill then take it
over and hard it to thle Working Railways,
or in other words, on the coiitpletion of the
road it would be at Government line. The
question of rates was theni discussed, and
he agreed that he Could SnIpiv LIN w-ith
full train, loads if necessary, or any telt-
nage that we 'night desire; that it would
take 2 tons Of lime to itake 1 tot. of
cement, and that hie anticipated hiv~ing to
utilise 30,000 tons of limte luring the year,
quite outside of at least a sinmilar quanm-
tity which would be requii-ed fur autricul-
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tural use as manure, and 10,000 tons of
coal fromn Collie. I replied that if the
conditions as be stated them were con-
firmed by the Government, I would be
quite prepared, in order to encourage the
industry, to recommnend the lowest rate
possible under the circumstances, but that
he must distinctly understand that, in con-
sequence of our small population, the pro-
portion of our high-class goods to low-class
goods was much lower than in the Eastern
States, and that hie could not, therefore, ex-
pect simtilar conditions to apply here as
in the Eastern States. I have gone very
carefully into the matter, and, in order to
encourage the industry, I am prepared-
provided the heavy rails are used-

That is an all-important proviso.
to recommend a special rate of %d. per
ton per mile for the carriage of the lime
from Lake Clifton to Burswood, Pluts a
shunting charge, of '2s. and 49. at the
latter place, provided that the trucks are
loaded to their carrying capacity, and that
a minimum number of trucks to suit the
department's convenience should be avail-
able for transit, as it would not pay to
run out to Lake Clifton for one or two
trucks. Unless the heavy rails are used, I
cannot recommend any reduction in the
existing rates unless the junction is
made at Pinjarra-Dwarda light rail en-
gine could be utilised to work this
spur line, for if light rails are used a light
rail engine would have to run empty either
fromt Perth or Pinjarra to Waroona, As
an alternative, if heavy rails cannot be
supplied, then tbe only way in which I
could rcomeneid a reduction would he
that the junction should be at Pinjarra
so that the Pinjarra-Dwarda engines could
be used. It will be necessary for the coin-
pany to supply their own sheets for cover-
ing the lime, and we will return them
free, I could not agree to supply sheets,
for a large number of both sheets and
wagons are damaged from time to time in
connection with the carriage of limo over
our own line. Sheets are also practically
unprocurable at the present time, and if
they can be obtained, it is only at very
high cost.

The then Commissioner of Railways, Mr.
Short, was prepared to quote a special rate
for the carriage of lime, namely three farth-
lags per ton per mile. The ordinary rate for
lime "'as the "'Al rate, which was slightly
over Id. per ton per mile, notwithstanding
which the Commissioner was prepared to
offer a special rate of three farthings per
ton per mile, a very considerable concession.

The Minister for Works: What is the date
of that?

Hion. P. COLLIER: It is 24th September,
1918. The next minute, dated 1st October,
1918, is from the Minister for Railways to
'the Premier, as follows-

Lake Clifton. In paragraphs 2 and 3 of
the attached minute froma the Commis-

siner of Railways it will be seen that the
representative of the comipany which has
ncquired this concession states that it has
been arranged by the Government to take
ov-er this line on its completion by the
company. The representativ-e states that
the arrangement was made by yourself
and the Colonial Treasurer when you were
in Sydney early this year. If the state-
ment he correct, please let me have par-
ticulars of the arrangements made, so that
I may be iu a position to deal with the
Commissioner 's minute.

On the 5th October, 1918, the Premier wrote
this minute to the Minister for Railways-

Mr. Oakden called on the Treasurer and
myself in Sydney and made representation
in regard to the Government taking over
this loop line on completion. No definite
undertaking was given, but the proposal
appealed to us at the time as being in the
best interests of the State, if required
conditions were carried out, and Mr. Oak-
den was told that he should put up his
proposal for the consideration of the Gov-
ernment.

From that minute it would appear that the
matter of the Government purchasing the
line was first broached to the then Pre-
nimer and the Colonial Treasurer, Mr. Gar-
diner, in Sydney, in May, 1918. The next
is a lettergrarn from the Minister for In-
dustries to Mr. Oakden, dated 16th. Octo-
ber, 1918. In the light of subsequent
events, it is one of the most importat
documents on the file. It reads as fol4
lows: -

Conferred with 'Mr. Law. Railways are
willing to quote reduced price carriage
lime provided they can use their main
tine engine from Waroona to Clifton.
This can only be done if 601~b. rails are
used. On other hand, if line runs
Clifton to Pinjarra, then light rail en-
gine from Pinjarra-flwarcla line can be
used for this spur line work, wbeq4
lighter rails could be used. The diSR-
culty is, if you desire alter -route to Pin-
jarra to secure lighter rails it means ap-
plying to Parliament alter concession,
which I think highly objectionable.
Ron. T. Walker; Who is that?
Hon. P. COLLIER: That is fromt Mr.

Robinson to the managing director of the
Portland Cement Company, ,Sydney, on the
16t May, 1918. It continues-

I note you stated to Commissioner Rail-
ways that you wore to construct line un-
der Government supervision, whoa Gov-
ernment would take it over. I find -your
letter Government's reply does not
amount to any definite understanding.
If you wish this followed up, then put
f orward definite proposition for coosidera.
tion of Government,

lie ad-vises 'Mr. Qakden at this stage that
there is no definite proposition he fore the
Government for the purchase of the line

2490



[20 DiEcnion, 1921.J 2491

and that if he desires the Government to
take it over he is to make a definite pro-
position in writing. Then follow three
wires from Mr. Robinson to Mr. Oakden
in regard to rails, a matter one would have
thought entirely within the province of the
Minister for Works. It shows that through-
out the proceedings the matter was handled
by 'Mr. Robinson. On 8th October, 1918,
Mr. Oakden writes to 'Mr. Robinson-

Your opinion, which was also clearly
given to me by other members of the Cab-
inet, namely, that it was highly objection-
able to apply to Parliament to alter the
concession in any way -....- Another point
raised in your wire of the 17th inst. is with
reference to my statement to the Coznnis-
sinner of Railways that we were to con-
struct the line to the satisfaction of the
Engineer-in-Chief, finding the necessary
capital and carrying out the work which
when completed -would be taken over by
the Government. This has been an ex-
pressed covenant and really formed the
basis of this company's foundation recog-
nising that until the company was regis-
tered, no formal agreement would be en-
tered into. The matter was first consid-
ered in conference with the Premier on his
visit to Sydney. It was then taken up by
letter as referred to in my wire and on
several occasions it was discussed and fur-
ther agreed to in a letter written on the

1St May signed by U.S. of Lands.
There is to be seen running through the
whole of it the determination that, no matter
what agreement might be arrived at in re-
gard to the purchase, of the line, Parliament
itself should not be consulted. It was essen-
tial that the mtatter should be withheld from
any power which Parliament might exercise.
Mr. Oakden, in his letter, states that it was
the opinion given to him by several other
Ministers as well, that it was highly objec-
tionable to apply to Parliament to alter the
concession in any way. Thea we have a
letter from Air. Oakden at Sydney to the
Premier in Perth, dated the 18th May, 1918,
as follows:-

A review of the proposition shows that
a branch railway must be built to enable
the valuable deposit to be brought to a
market. The cost of this railway is esti-
mated at approximately £80,000. At the
outset it must be conceded that to lock up
so much capital of the proposedi undertak-
ing would seriously handicap the company,
and since your Government cannot enter-
tamn building the line, I repeat the offer
made -verbally, namely, that this company
provides the necessary capital, builds the
line, and upon completion to the satisfac-
tion of your Engineer-in-Chief, the same
be handed over to the Western Australian
Government in exchange for a debenture
deed for the actual amount expended bear-
ing interest at 51 A per cent, free from tax-
ation, the deed to have a currency of, say,
20 years--------. .My reference to the fore-
going is not intended to suggest for one

moment that the Government wish to vary
or depart from the terms already given,
namely, that when the work is completed
and both linme and cement works are in
operation the railway line will be taken
over by the Government and payment made
by Government debentures at 5 K.g per cent.
This matter, I take it, will be dealt with
when the local board of directors is ap-
pointed. We fully recognise that although
the capital will be subscribed in this State,
the control and conduct of the business
roust be governed in Western Australia.

In that letter the company estimates that
the line will cost £30,000. We shall find out
later what it actually did cost. Then we
have this letter of the 3St 'May, 1918, from
the Under Secretary of Lands to Mr. . H.
Johnson, of the West Australian Club,
Perth. It is an all-important letter, for
upon it so much turns in regard to the
Cabinet decision in the following January.

Hon,. W. C. Angwin: Mr. Johnson then
held the lease.

Ron. P. COLLIER: Yes, he had not then
assigned it to the company; in fact, the com-
pany had not been registered. Mr. S. H.
Johnson, the original concessionaire, then
held the lease, but subsequently assigned it
to the company. This is the important letter
from the Under Secretary of Lands, referred
to so much later on-

In reply to the recent correspondence ad-
dressed by you to the Premier with regard
to the Lake Clifton agreement, I have the
honour by direction to inform you that the
agreement cannot ho varied without the
authority of Parliament, which will be
meeting in about two months' time. The
Government is anxious to facilitate opera-
tions and is willing to submit an amending
Hill to Parliament, providing that you and
the Government can agree upon amend-
ments likely to be acceptable to the House.
With regard to your proposal that your
company should build the line and that the
Government should take it over at cost in
exchange for debentures bearing interest
at W_ per cent., the Government feel that
this proposal could not be entertained un-
less it had the assurance that work would
he in actual operation, thus providing
traffic for the railway. Consequently, it is
suggao ed that you amend your offer to
provide that the railway to be built by you
be taken over by the Government on terms
you suggest after the necessary plant and
machinery for the lime and cement works
have been actually established as a going
concern, thus securing traffic for the rail-
way. If this suggestion meets with your
approval, steps can be taken to prepare
an agreement to form the basis of the
amending Dill to be submitted to Parlia-
ment early in the coming session.

That is an important letter, having regard
to what subsequently transpired. It was
soot in May, 1918. 1

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Yet only five months
before then, the Attorney General said it
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"as highly objectionable to plave it before
parliam~ent.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, five nmonthis
earlier the Attorney General realised, and
other 'Ministers also realised, that it would
hie highly objectionable to approach Partin-
aet. M.\r. .Johntson replies, inquiring whevther

the Fnder Meerottry 's letter conveys the de-
lision of Cabinet; and the Under Secretary-
replied to hint oil the 22nd stating that his
letter correctly s10t forth the decision of
Cabinet. So it wodld apIl-ear tllat in Ma 'y of
1918 C ab~inet hadi it) mind that aniy agre-
nvent entered intow~ith the concessionaire or
the holder of the lease should be suhject to
r-atification by a Bill presented to Parlia-
ment. Onl thme 19th Mn'-, 191S, the Minister
for Industries wrote to Mr. Oalcden, the Glee-
oral Manager in Sydney, as follows:-

I beg to confirm illy lettergrami des-
patched oil the '.)ti inst.. wvhich reads as
follows:- -'Referring to mecent correspon-
dence and telegrams, I am directed to say
that the Government is prepared to accept
4.31b. rails for 'he Waroona-Lake Clifton
line (stop).- And during the establish.
inent of the industry to carry the line sub-
ject to regulations at a three farthings per
mile rate, provided full train loads to the
.satisfaction of Commnissioner of Railways
are required to be hauled and that the
total line tonnage carried does not fall
below 2.5,000 tons per annuml (stop). In
terms of the Under Secretary for Lands'
letter, the Government awaits an applica-
tion in writiug from your company setting
out precisely its proposal.''

'We find here that the Government have given
way' . There are onl the file many pages deal-
ing with the question of 601b. rails versus
-nlb. i-ails. We know, as I have shown, that
the rate quoted by thle Commissioner of Rail-
wavs was the low mate of three farthings per
toni per miile, b~ut wals subject to two condi-
tiots, either that Cellb, rails be used, or that
time line should junction at Finjarra and not
at Waroona. We find that the Governmnt
have now ignloredi both those conditions and,
so far as I have het-n able to ascertain, with-
out the consevnt or approvaI of the Conais-
sioner. The Goverllncent havye decided to ac-
cept 451b. rails istead of 601b. rails, and
have reduced the quantity stipulated by the
Comnmissioner from 30,0011 tons to 2.5,000
tons per anniual. Andl that, wvithout the
authority of the ('onini,-sioner of Railways,
who stated in his minute that the low rate
n-as subject to heavy rails being used. So
in this instancee, as in every other instance on
the file, whmerever the dlesires of the company
were in conflict with the views of the Gay-
erntnent, or of anly of the officials of the
Government, the State andl the Government
yielded every tinme, anid the desires and
wishes of the colImiany were conceded inl
every instance Tfis is a wire from the then
Minister for Railways, who was in Kalgoor-
lie at the time, to the 'Minister for Indus-
tries in Perth, oil the 16th November, 1918.

Hin. Wv. C. Angwin: Two days beforc the
other one.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The lettergram to
Sydney informling the company that the Gov-
vrment acceptedl the 411b. rails qnd the
smaller quantity' of freighlt was sent onl the
114thi. Two dayvs prior to that, nainely, on the
16th. the Minlister for Railways wired front
Kalmzunrlie to the 'Minister for Inlustries in
Perth, stating that in view of the eotnmcis-
sion r 's report and Parliamntaryv approval
of the concession, hie was not disposed tar-
ourald lv to any' reduction of freight.

The Minister for Works: And did they
reduce the freight'

]fail1. P. ('OLLIER: Does not the Minis-
ter know that they reduced it?

The 'Minister for Works: I asked you if
they did.

lon. P. COLLIER: The then Minister for
Railways was not disposed favourably to any
reduction of freight. We know that subse-
quently the Government entered into gat,
agreement with the company at the special
rate of three farthings a ile.

The 'Minister for Agriculture : Onl a cer-
tain tonnage.

Hion. P. COLLIER: Yes, but even with
that tonnage, the 'Minister for Railways on
the 16th opposed anly reduction of freight.
Cabinet, however, decided that the reduced
freight should be granted, and also that the
lighter rails should be used. Mr. Robinson,
the 'Minister for Industries, replied to that
wire on the 18th as follows:-

Lsettergramn embodying Cabinet decision
including reduction was despatched Friday
night.

So the protest of the 'Minister for Railways
tarried no weight with Cabinet at the time.

Mr. Troy: And the Commissioner's re-
commendation had no weight with then,
either.

Roil. W.. C. Angwin: The Minister age-
knowledged the protest twoe dlays before the
wire w~as seat.

lion. P'. COLLIER: And all that the Min-
ister for Railway' s could get in reply to his
protest was a curt intimaition that it tele-
grant had been despatchedl to Sydney inti-
mating that Cabinet had agreed to a IrhIuc.
tion of freight. On the 26th Novembher, 191S,
the Australian Portland Cement Company
Ltd. wrote front Sydney to the Preinier, as
follows:-

T am directed by mly board to ob~tain
a definite agreement from your Covern-
mnent whereby you undertake to take over
the railway we propose to construet be-
tween Waroona pand Lake Clifton in
terms of the negotiations aud promises
verbally aud by letter. For your -onven-
ienece I beg to refer you to my letter of the
18th Msay and a reply by the Undler Seere-
tary for Lands, 31st May making the fol-
low ing proposal- 1y

I need not read that. The letter of the
Under Secretary for Lands dated the 31st
May, is quoted, which letter I have already
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read. This letter stated that the Govern-
ment were prepared to take over the rail-
way anl if his suggestion met with at).
proval, steps could be taken to prepare an
agreenment to form the basis of an amend-
lng Bill to be submitted to Parliament. Then
the tile contains many wires anti comntia-
c-ations from the Minister for Industries
to Elder Shenton & ('o. regarding the price
of rails. The portfolio of the Minister for
Industries seems to have been all-embracing.
No matter what aspect of the question was
being dealt with, no matter whether it was
a question of public works or otherwise, it
al caime under the Minister for Industries.
Throughout thle whole of this file, which is
somle eight inches high, there are not half a
dozen conmmunications over the signature of
thle Premier of the day. The moving spirit in
all the transactions seemed to b~e the then
Minister for Industries, and apparently hie
was able to get the consent of his colleagues
on the ail-important features of the contract.

Ron. W. C. Augwiu: I do not know what
was wrong with, the Minister for Works. Tt
is not like Iin,.

The Mfinister for Works: I will tell you
later on.

Ron. P. COLLIER: On the Oth Dccii-
ber, 1918. the Minister for Railways sent a
minute to the 'Minister for Industries stat-
ing that lie hadl arranged for insipection of
rails from the firewood company at Kur-
ramia and asking advice and particulars re-
garding price andl position in this matter;
and oii the 13th December, a mnute was
sent froin th- Attorne., Geuerul to the M]'U-
ister for Works asking the advice of himself
ad the Engineer-in-Chief regarding the
matter referred to by the Minister for Rail-
ways. The matter of inspecting the ralla
was one entirely for the Works Department,
but the Minister for Railways sent the
nminute to the Minister for Industries, who
asked the Minister for Works practically
to get on with tile work. The 'Minister for
Induistries went' to Albany, probably for the
Christim holidays, andi on the 2nd Jarni-
ar ' , 1919, he wired to Mr. Moore, Secretary
to the Minister for Industries, as follows:-

Please hand my file lime cement works
Solicitor General prepare agreement. Send
me file and draft agreement when ready.
Please expedite.

On the 7th Tannar'- the Minister for Indus-
tries forwarded the draft agreement to
the Premiier in Cabinet with the following
minute:-

- Agreement herewith for approval.I
have added a new paragraph 12 referring
to approval of Parliament; otherwise it
is mn order.

The Solicitor General put up a draft agee-
ment which contained 11 clauses, ad the
Attorney General, M.r. Robinson, added one
clause in his own handwriting and numbered
it 12. He further wrrote:-

I suggest anl agreement for purchase
with Minister for Works antt a second
agreement as between the Railways Corn-
misioner Bad the coimpany relating to
freights--two agreements.

On the 9th January the Premier minutedt the
file back to the Attorney General thus:-

Redraft agreement and submit it for
approval. HIB.L.

It is most significant that everything onl this
page is in the handwriting of the then At-
torney General. Mr. Robinson put uip a
minute to the Premier suggesting certain
things, and lie put uip in his own handwrit-
ing, a r-eply, purporting to comie from the
Premier, to his own request. He not only
put up) the queryv to the I'rei.,ier. but lie
a lso put tip the answer in his own han dwri t-
Ing.-

Mr. Troy: And the Pi-emier signed it.

Hfon. P. COLLIER: The Premier replied,
''Re-draft agreement and suhmit it for ap-
proval."' The Premier should have added,
''Your very humible and obedient servat.''
Paragragh 12 of thme draft agreement whirl,
the 'Minister himself added reads:-

This agreemnit is made subject to the
alpiroval of Parliament of appropriation
of funds.

We have there, on the 7th January, a sugges-
tion by Mr. Robinson himself that the agi-ee-
ment should be subject to the upproval of
P-arliam~ent of appropriation of funds. we
shall see what happened to that suggestion
within the next succeeding week or two. Thle
Solicitor General who drafted the agree-
mient, scat a minute to thle Attorney General
onl the 13th January, 1919, in which lie
said:-

Mr. Oakden, the Geineral Manager of
the Company, has stated if the completion
of the purchase is subject to Parliamientary
approval so that any eleni'nt of doubt re-
mains as to vlhethecr the line would in
fact be purchased by' the Governmient, his
company would be unwilling to proceed
any further with the business, as it is a
sine qua non that the company should not
assume the permanent respoiiqihilitv Of
constructing, owning andt working the rail-
way. The within draft does not conitain
any proviso that the purchase is subject to
the appropriation of funds by' Parliament.

There can be, no mistaking that minute by
the Solicitor General on the 1.1th Janarv,
in which he directed the attention of thle
Attorney General to thle fact that Mr.
Oakden told hint if there was to
be an element of doubt involved iii
getting the approval of Parliamient, he was
not prepared to go any further. The Solici-
tor General further directed the Attorney
General's attention to the fact that the then
agreement did not contain any proviso for
the appropriation of funds by Parliament.
That was on the 13th Jannary. I do not
know what happened in Cabinet. It will be
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for Ministers to say whether that minute by
the Solicitor General was brought under their
notice. On the 13th also, the Solicitor Gen-
eral put up a minute to Mr. Hampton, the
Under Secretary for Law, which stated:-

I drew attention to the fact that the
proposed agreement in exercise of the op-
tion. did not contain any proviso that it
would be subject to the approval of Par-
liament or to the appropriation of funds
by Parliament (see p-age 81), but Cabinet
decided to purchase under the authority of
paragraph 13 of the authorised agree-
ment.

The Solicitor General took every possible pre-
caution to see that his responsible Minister
knew entirely the situation with regard to
any reference to Parliament. Then we coma
to the Cabinet decision itself, whlA was
given on the 16th January, 1919, and which
is on the file in the handwriting of Mr. Rob-
inson. It states:-

Cabinet decision. Cabinet is of opinion
(1) That the statutory agreement should
not be varied. (2) That the Government
agrees to purchase on the terms set out in
the letter of U.S. for Lands of 31/5/18
under the authority of paragraph 13 of
authorised agreement.

This is initialled by the then Premier. On
the 17th January Mr. Robinson minutes the
Cabinet decision to the Under Secretary for
Law as follows:-

I did not like the terms of the suggested
agreement-

That was the original draft put up by the
Solicitor General which contained 11 clauses
and to which he added a twelfth clause to
the effect that it should be subject to Par-
liamentary approval-

and advised Cabinet as above, which has
been approved. Please carry into effect.
R.T.R.

I do not know what took place in Cabinet.
I do not know what the intention of Cabinet
was when they agreed to this minute, hut
there can be no mistaking whatever the literal
meaning of that minute. When one examines
the position, it very clearly lays down that
the Government agreed to purchase the rail-
way under the authority conferred upon themi
by paragraph 13 of the speciat lease in the
Act, and without any reference wahatever
to Parliament or approval b~y Parliament.
That is what the Cabinet decision means. I
do not know what the intention was. It is
for Ministers who were present to say what
their intention was. The literal meaning is
very clear; there is no ambiguity about it;
there can be no doubt whatever and in this,
I think, the member for Runbury ('Mr.
Money) will agree with me. Cabinet agreed
to purchase under the authority of paragraph
13 of the authorised agreement.

The 'Minister for Works: Subject to the
letter of the 31st May.

Stun. P. COLLIER: Paragraph 13 of the
authorised agreement is the paragraph

which gave the Government the option to
purchase the railway.

The Premier: Those words you have
quoted are not nil the words in the Cabinet
minute, are they?

Hou. P. COLLIER: Yes, they are.
lion. T. Walker:, And they are in Mr.

Robinson 'a handwriting.
The Minister for Works: Read it again.
Ron. P. COLLIER: The minute says:-

Cabinet is of opinion-(1) That the
statutory agreement should not be varied,
(2) That the Government agrees to pur-
chase on the terms set out in the letter of
U.S. for Lands of 31/5/18 under the auth-
ority of paragraph 13 of a~uthorised agree.
ment.

That is the complete Cabinet minute.
The Minister for Works: Is there not a.

proviso in the letter of the Under Secretary
for Lands which says there must be Parlia-
mentary approval?

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Minister cannot
have read the paragraph. The letter of the
Under Secretary for Lands suggests that the
company should build a railway and that it
should be taken over by the Governmnent with
everything as a going concern, thus securing
traffic for the railways, but paragraph (2)
of the Cabinet minute makes the position
clear-

On the terms set out in the letter of
U.S. for Lands of 31/5/18 under the auth-
ority of paragraph 13 of authorised agree-
ment.
The 'Minister for Works: That is right.
Hon, P. COLLIER: No matter what the

intentions of Ministers were there is no mis-
take as to the literal interpretation of the
Cabinet minute. Paragraph 13 of the auith-
orised agreement says-

Provided that at any time during the
currency of this lease it shall be lawful
for us, our heirs and successors, to pur-
chase the said railway, at a sum equal to
the cast of construction less depreciation
as determined by the actual condition of
the line.

There are other conditions as to ascertain-
ing the price, etc. Paragraph 13 confers the
option upon the Government of purchasing if
they think it desirable, and Cabinet agrees to
purchase Linder the authority of that para-
graph.

The Minister for Mines: Subject to the
terms of the letter you have read: "Subject
to Parliamentary approval.'"

Hon. P. COLLIER: No. If that were so
it would be a foolish Cabinet min-
ute. because it would be contradic-
tory. If the Under Secretary's letter
provided speL-ifially for a reference to Par.
liament the latter portion of the minute
would be a con trndict ion. The decision
would be an entire contradiction.

The -Minister for Works: -Nol
Hon. P. COLLTER:. I cannot question

the intentions of Cabinet because I have no
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knowledge of what they were. If Ministers
say that it was the intention of Cabinet that .
the decision of tbe 16th to purchase should
be subject to Parliamentary approval, I am
prepared to accept their word. It is not for
nze to say what took place at the Cabinet
meeting. All I can do is to go upon the
Cabinet minute. All that Cabinet inate
siys is that the Government will purchase
the railway under the authority of para-
graph 13. That means they will purchase
the railway oa their own responsibility with-
out any reference to Parliament.

Mr. Troy: That is the result.
Hon. P. CO~LLIER: Let us see what in-

terpretation an impartial, unbiassedi, and un-
prejudiced official, namely the Crown Solici-
tor, places upon this. Undoubtedly the de-
cision of Ministers was to effect the purchase
behind the back of Parliament. Some of the
minutes I have read show that there was a
keen desire on the part of the Minister for
Industries not to approach Parliament for any
alteration, and that he thought it would be
highly objectionable to do so.

Hon. T. Walker: Notwithstanding what
he had written.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Mfr. Oakdea says
-that other Ministers expressed a similar
opinion.

Mr. Money: They desired to avoid any
amendments whatever.

Hon. P. COLLIER: When the agreement
was being drafted the Crown Solicitor makes
it clear that Mr, Onkden told him he was not
prepared to enter into any agreement until
there were removed any of the doubtful ce-
meats as to obtaining Parliamentary ap-
proval.

Mr. Troy:, He would not go on with the
work.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It was the basis of
the agreement and negotiations that the
matter should be clinched, asd the work per-
formed without Parliamentary approi. Ac-
cording to 'Mr, Oakden, Ministers had ex-
pressed the opinion to him that it was highly
objationsblc to approach Parliament for
any variation of the agreement. They Lnew
they had not a million to one chance of cecir.
ing the endorsement of any Parliament in
the country to such a proposal. [t was not
desirable that the people 's representatives
should know about the deal, becatise Perlie-
mnent would not ratify it.

The Minister for Works: Can you find
any other Minister than the one you reLfer
to who said such a thing?

Hon. P. COLLIER: "Mr. Oakden did not
name them. In a lettergrnm signed by Mr.
Robinson he advises Mr. Oakden that it was
highly objectionable to approach Parlia-
ment. We have no other definite proof en
the file that any other Minister expressed
auch an opinion, except tlit Mr. Oakdlen says
that they did. He says that several other
Ministers expressed a similar view. O h
17th January, Mr. Oakden writes. to the
Minister for Industries, It is always to the
Minister for Industries. There was no other

member of Cabinet except that Minister. 'Mr.
Oalcden says:-

In terms of the agreement wnich im-
poses that the company is to construct the
line, I shall be obliged if you will give
instructions to have the following work
p~erfornmed by the officials of the Public
Works Department at our expense, which
will avoid delay and remove differences
between engineers.

Hle is asking the Minister for Industries to
give instructions to officials of the Public
Works Department for certain work to be
carried out, and continues-

(1) That a survey of the line of route be
made conforming to the. -requirements of
she Engineer in Chief. (2) That a survey
be made of the land to be resumed
'(Crown. or alienated) and the necessary
steps taken to resume. (8) Working draw-
hngs for the construction engineers to be
prepared. Since the line will become the
property of the Government it will ob-
vionsly -appear to you expedient that the
cost of construction will be as low as pos-
sible. Accordingly, if you have any suit-
able plant that will otherwise have to be
purchased, I shall be glad if you will give
instructions to loan this. Yea, I am sure,
will recognise the importance of proceed-
ing with this work with the least possible
delay. There are probably not more than
three months of dry weather conditions,
and, a wing to the exceptionally low lying
nature of the ground, it is imperative that
the work be put in hand at once. Thank-
ing you in anticipation of assistance.

The Minister for Industries sends this on to
the Minister for Works with the following
comment:-

I should be glad if you will give ian-
niediate effect to requests 1, 2, and 3, and
also assist in the loan of plant as far as
you reasonably can.

Evidently Mr, Oak den was advised by tele-
phone of the decision of Cabinet, and on the
next day sent the letter to the Minister for
Industries I have just read.

The Minister for Works: And he sent it
on to the 'Miniister for Works?

Hon. P. COLLIER: On the 17th.
The Minister for Works: I was not there.
H~on. P. COLLIER: He gave the instruc-

tions I have just read to the Works Depart-
niielit.

The Minister for Mines: That is definite.
Hon. P. COLLIER- No doubt he was the

strong man of Cabinet. The next thing ve
hare is a letter from the Solicitor General to
Messrs. Robinson, Cox, Wheatley, and Jack-
son on the 20th January, 1919. This is the
first time that the nanie of this firm of solici-
tors appears on the file.

Mr. Troy: As soon as the agreement is
made.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes. It was made
on the 20th. Cabinet decision was on the
16th, and on the 20th the agreement is

2495
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signed by Mr, Colehatch as acting Premier,
on behalf of the Governmnt. On the same
day the Solicitor General writes to this firm
of solicitors, as solicitors for the company.

M.%r. Troy: How does the Solicitor Gen-
era! know that?

Hion. T. Walker: He know it before.
lion. P1. COLLIER: He had a brain

wave. It was the business of the Solicitor
General to know. Having handled this mnat-
ter for moiths- lie knew what solicitors were
acting for the, company. This was not dis-
closed on the file until the agreement was
signed. The Solicitor General writes to the
solicitors5 as follows-

I enclose the agreement re purchase of
railway signed in duplicate by the acting
Premier. Please return one of them to me
in due course duly sealed by the company.
I also enclose the form of agreement with
the Commissioner of Railways as regards
freight. This agreement has been ap-
proved by the Minister for Railways and
hy the Commissioner,

which is not correct,
but the latter is unavoidably absent. front
his office to-day andl it cannot be signed
until to-morrow. You will, however, be
able to write Mr. Oakdea to-mo~rrow that
the signed agreement is in your bands, and
it can be posted by next mail.

That is where the firm of solicitors comes in.
The next thing I have is an agreement signed
br M1r. Colehatch. It is a comparatively
sh ort one of twvo clauses. The first contains
the usual pr'atnhle, "Whereas'' and so on,
which means nothing. The otlher clause
renads--

Now it is agreed that when the said
voinpanv 's works at Lake Clifton and its
i-cinent works at Rnrswood Island, inelud-
ig all necessary plant and machinery,
have been erected, and the said works es-
tablished to the satisfaction of the G-ov-
erment as a going concern, thus securing
traffic. for the railway constructed tinder
the said lease, and the said works have
been in operation for six miouths, the ovr-
ermnent will purchiase the railway on -the
terms set forth in the said lease, and sub-
ject to the -iaid company being registered
ats assignee -)f tbe said lease, and the rail-
way being duly assigned to the Crown free
from eucilim~anrves, the purchase will be
completed. The Company, will, if the G"or-
cruieiit so dlesires, accept in satisfaction
of the purclhase money 'Western Austra-
lian debentures at par tearing interest at
51 per. cent. per annum.
The 'Minister for Works: Was not that

agreement vouchied for as heing in accord-
ance with the Caboinet minute!

lion. P. COLLIER: I am glad the M,%ini-
fri for Works reininild isne of that. it
brines in(e to the interpretation of the minute
of Cabinet. Mr. Savier was asked to dlraft
an :agreemnent, and that is thev agreement he
dra-1fted. There is no pirovision in it for ret-
Ctriii't to I a rl itnipt at all. We thus see the

interpretation place'dupon Cabinet deci-sions

the Crown Solicitor placed] upon it is the
correct ooe.

The Premier: No doubt the interpretation
was supiplied ;)y the Attorney General.

H1on. P. COLLIER: It may hare been, In
s-nuliag the agreement to the Attoneiy G1-in-
era!, after drafting it, M.%r. Sayer inuilted at
the bottom as follows:-

An agreement as above will lie iiNii
the terms of the Cabinet minulte of
16/1/19.

Mr. Robinson adds to this, "'I concur.'I' The
agreement was within the literal meaning of
the minute of Cabinet. Whatever the inten-
tions of the Minister may hare been I do nob
know. But M.%r. Sayer says he drafted the
agreement in pursuance of Cabinet's decision,
and the Attorney General agrees.

The Minister for Works: And upon that
'Ur. Colehatch signed the agreement.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Yes; and I shall
have something to say about that later on.
Then we have a coammunication from Robin-
son, ('ox, Jackson & Wheatley to the Soici-
tar General, Perth, dated the 5th February,
1019. Front Ibis time onwards, once the
agreentent was signed, correspondence passed
freely between the Solicitor General and the
firm of Robinson, Cox, Jackson & Wheatley,
acting on behalf of the company. The
solicitors' letter reamis as follows--

WV.A. Portland Cemtent Company Ltd. &
W.A. Government. 'We hare rceived from
the solicitors for the comipany in lNew
South Wales, 'Messrs. Stephen, Jlacques
and Stephen, for whomi we act as. agents-
(1) railway freight agreemnt, (2) pur-
vhrsv agreemecnt, both duly execuitedl under
the seal of the company. Thu, solicitors in.
their letter to us write as follows: "'The
"fsst-mentioned agreement (Na. 1) is sub-
''Jeet to certain subsidiary agreements en-
''tered into by M.%r. Oakdea and Ministers
((and officials on your aide. These ar-
F'angemeata are embodied in certain de-

pflartmental minutes as follows:. (1)
"Mfinute fra-ii Minister for Works to En.-
''giner-in-Cliief, 17th January, 1919; (2)
''Minute tram Engineer- in-Chief and
''Solicitor General to Attorney General,
''l8th. Jar111y, 1919. The -whole arrange-
''nent is also condlitional on the speial
"lease of the Lake Clifton in termsq of the
"Act, No. 17 of 1916j being executud in
"favour of the company. You) wilt there-
''fure, before banding the agrreement o-ver
''to the Governmin t, kin rly obtain an
"ackaowledzXment from the Government
''that the arraugemeat-. and coniditions as
''sePt out above are to be regarded as
''formuing pa-t of the agreement itself.
The 'Minister for Wiks;: How 'lid they

get my minutes?

Mr. Tray: That is what we want to know.
Rom. P. COLLIER: The letter of the

-New Mouth Wiales solicitors of the comlpany
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to Robinson, Cox, Jackson and Wheatley
proceeds-

"'The directors of the company are par-
''ticularly desirous that there should be
'no mnisundcrstansding about this matter.
''The agreement itself does not embody
'"the whole arrangement come to) and the
''department minutes referred to must be
'read as forming part of it.''

Then 'Messrs. Robinson, Cox, Jackson and
Wheatley 'a commnunication to the Solicitor
General proceeds-

Thes' f,,rth~r state as follows: ''The
''agrement (No. 2) gives the Govern-
"'meat power to satisfy the purchase

'oney by giving .31/ per cent. deben-
tnes at par and it wan agreed that the
"debentures, if issued, should be free of

''State income tax. ''Kindly see that the
''Government accepts this position.''

Then Rob~inson, Cox, .Tackson & Wheatley, ad-
dressing the Solicitor General, go on to say-

We shall hie glad if you will make an
early appintnment to hare this matter set-
tied. We propose to hand yen, together
with the documents. two letters addressed
to the Premier from the general manager,
stating, inter alia, that the documents are
executed on Condition that the company
acquires a good title to the Lake Clifton
lease. As you know, unless this lease is
obtained, the agreements made with the
Government fall to the ground, because
they would not then have the wherewithal
to start their buisiness.

This letter is not only from the firm of
Robinson, Cox, Jackson and Whealley, hut
it is in thle handwriting of 'Mr. Robinson
himself.

Mr. Troy' : Then Attorney General.
Hons. P. COLLIER: Yes, then Attorney

General.
Thle 'Minister for Works: By whom is the

letter signed?
Hon. P. COLLIER: It is signed by Rob-

inson, Cox, Jackson and Wheatle, and it is
in the handwriting of Mr. Robinsion.

Mr. Troy: And Air. Robinson was then
Attorneyv General.

Hon. P. COLLIER: What does the letter
diselos4? It discloses that immediately the
agreement has been signed, the company dis-
cover that there are some other things
agreed upon which are not embodied in the
agreement itself, which are contained in cer-
tain inutes on certain, files by' the Minister
for so and so. It means that Mr. Robinson,
as Attorney General, extracted from the
files minutes for the use of his firm of so-
licitors acting for the company.

-%r. -McCallunn: And sent them to Sydney.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, for the comn-

pany. There is no other way of explaining
it. Here is a letter from the Sydnsey solici-
tors of the company, written to Robinson, Con,
Jackson and Wheatley, the Perth solicitors
of the company, and quoting these three
minutes. The minutes could only have been

obtained by the Sydney solicitors frona their
agents, Roblinson, Cox, Jackson and Wheat-
Icy. It means, therefore, that Mr. Robinson,
the,, Attorney General, took copies of minutes
from the files-

Mr. T-os-: Or that soniody else extracted
thlem.]

Hon. P. COLLIER: -or that somiebody'
extracted m~inutes from the files on his be-
half; anyhow, the minutes were sent to Syd-
ney by his firm. It follows that the in-
tes were exit-acted from the files, wore
given into the possession of Robinsoa, Cox,
.Jackson and Wheatley, and by them seat to
the company's Sydney solicitors for the put-
puse of securing to the company better
terms than Could be obtained under the
agreemient as signed. 'Now, I contend that
if the tien Attorney General thought that
the agreement didi not embody aill that had
been agreed npon by Mlinisters and the com-
pany, lie ought to have seen that the rest
was embodied. Why was tiot everything
aareed upon emabodied in thle agreement?
Has anybody seen another agreement drawiw
in such a fashion as this? Here is appar-
ently ant agreement drawn in solemin legal
form, sealed, signed, anti delivered by the
representatives of the Government and those
of the company; and then subsequently we
nre told, ''0h, this agreement is not con-
plete; it is to he read in conjunction with
certain minutes on certain files.'' Is that a
legal way of doing things? If there was
something embodied in those minutes bear-
ing upon the ag-reement, why were not the
minutes incor-porated in the agreement it-
%elf? Why were not the minutes placed in
the' agreemient itself?

The 'Minister for Wor-ks: What are the
dates of thogeQ minuates, anti how do those
dates compare with the dlate of the agree-
ment?

Honl. P. COLLIER: The minute from the
Minister for Works to the Engineer-in-Chief
was written oil the 17th January, the day
after Cabinet's decision.

The Minister -for Works: That is right.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The minute from the

Engineer-in-Chief and the Solicitor General
to the Attorney General was written on the
18th January. Both minutes were written
subsequent to the decision of Cabinet. Of
course, one of those minutes is by the At-
torney General, and could have been written
with I know not what view to subsequent
use, possibly as it has becn. used in this con-
nec~tion.

The Minister for Works: My minute was
simply a. precautionary instruction to the
Thigineer-im-Chief, and was never intended-

lHon. P. COLLIER: These two minutes
would have to do with the determining of
the purchase price when the Government
Caine to take over the railway. The rail-
way was to be taken over at cost of con-
struction less depreciation. Now, these two
m~inutes deal with two other points. One of
them deals with the question as to whether
the company, when selling the railway to the
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Government, would be entitled to interest
up to the date the Government took posses-
sion of the railway, or whether the interest
should cease to accumulate when the line
was opened for traffic. That was a point in
dispute.

The Minister for Works: That minute
of mine was a confidential minute from me
to the EnginFeer-in -Chief, to tell him about
his. work.

lion. P. COLLIER: Yes; and the other
minute refers to the company being allowed
to include in the purchase price of the rail-
way the price paid for land resumed in con-
ne ction with it.

Mr. Stubbs: Have you seen those minutes'
lion. P. COLLIER: Yes; they are on

the files. Mfr. Robinson, acting as solicitor
for the company, is afraid that the agree-
meat as it is drawn nill not enable the
company, when the purchase of the railway
by the Government comnea to he made, to
incelude in their purchase price the money
paid for their resumption of land. That is
one point. He is also afraid that the agrec-
meat would not enable the companiy to
claim interest on the capital cost of con-
struction right uip to the day the Govern-
ment would take the railway over. Under
the agreement, interest is to be at the rate
of 6 per cent,

Members: -No; 5%. per cent.
Hon. P. COLLIER: No; 6 per cent, on

the money expended in east of construction
as the work progressed. Unatil the railway
was finished, the Government agreed to al-
low, in the purchase price, 6 per cent. in-terest on the expenditure. The Government
say this is to he only until the railway Is
completed, hut the company contend, "No,
we are entitled to 6 per cent, interest right
up to the date the Government take the line
over?'

Mr. Willeock: And the company base
their claimn on that minute.

Hion. P. COLLIER: Yes, on those two min-
utes. Not on the agreement;, there is noth-
ing in the agreement giving the company
that. They base their claim upon those two
minutes, evidently supplied in order to assist
the company to make good that claim when
the final negotiations are to take place. The
Attorney General of the day extracts, or
causes to be extracted, minutes from the files,
which minutes hie sends to his firm for use,
later on, to enable the company to establish
those two points whit-h I have mentioned.

hfr. Troy:- It is scandalous.
Elan. P, COLLIER: That is the position

which the letter discloses, and the letter is
signed by Mr. Robinson himself.

Mr. Pickering: Are those minutes marked
'confidential '' ?

lion. P. COLLIER: No. All minutes on
files are confidential.

The Minister for Works: Erectly.
Hon. P. COLLIER: They are only to be

known to those handling the ifiles.
Mr. Tray: We could not get them in this

House, anyhow.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is the position
disclosed. I want to get through the corres-
pondence, and make my comments upon it
afterwards. On the 20th January, 1919, Mr.
Onkdcn writes to the Premier- '--

Herewith I beg to return agreement duly
executed, and desire to state that copies
of minutes by Minister for Works 17/1/19
to Engineer-in-Chief, also minute5 of IS/
1/19 signed by the Attorney General, the
Engineer-ia-Chief, and the Solicitor Gen-
eral, kindly supplied for the purpose by
the Minister for Industriel, are being at-
tachedi hereto; and the agreement has been
signed on condition that same are followed
an the purchase money being ascertained.

This is Mr. Oakden writing to the Premier,
and speaking of these particular minutes as
having been kindly supplied by the Minister
for Industries, supplied for the purpose that
they mnay form part of the agreement. Thus
we have conclusive evidence of these minutes
having been kindly supplied by the Minister
for Industries to the company. One sees the
dual rapacity in which Mr. Robinson was act-
ing. He is acting as solicitor for the coin-
pany, and he is advising the Government as
Attorney General. As Attorney General he
is bound by oath to serve faithifully and well
the Government. He is legal adviser to his
lay colleagues in the Cabinet.

Mr. Willeock: And to the Crown.
Hon P. COLLIER: Yes; he is a King's

Counsel, and legal adviser to the Crown. It
is upon the Attorney General that, in Cab-
inet, the other Ministers must depend, with
regard to all legal questions. And yet at
this time, when Mr. Robinson Is legal adviser
of the Crown, while he is advising the Cab-
inet on legal questions, he is at the same
time the legal adviser of the company and
advising them. Here we find the Govern-
nient and the company in conflict immed-
iately the agreement has been signed. There
is a conflict of opinion with regard to cer-
tain parts of the agreement, and the Attor-
ney General is able to act for the Govern-
ment and advise them against the company,
and at the same time able to act for the com-
pany and advise them against the Govern-
meet. On the 5th 'March, 1919, there is a
minute front the Solicitor General to the
Attorney General, from which I quote some
extracts--

I send herewith duplicates of the agree-
mnut relating to the purchase of the line,
and the agreement with the Deputy Comn-
missioiner of Railways - .. The company
therefore maintains that the interest
should continue to the dlate of the actual
completion of the purchase.

That is the matter referred to in one of
those minutes signed by the Solicitor Genera).
At this juncture the Attorney General had a
spasm of virtue, because hie minuted back to
the Solicitor General-

As my firm is interested, perhaps you
will apptroach and advisie the Premier dir-
ect.
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He could Dot touch it, being interested in the
matter.

Ron. T. Walker: After stealing the min-
utes!

Hon. P. COLLIER: Then the Solicitor
General wrote to Robinson, Cox & Co. on the
13th March, as follows-

W.A. Portland Cement Coy. and the
Government: The Engineer-in-Chief and
myself approved of paragraphs 5 and 6
of the minute of the Hon. the MKinister for
Works, dated tile 17th January, 1919, on
the understanding that interest during the
period of construction on borrowed money
would be properly included in the cost of
construction of the works, and there is no
doubt that the Hon. Minister for Works
only referred in his minute to interest
during such period. There must therefore
be no misunderstanding that in fixing the
cost of construction, interest for any per-
iod after the line is opened for traffic will
be included: The provision in the agree-
meat of the 20th January, 1919, re exer-
cise of the option to purchase, that the
Government will not purchase until the
works have been erected to the satisfaction
of the Government as a going concern,
thereby securing traffic on the railway, and
the works have been in operation for six
months, would be mecaningless if interest
on the purchase mnoney (the cost of con-
structing the line) during that period were
to be payable.

There was the Solicitor General writing to
Robinson, Cox & Co. defending the Govern-
mment interests, and contending that whatever
literal interpretation might be placed upon
the minute of the 'Minister for Works, he
sets out wthat the intention was, We know
well that a Minister in dictating a minute
desires to give a certain decision, but may
not put it in such language or phraseology
which, if taken to a court of law, would be
interpreted in the way in which he meant it
to be interpreted. Time point is this, that ev-
dently the minute of the Minister is so
worded as to leave it open to the construction
in a court of law that the company would be
entitled to interest until the day the hine wa~s
taken ovcr, and in order to avoid that possi-
bility, the Solicitor General foreseeing the
likelihood of thle minute being read that way
-- and there is no doubt it is capable of that
construction, or else Mr. Robinson, as the sol-
icitor for the company, would not have ex-
tracted it to make use of it later on--sets
forth what was the intention of the Minister
for Works. The Solicitor General declares-

There must be no mi sunderstan ding that
in fixing the cost of construction interest
for aay period after the line is opened for
traffic will not be icluded.

H-e says that was not the intention of the
Minister. Then .the solicitors for the com-
pany, Robinson, Cox & Co., wrote back to
the Solicitor General as follows-

We are in receipt of your letter of ithe
13th inst., whereby you purpose to set cut

what the understanding was with rezard
to the minutes attached to the agreemet.
between the Government and the company.
Mr. Troy.- Who were the solicitors? Rob-

inson, Cox & Co.?
Mr. MtcCalluin- Yes, and the letters were

signed by Robinson himself.
H~on, P. COLLIER: The letter goes on-
We take strong exception to this letter, as
intending to construe the meaning of the
Minutes. As we told you on the telephone
the miinumtes attached speak for themselves,
and we do not agree, nor will we allow that
those minutes are made on any under-
standing.
The Minister for Mines: All solicitors in.

the city write in the same fashion, and it is
time we were protected against them.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The letter goes on-
The Engineer-in-Chief, we understand, is
the arbiter in the matter for the purpose
of ascertaining the total cost of construc-
tion, and clearly it is not right or equit-
able that his mind should be directed to
ascertain what understanding there was
when the documents were entered into. If
your letter was allowed to remain as
being something in explanation of the writ-
ten contract, all we can say is that it
would be entirely opposed to the laws of
evidence, and would be an attempt to in-
fluence the arbiter in one directioa or the
other.

This letter was signed by Mi. Robinson him-
self. At this time it should be remembered
that M.%r. Robinson, as a member of the firm
of solicitors, Robinson, Cox & Co., was also
Ministerial head of the Crown Law Depart-
meut,' to which department he wag
then writing. He was writing to a
subordinate officer, Mr. Sayer, and
although Mir. Robinson occupied then the
position of Attorney General, and was bound
to argue in defence of the rights of the Gov-
ernment and of the State, he was arguing as
a memuber of the firm of solicitors on be-
half of the rights of the cornpany. Has there
ever been a situation like that in the con-
stitutional history of this country?

Mr. Troy: Or of any other country.
Hoe. P. COLLIER: We find the Attorney

General, who' is sworn to safeguard the in-
terests of the State, strenuously contending,
as head of a firmi of solicitors, with the
Solicitor General, his subordinate officer, on
a matter which affects the interests of the
State and the interests of his clients.

The Minister for Works: Dlid the Solicitor
General report that to the Premier?

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not think he did;
at any rate the file does not disclose that he
did so. Qn the 14th March, 1919, Robinson,
Cox & Co. wrote to the Solicitor General
again as follows:-

W.A. Portland Cement Company and the
Government: We are in receipt of your
letter of the 13th inst. notifying us that
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tthe Premier concurs that the minutes at-
tinched'l to the purchase agreement are to
Ie read as portion thereof.

There is the weakness of the Premier. Mr.
Robin'on onl behalf of the company ask6 that
tte minute, should be read in conjunction
with the agrement. The matter wias put up
to tii Premiker fuir Is decision and the Pre-
mnier igrewd. rt~e Solicitor General had to
takv it to the Premier, I suppose, tar his
devi-'ioilaw ul the Premier agreed that the
ulinutos should lbe read in conjunction with
thev !1reinient.

Mr-. Tiny ': The Premier again turned
down t1e Solicitor General.

ifon. P. COLLIER: On the 29th June the
comnily wrote to the Premuier-this would
lie abouti the time when the Premier assunmed
office. The transaction was ended then,' and
froin that date on the Government set about
to vot-o-rLet the line. First Of all1 the GOV-
erkuntt undertook to have the survey work
(lone, ani then set out to build the railway.
The G-overnment carried out the whole of the
work and tile 4-ompany made progress j-ay'-
nieitsi as they- went on. Nothfing more of
importance transpired until the 29th Tine of
the present year, when the company wrote
this letter to the Premier-

I have the hionour to bring before your
attenation the agreement dated the 20th
.raauary, 1919, entered into between the
Government of Western Australia and the
above company in resilect of the ultimate
ownership of the railway line laid down
boetween Waroona and Lake Clifton. As
the time stipulated in the before mentioned
document is near at hand, I would ibe g-lad
if you would grant the favour of anl In-
terview to the directors of this company,
for the liurpose of dis;cussing any prelimnin-
an' a rra ngementts that may he nece~snry
before this railway line is taken over by
your Uovernment. R. 0. Law-, Chairman
of Local Directors.

Some other correspondence followed, and the
company' submitted a claim for £966,600 as
the est of construction, and they declared
that other accounts were to follow. The Pre-
mier seat that letter along to the 'Minister
for Work% to ancertain whether everything
was in order. -Nothing was done after that.

The 'Minister for Works: There was the
Engineer-ia-Chief's certificate on that.

lon. P. COLLIER: Nothing further was
done by the Premier, no steps were taken to
comply with the request of the company to
issue the bonds and to complete the purchas~e
until thme subject was mentioned in Parlia-
mfetnt last week in connection with the intro-
doiction of the Loan EFstimates.

Mr. Willeock: And we might not hnve
noticeid it if he had not mentioned it.

Nfr. S-PEAKER: Order!
The Premier: I took finle care to mention

it.
Houn. P. COLLIER: That is so. I think

I have fairly, ai-eurately, and impartially
given the contents of the -file which shows the

whole of thle transactions leading up to the
completion of the agreement to purchase,
andl what followed subsequently. I want now
to deal withi the decision of the Government.
I am assuming that the Leader of the Gov-
erninient agreed to puLrchase this railway in
the termis of the agreement which was signed,
nithaut reference to Parliament. I do not
know whetlher r amn correct in that assunip-
tion or nlot. I cannot take any other line-
than that I nw.t assume that Cabinet knew
what they were doing when they agreed to
the Cablinet minute, as a result of which the
line was purchased without reference to Par-
lianment. If the (Governmnt of the (lay de-
cided to purchese that line without the auth-
ority of Parliament, they deserve the censure
of this House, and any members of that
Government wnto may still he in the present
Government, also merit not only the censure
of this House, but they deserve to be
turned out of office at once.

The Minister far Works: Hear, hlear!
Hon. P. CObLIER: It is nothing short of

a scandal if Ministers exercise an option
such as that contained in this particular
agreement without the authority of Parlia-
ment. We know perfectly well that such a
clause is always embodied in similar agree-
ments. It is a saving clause that is always.
cinboliel in such agreements in order that
if at any time developments shoold take
place, or circumstances should c-haage, wehich
would justify the Government of the day
taking over a railway in the interests of the
State or or thp community to be served by
th~at railway, they shlould have the
power to do it. lint it was never intended
that the Government should exercise that
option in the manner in which it was exer-
cised. It was, in fact, getting behiind thte
back of Parliament. The company didl not
constrnct the railway. The Government con-
strueted the railway, every portion of it
from beginning to end, and agreed to pur-
chase it when completed. That was just as

n-eh a construction by the Government as
the construction Of any railway that has
ever been authorised by Parliament. It did
not cost the company one penny. Although
they made progress payments to the Govern-
ment, just see how they made those pay-
ments. They had the agreement which pro-
vided for the purchase of the line by the
Government, hand aUl they had to do was to
lodge that agracntent with any bank and get
an advance on it even up to a million pounds
if it hadl been worth that, and alt they would
have had to pay would have been the
usual bank rate of interest, I sup-
piose 6 per cent. The agreement was a
guarantee on the part of the Govern-
ment to purchase the line. It was the
he4-i possible security that anly hanik could
obtain. Sa we find that the Government
set out to build the railway, and that
they did build it behind the back of Parlia-
munt. It is absuird to say that they were
nmot building it for the complany. They were
bunilding it for the company with. the signed
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agreement that immediately after it was
completed they were to take it over and pay
to the company the full cost of it. Let me
point out the casual wvay in which the Cov-
erntment entered into this contract. When
the Government decided they. were going to
purchase the line, surely men supposed to be
possessed of business instincts and-business
knowledge would first of all nmake inquiries
as to the probable cost of the line. That
might hare made all the difference as to
-whether the Government were justified in
making the purchase or not,

Member: They had the trusted Engineer-
itt-Chief in authority.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It matters not, bnt
when the Government agreed to purchase the
line, they dlid not know who was to be in
charge. At the time they agreed to purchase,
the company were supposed to carry out the
construction of the work. Surely it is only'
a natural precaution one would expect any
Government to take to ask the Engineer-in-
Chief for an ,'stiniate of the cost before de-
tiding to purchase such a railway. A perusal
of the file does not makem it appear that any-
one considerad ;t necessary to make any such
inquiry. Apparently it did not matter what
the cost of the line was to be. Whether it
was to cost £E30,000, £40,000, or £100,000, it
mattered not. The Government adopited the
attitude that, whatever the cost, they would
agree to the propostion all the same. The
only estimate apparently before anyone was
that of the company itself. Although the
company estimated the cost at £30,000, it
seems likely that the cost will be £711,000,
seeing that the Premier has an. item for
that amount on the Loan Estimates.

'Mr. Underwood: There is somne rolling
stock.

lion. P. COLLIER: I do not think the
company has any rolling stock at all. They
did not have a feather to fly with in the
matter of plant.

The Mfinister for Works: They asked the
Government to do it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The whole of the work
was done by the Government officers, and the
,company did absolutely nothing.

The Premier: They must have some plant
there now.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The fact remains that
the Government agreed to the purchase of
this line behind the back of Parliament.
They would never have been able to get the
.consent of Parliament to the purchase of the
line. Of that, there can be no doubt. That
is shown by the fact that when the Bill was
under discussion in 1916, the present Minis.
ter for 'Works (Hon. W. J. George) was
speaking in support of the measure when the
late Mr. Thomas, who was then member for
Bunbury, interjected. ''Find the money and
build thle line!'' We were then discussing
the right of the Government to give permis-
sion to the oompany to build the line, and
the M1inister for Works, in reply to the in-
terjection by Mfr. Thomas, said-

"'The Governmment have not the money
with which to build thle line. Indeed if
the Government brought in a Bill for the
construction of thd line to-morrow thle
House would not pass the Bill."'

Mr. Pickering: WhVo said that?
Hon, P. COLLIER: The present Minister

for Works, when the Bill was under diiscus-
aBao in 191U3. At that time, the 'Minister
knew that there was not a member of this
Chamber who would vote for a Bill for the
construction of this line by the Government.
Although the House was so urngnimous Win
opposition to the Government building such.
a line, and although the Minister for Works
knew there was hoe possible chance of Parlia-
mentary approval for any such proposal, he
turns round and builds the line, thle eon-
struction of which he knew the House
would not approve.

The Minister for Workcs: The trouble
was that there were too mnany railways on.
the stocks then.

119n. P. COLLIER: lBnt the M.\inister
knew that the Rouse would not give him
tile authority, and so he went behind the
hack of Parlianient and built the lint-.

The Minister for Works: I slid. not.
Hon. P. COTLLIER: The MYinister did

and. in doing so, he knew lie was doing seie-
thing of which Parliament would not ap-
prove.

The M\iniister for Agriculture: lIan, snch
a thing never been done before?

Mr. Troy: No, not regarding a line like
this.

I-on. TV. 'Walker: Never.
Hon. P. COLLIER: I don not think ic

a thing- itas over done.
Mr. Troy: Why didl they do it? It serves

no good purpose.
Ron. P. COLLIER: The outstanding fact

is that this was done behind the back of
Parliament and without the authority of the
members of this Chamber. The MinSter for
'Works knows that that was so, for he was
associated with the Government who did
th is. As the late Attorney' General, M-r.
Draper, pointed out in his minute to the
Government, the agreement ''gave themi
mnerely an option to purchase and did not
require them to purchase." The late
Attorney General further said:-

Before the issue of the lease, however,
the Giovernment had agreed with the ean-
paity formed by the promoter to purchase
the line. I am quite unable to understand
why this should. have been. done. Obvi-
ously, it was contemplated by Parliament
that after the issue of the lease, the Gov-
ernmient. should merely hare an option to
purchase. Parliamentary sanction should
have been obtained to the subsequent
agreement.

That is the opinion expressed by the late
Attofney General, who is new a judge of the
Supreme Court. Thus, Mr. Draper said the
agrement mnerel -y gave an option and en-
tailed no necessity to Purchase; Parliament-
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ary approval should have been obtained, and
Parliamentary sanction should hare been
secured regarding the agreement. I do not
think there is one member of this Chamber
who will not agree that before a contract of
such a nature had been completed, Parlia-
ment should have been consulted and author-
ity obtained for the work. We know that
that was not done. The evidence before hon.
members is that there have been five rail-
ways authorised over a period of years,
which railways have been held in abeyance
because Governments allegedly have been un-
able to fiad the money to construct the line.
First, we have the Esperance-Northward,
railway for a distance of 60 miles, whichA
was authorised in 1915. Then there are the
Narambeen-Merredin line of .53%4 miles, nau-
thoristed. in 191.5; the B u selton -Margaret
River raway of .7% niiles; anthorised in
1913; the Nyabing-Pingrup line of 21%
miles, authorised in 1915, and the Dwsrda-
Narrogin line of .93 miles, authorised in
1915.

Mr, Johnston: There is not a bob on the
Estimates for the last mentioned linE.

IRon. P. COLLIER: These give a total
of 205 miles of railways authorised by Par-
liament, but not yet constructed. Some were
authorised six years ago and some eight
years ago. Although the Government have
been unable to find money to coastruct those
railways, which will serve hundreds of poor,
struggling settlers in different parts of the
Stat--

Mr. Latham: 'Most of the lines are abso-
lutely necessary.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Hfundreds of settlers
have been waiting for these lines, and yet
these railways, which have been authorised
for upwards of eight years, are not yet eon-
structed. Although Governments, year after
year, have stated that they could not find
the money, that the capittal cost would be so
heavy that the railways could not be made
to pay, and so on, they are able to find
money to purchase the Lake Clifton line.
They are able to find £70,000, or roughly,
£4,800 per mile, for the 15 miles of this
particular railway.

Mr. 0 'Loghlen: They bought second-hand
4.5b. rails, too.

Hon. P. COLLIER:- They bought the;
rails from a woodlino company on the gold-
fields. It is interesting to observe that for
this section of 15 miles of raways the Gov-
ernment provide for a cost of £70,000,' but
when it comes to making en agreement con-
cerning 15 miles of railways on the gold-
fields, the Government value the length at
£36,000, that is, excluding earth works and
so on.

The Minister for Mfines: We will argue
about that later on, but you are not correct.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That only covers
rails and fastenings, while the other covers
earth works, rails and fastenings and other
works as well.

The Minister for Works: And those rails
were purchased long before at a low price.

Mr. McCallum: These were 601~b. rails.
Hon. P. COLLIER: These are 451b. rails.

The action of the Government was in de-
fiance of a resolution of this House. Sonic
years ago Parliamnent passed a resolution de-
claring that the railways were to be con-
structedl in the order in which they were
passed by Parliament.

Hon. T. Walker: In the order of their
autthorisation.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is so. The I's-
pe~rence railway was to be the first to be
constructed and then the other lines were
to be dealt with in accordance with the order
of their anthorisation by Parliament. Thto
Government have flouted the decision of the
House and ignoring that resolution, have set
aside 205 miles of railway, the construction
of which had been authorised, in order to,
proceed with the Lake Clifton line.

The Minister for Agriculture: This line
will serve evety farmner in the State.

ir, 'McCallum- But they are not using it-
Hot. P. COLLIER: As a matter of fact,

althonkh. the company contracted to supply
50 tons of lime per week within a specified
time, they have not supplied a hund*d-
we ight.

Mr. Troy: That is so.
lion. P. COLLIER: They have not eorn-

plied with any part of their contrat. One
of the reasons why the lesse went through
this Chamber was that, in addition to' the-
necessity for establishing cemtent works, in em-
bers realised the necessity for obtaining a
gaud supply of lime for agrricultural pur-
poses. The company undertook to deliver 50
tons of lime per week and they have done-
nothing yet.

Mr. McC-alluim. They are getting their lime-
from Gingin.

Hlon. P. COLLIER: Is Parliament to allow
a Government to flout this Chamber and in-
cur such expenditure as that involved in con-
nection with this line, without authority?
We have conc to this stage, that Parliament
uiight just as well close down and band over
the control of the country to an executive.

'Mr. Wilson: Hand the country over to
Robinson & Co.l

Mon. P. COLLIER: We might just as well
dto that. As the late Attorney General
pbointed out, a Bill is necessary in order to
carry out the agreement. Thus, before the
close' of the session the (Aovernment will
bring forward a Bill to give effect to this
agreement.

The Premier interjected.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The advice of the Sol-

ig-itor General disclosed by the file shows that
that is so.

The Premier: Hle advised me that could
nut be.

lion. P. COLLIER:. I am only going on
what is en the file. "Mr. Sayer says a Bill
will be net-essary. The late Attorney Gen-
eral said the same thing, and in his mninute
to the Premier, his comment was-

To carry out the agreement of January
20th, 1919, it will be necessary to introduce
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a Bill to obtain the approval of Parlia-
ment, and the transaction is. open to con-
siderable comment.

What kind of a farce is it to come to Parlia-
ment with a Bill asking members to pass the
measure to give the Government power to
carry out an agreement when Parliament, as
a matter of fact, has no power to reject that
agreement. If Parliament were to refuse
to pass the Bill or to vote the necessary
money on the Loan Estimates, the State,
through the Government, would be landed in
heavy damages for breach of contract and
the amount involved would probably be
greater than the purchase of the railway en-
tails.

Mr. McCallum: Let ''Cocky'' Robinson
meet the cost.

Ron. P. COLLIER: That would be a good
proposition. However, that is the position.
Parliament will be asked to pass a Bill to
give effect to this agreement. That is merely
making a rubber Stamp of Parliament. Min-
isters decide to construct railways for a comn-
pany without authority and then come to
Parliament and ask for the necessary Bill to
he passed to clinch the agreement and to
purchase the railway. If hon. members stand
for that sort of thing, it is time we die-
banded Parliament and allowed the country
to be carried on by an executive comprised
of a few men.

Sitting euspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Before tea I was deal-
ing with that aspect of the question which
renders it necessary to get Parliamentary
authority in order to give effect to the Wgee-
meat; I was pointing out that the late At-
torney General in the Mi'tchell Government,
now Mr. Justice Draper, expressed the opin-
ion that it would be necessary for Parliament
to pass a Dill to enable the Government to
give effect to the ngreementl If that be so-
and I do not presume to question the legal
opinion of Mr. Justice Draper-I repeat that
Parliament will be asked to participate in a
farce; we, shall be asked to agree to a Bill
when, in fact, Parliament has no option to
conceding to the Government any aulthority
which they may require in order to enable
them to give effect to the agreement. For Par-
liament to do otherwise would be to run the
State into heavy damages for breach of con-
tract. In that respect then, Parliament will
merely net the part of a rubber Stamp. Mr.
Justice Draper points out that the Govern-
ment, in signing the agreement, altered the
lease in the Statute of 1916. Mr. Justice
Draper says this in his Summing up of the
file-

This agreement does not contain all the
conditions annexed to the transaction.
From folios 92 and 90 of this file it would
appear that further alterations were made
in the Statutory lease. The coat of con-
struction of the line was altered to include
interest on borrow-ed capital, and also the
cost of land resumption. From folio 126

it would appear that the Premier agreed to
this. These alterations were made at the
request of Messrs. Robinson, Cox & Co. -.I
cannot advise the present Government to
undertake any responsibility in connection
with the matter.

There Mr. Justice Draper makes a serious
charge against the Government. He states
that they have made alterations in the statu-
tory lease. Whatever power may have been
conceded to them under the option of pur-
chase in Clause 13 of the agreement, neither
this nor any other Government had any power
except by an amending Bill to vary the
agreement embodied in the Act. It is a
most serious charge made, not by me, but by
Mr. Justice Draper, the Attorney General in
the Mitchell Government. He says the agree-
ment varies the statutory lease. If that be
so, the Government were guilty of an illegal
act. They had no power to vary the
statutory lease; they could only proceed in
accordance with the powers conceded to them
in the agreement, could not proceed in any
direction which would have the effect of
varying the agreement. Yet we are told by
Mr. .Justice Draper that. they have altered
the agreement.

Mr. Money: Is that opinion regarding the
interest and the cost of the land given in the
minutes of the Public Works Departmentl

Ron. P. COLLiER: It is embodied in the
opinion of Mr. Jlustice Draper. He refers to
the question of interest on capital account.
The Act lays it dIowa that the Government
may purchase the said railway at a sum equal
tu the cost of construction, less depreciation
as determined by the actual condition of the
line. It appears to mue that Mr. Justice
Draper means that that interpretation does
not cover the question of interest. I do not
know what else he is referring to.

Mr. Money: Does the contract give the
details in reference to that?

Hon. P. COLLIER: No.
Mr. Money: It is not in Clause 13 of the

agreement.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Mr. Justice Draper

Says that the Government departed from the
statutory agreement. If so, they did some-
thing which they had no power to do.

Hon. W. C. Angwia: They had -to pay
interest on the cost of construction.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is not embodied in
the agreement. There is nothing in the
statutory agreement dealing with it, bat the
Government of the day agreed to include in
''cost of construction'' interest on the capi-
tal outlay.

Mr. Money: They agreed to interpret it
in that way.

H~on. P. COLLIER: That is so. They
agreed to interpret 'cost of construction"
as including interest on capital expended dur-
ing the construction, and also the cost of
land which it was necessary to resume.

The Minister for Works: That .s quite
right.

lion. P. COLLIER: I do not know what
Mr. Justice Draper had in nind when hie said
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the Government departed from the -tatutory
agreement.. Mr. Justice Draper -makes that

saeetin his summing up of the Mie,
That is the position in respect of the pur-
chase of the line. 'Now I turn to the other
agreement, known as the No. ! ag-reement, in
which the Government undertook to do cer-
tain thiags, to eater into an agreement con-
cerning the rates to be -harged for the car-
riage of lime over the Gvovernment railways.
When one examines this it is found to be no
less reprehensible than the first agreement.
In this 'No. 2 agreement, as ina the other,
and as in every instance where there was a
conflict of interest between the State and
the company, the company triumphied every
time. What do the Government undertakie
to do? Although Mr. Short, then Commis-
sioner of Railways, agreed to quote a speci-
ally low rate of three-farthings per ton per
mile for the carriage, of lime,, he said cm-
1phatically that his offer was subject to two
condlitions, subject to the company prot-id-
li-g lime to the quantity of 80,000 tons, and
stibjeet to the line being laid with CO-lb.
rails. Without thoseo two conditions the Corn-
mtissioner was opposed to any reduction in
freight. He did rot anywhere express him-
self agreeable to a reduction in freight, ex-
cept on those two conditions. As an alterna-
tive lie said the line should junction at Pin-
jarra, in which ease the lighit engines run-
ning on the light road, could operate from
Pinjarra. to Lake Clifton. Not any of the
conditions, sought to be imposed by the Com-
missioner found its way into the agreement.
The Conmmissioner was ignored in regard to
the rails, the Governfineft agreeing to allow
the Conipany to build the line of 45-lb. rails.

The 'Minister for Works: You could not
have got one mile of 60-lb. rails at that time.

Hons. P. COLIUER: If the Goverinnent
found it expedient to allow the company to
build tile line of 45-lb. rails, if 60-lb. -rails
were not procurable, I-the Government should
have followed the advice of the Commis-
sioner of Railways and adhered to the ordin-
ary class ''M' rat;, under which lime was
usually carried. The specially low rate was
offered by the C'ommissioner subject to con-
ditions; if those conditions could not be ful-
filled, it was up to the Government to see
that they got the ordinary rate of freight.
'What happened? The ordinary freight for
the carriage of lime "'as a little over one
penny per ton per mile, whereas tho com-
pany secured the special freight of three-
farthings per ton per mile, or a concession
of one-farthing per ton per mile at that time.
The special rate of three-farthings per ton
per mile quoted by the. Commissioner
amounted to 4s. 2d. per ton over the journey
front Waroona to Belmont, At the time that
was agreed upon, the ordlinarv Class 1 fi
freight a11OUnted1 to Os. 5d,. per ton from
Waroona to Belmont; in other words, the
company secured a concession of 2s. 3d. per
ton on the rates prevailing, But that is not
all. Ia 1919 the Classg ''A' -rate was in-
creased from 6s. 5Sd. per ton to 7s. .5d. per

tont over the same distance, and in 1920 it
was further increased to Ss. 5d. per ton. The
ordinary rate to-day for the carriage of lime
from Wtaroona to Belimnt is 8s. .5d. per ton,
whereas the company has a contract under
whit-h their lime has to be carried that jour-
ney at 4s. 2d, per ton for 42 years.

The Minister for 'Mines: For the term of
the lease.

lo n. P'. COLLIER: What does it amount
to? This shows how utterly neglectful the
Government were of the intero'sts of the State
in fixing up this agreement, as they were in
every other aspect of their dealings with the
company. The Government would have been
'Justified in saying to the company, "If you
are prepared to guarantee a minimum ton-
nage of 25,000 tons a year with full train
loads, it will be a payable proposition to us
and we, as the Working Railways Depart-
nient, can afford to haul it for you at a lower
rate than we charge ordinarily. We can haul
it at %d. a ton, while the ordinary freight
reniains at IV.' If the Government had had
any regard for the interests of the State or
had been p~ossessed of that keen foresight
andl buisiness acumen for which they claim
credit,' they should have provided that in the
event of there being any increase in rates,
there should bp a pro rata increase in the
rate charged to the company. The ordinary
person has to pay Ss. 5d. a ton for this dis-
tance. The company get it for 4s. 2d. a ton.
Thus Pie ordinary customer has to pay' more
than double. 1.f anyone wants to bring lime
from Waroona to Belmont, hie has to pay
4s. 3d. a ton more than the company. The0
Government have twice raised the general
rates for thme carriage of goods over the sysl-
lein luring the 'last tn-o years. They in-
vicased the rates in 1919 and again in 1920.
Thme explanation giveni was that, by virtue of
an award of the Arbitration Court which in-
volved the Railway Department in an in-
creased expenditure of £:250,000 or £300,000
a year' and by reason of the increased costs
all round, the Government found it necessary
to increase fares and frieghits for the whole
of' time services rendered to the community.
No matter how the financial position, of the
State may necessitate increased railway rates,
this conmpany' is to be immune for a period of
40 rears. Did anyone ever hear of' such an
agreement as that I Did anyone ever hear of
a Glovernment of business ina tying the
country uip for nearly half a century hy
agreeing to carry proiuce at a specially low
rate no matter how the rate indght have to
be increased to the general community after-
wards. Now let us see what it useni to the
State. Assuming that the Government haul
the inieimuni quantity-and here let me say
that the Government reduced the quantit-y
stipulated by the Comosissioner of Railways
from 30,000 tons to £25,000 tons a year-
this is how it works out: The difference be-
tweeni the rate the comipany will pay on the
25,000 tons at 4s. 2d. a ton and thje rate of
8s. 5mW *a ton, which would bie charged to
every one else, will mean a loss of £6,457
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every year to the Government. This is a,
concession ini railway freights to the comn-
paniy as againsit the existing ordinary rates
charged.

Mr. MeCallunm: And that is on the mnini-
atum haulage only.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes. If, as is as-
5itli{ , thle comlpany haul 801,1000 tous-and
from a miiinte on tile file the Minister for
Works estimates 80,0001 tonts as a possibility
-the loss of course will increase proportion-
ately. If the tonnage haulel should be
50,000, the loss to the department Would be
£E12,800 in the year, and so on, ht proportion.
This agreement is, if anything, more out-
rageous than the other.

The -Minister for Works: Who muade that
agreement?.

Hoa. P. COLLIER: It was signed by the
same Government and by the same Minister
at the samne time. The Solicitor General
drafted the two agreements at the same
time,. They wereC signed ab)out the same
time andi despatched to Sydney and re-
turned 'signed an l sealed at the same
time. This agreement comnmits the couatry
for a period of 42 years; no matter
what the circumnstances or the financial posi-
tion of the State might be, there is to be no
rise so far as the company are concerned.
Surely it would have been an ordinary busi-
ness arrangemeont to have said to the com-
pany, "'We are giving you an advantage of
Jd. per ton per mile, but shout-I there be

any increase -n. the ordinary' rates at any
time subsequently, your charge will go up1
proportionately. Wewill throughout give you
the henefit of %d. per ton per mnile." That
wvould have been a business arrangement.
The "If" rate to-day fur that distance is

1 .antI, limier any business arrangement,
the company Would pay I 'd. thtus preserv-
ing to them the benefit of 'ALd. per ton per
mile. That is all the Commnissioner of Rail-
ways intended at the time. That is alt, he
considered aL fair thing, namely the advant-
age of 1/il. per ton per mile. But the flov-
eranatt failed to provide in the argreemient
that, in the e~vent of an increase in rates,
the rate to the company should go up lpropor-
tionately, and that the benefit to the corn-
pany should still be one of only 2/id. per
ton per mite. Instead of that, we are com-
mitted for 42 years to haul their lime for
%d. per ton per mite, whereas the ordinary
rate to-day is 1hfd., or just donble. The
company are paying Only 50 per cent, of the
ordinary rate, which means, in the aggregate,
a total of £6,457 in the year as a bonus to
the company for a period of 42 years.

Mr. Troy: On the minimum tonnage only.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Quite so. What were

the Government thinking of? What claim
have the Government to he possessed of or-
dinary busiaess inethals or instincts when
they tie up the country under any sort
of an agreement for 42 -years? What right
hiad the Government of the dlay to place the
dead hand on posterity and say that for 42
years the people of this State, through their

representatives in Parliament, shall have no
say as to what freights shall be charged this
company for the carriage of their ]lime.

The Premier: It u-as lnt the Government
of to-dlay.

Ron, P". (OL1,rl&R I said the Government
of the day. I ami au-are it was not the pre-
sent Government. It was the Glovernment
who entered into the other agreement. This
is a positive outi-e on representative gov-
ermnent. It is n-othing short of a scandal
for ny Govp rnmeat to enter into an agree-
ment with regard to freights for 42 years
ahleadl. The Government could have said,
"'We will give you a concession of 1/d. per
ton pci- mile to assist you to establ ish the
indiustry, atid this eoesiMoU Will Obtain for
five years.'" That would have been a. very
reasonable period.

lion. T. Walker: Very liberal.
Hon, P. COLLI ER: But to allow the con-

cession to run concurrently With the term of
the lease is a positive outrage. -No matter
what the peohple of the country night desire
during the next 40 years, nio iiatter what one
of the i~nv Goverunments who -will possibly
come and go on the Treasury benches may
desire during that period, they wvill still be
tied by this agreemnt, and may not alter
or increase 'the rate in any way.

Mr. Pickering: Does not that also apply
to the electric light agreement?

Honi. P. COLLIER: Yes, and a mighty
good agreemient, too.

The Minister for 'Mines: It was approved
by Parliament.

Mfr. J. Thomson:- Does it not apply to the
nieat works, too?

lion. P. COLLIER: That hoin. mnember has
not taken the trouble to delve into the file;
he is content to read a scrappy newvspaper
report for his information. No doubt tlint is
all the trouble lie hasg takenL to get his comi-
nients and his priticisin; lie is content to take
his information fromi a newspaper. I shall
have something to say about that later- on.
This is the position as it affects this line:
the agreenment failed entirely to protect the
interests of the State. It has tied us up for
a period of 42 years, which is a positive scani-
dal. It is equally serious as the other agree-
mentt to which I have referred. No matter
where the correspondence leads us, no matter
to what part of the file we turn, we find the
desires and wishes of the company being con-
ceded all the tine. Is it any wonder that
w-c are drifting on to the financial rocksl I
Would like to know how the people engaged
in developing our primary industries who,
dluriag recent year;, have been comiplaining
of the in-reased charges levied on them in
the way of railway freights, will view the
situation when they find that they are prac-
tically bonusing this company on a minimum
output of 25,000 tons to the extent of over
£6,000 a year? -Non- how wilt this work out
as a business proposition? According to the
file, the Mfinister for 'Works, drawing on his
experience as a fornier Comimissioner of Rail-
ways and on his knowledge of railvay work-
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inag, made a little calculation. He estimated
as a basis for calculation that the cost of
the line would be £50,000, though he re-
marked that the cost might not reach this
figure. It shows how much trouble the Mini-
ister for Works-the Minister charged with
the responsibility of constructing the line;
his department was responsible for the con-
struction and his engineers had charge of the
work-took in arriving at his estimate, (or
it is apparent that he did not ask any one
of his responsible engineers for an estimate
of the cost of the line.

The "Minister for Works: I think you will
find that the Engineer-ia*Chief and I were of
that opinion.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Then I can only say
that if the Engineer-in-Chief and the 'Minis-
ter estin-ated the cost at £,50,000, and it
panned out at £70,000, they are mighty poor
judges of costs. There is no explanation for
any responsible engineer being £20,000 out in
his estimate of the cost of constructing 15
miles of railway. I could understand it if
he was out to that extent in estimating a
100-mile section, or some big job, but to be
£20,010 out in his estimate of a 15-mile sec-
tion is utterly absurd. It is evident that the
Government never took the trouble to obtain
an estimate from their engineer.

M.%r. Pickering: What about the trans-Aus-
tralian railway?

Hen. P. COLLIER: What is the use of
making silly irrelevant bnterjeetions W~hat
has the trans-AnsRtralian railway to do with
this? According to thu file the Minister for
Wlorks said the sum of £50.000 should be
taken as the factor of calculation. He added
that the cost might not reach this hut cer-
tainly it would be over £40,000. The Min-
ister was only about 75 per cent. out in his
estimate. The Mfinister was aware of the
condlitions under which hie would have to
carry out the work. There was no alteration
in conditions at that time. Nothing occurred
tn alter the cost. Anyhowv, he assumed that
the line would cost £E40,000, which, at 51
per cent. interest, would be £2,200 a year re-
presenting the amount the G ove-rnzncnt would
be paying annually, in addition to which
would he the cost of working the line which
might make the sum £3,000 per annum or
even mere. " And, " said the Minister, "'ther
revenue wrill, roughly speaking, not exceed
£1,200 a year. It will thus appear that there
is a possibility of the Government having to
face a loss of so much per annum on the con-
corn.''

The Minister for Works: What date was
thatl

Hon. P. COLLIER: On the 10th January.
Before the Government agreed to pur-
chase the line it was well known it
would be a white elephant from the
point of view of the Governmnent. The
Minister said. " The Government will
have to face a loss,'' and that on;
an estimated cost of £40,000. If I take the
Minister's own figures end calculate them
not on the basis of £40,000 capital expeudi-

ture, but on the basis of £70,000, which -a
the actual cost, I find that the loss Will
amount to £4,050 per year. No sink-
ing fund at all was allowed for in
estimating the cost. That is not all. If I
am rightly informed-I am speaking subject
to correction-the line will be pracetically a.
white elephant. I am informed that the com-
pany is now drawing supplies of lime not
frein Lake Clifton over the railway, but from
Gungin over the Midland railway.

The Minister for -Mines: They cannot draw
from there long.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am advised that
they are getting 60 tons a day, and have re-
cently made arrangements to increase the
amount to 100 tons. Insofar as the company
is drawing lime supplies from the Midland
railway, so will this Lake Clifton railway
become it greater burden upon the State.

The Minister for Mfines: So will the agree-
mecnt. not apply in regard to the three-farth-
ings a ton.

Hon. P. COLLIER: If the supply does
not reach 25,000 tons. It was estimated that
about 80,000 tons would be required. It may
be that the company will draw 25,000 tons
from there, and a considerable proportion of
lime frein the 'Midland line, bet I do not
know about that, I understand that the
special dredging lease, a Bill in connection
with which is now before us, seeking to give
to another citizen certain dredging rights on
the river for shell, has behind it the object
of manufacturing cement at these works.

The Premier: No!
Hon. P. COLLIER: I have been informed

that it is so. No matter how one may leek
at this agreement as to freights, we must all
agree that the State has made an absolutely
bad deal, more particularly in the unjusti-
fiable manner in which the people of this
country have been tied up for the next 42
years. I now ceome to the gentleman who
occupied the position of Attorney General
and the part he played in the general trans-
action. I am sorry that Mr, Robinson has
not a seat in this Chamber now.

The Minister for Works: So am 1.
flon. P. COLLIER: It is not an agreeable

thing to criticise a nian in his absence. It
is not our fault that he is not here. It is
owing, I should say, to the foresight, wis-
dum, and good judgment of the electors of
Canning that he is not here.

The Minister for Mines: They have mended
their ways.

H~on. P. COLLIER: I am unable to under-
stand the attitude of a man, occupying as he
did the position of chief legal adviser to the
Crown, and himself a S.C. He had sworn
allegiance to the Crown, and to serve the
Crown in his positioal in Cabinet as Attorney
Cenieral and legal adviser to his colleagues.
Ile hail sworn to protect the interests of the
State and the Crown in every possible re-
spect. And yet we find that whilst acting
as advisers to the Government, his firm of
solicitors were also acting as advisers to the
company in their negotiations with the ov-
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ernuient. On more than one occasion the
files disclose that there were sharp conflicts
of interest between the Government and the
company with regard to this contract. In
these conflicts Mr. Robinson acted as legal
adviser for the company, and as legal ad-
viser to the Government. How could a wan
serve two masters?

The lifnister for Mlines: I am assured by
Mr. Robinson that the letters from the firm
wer-c not signed by him or sighted by him.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am not prepared to
take his assurance.

The Minister for Mines: I do not think
there is any question about it, when you com-
pare the signatures.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That does not affect
my argument one bit.

The Minister for Mines: I do not think
he would deliberately mislead the Govern-
ment.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am of opinion that
he did. The whole thing is a matter of
opinion. Even if he did not sign the letters,
it matters not. He was one of the members
of the firm of solicitors who were acting for
the company. Could there be anything more
reprehensible? Here we have a man in the
position of Attorney General, having access
to the files dealing with the contract, ex-
tracting minutes, and stealing the minutes
of the Minister for Works, As Minister of
the Crown 'he made copies of minutes to the
Minister for Works and other responsible
officers, for use by and on behalf of the
company, for which his firm were acting as
solicitors.

The Minister for Works: You cannot hold
ate responsible for that.

Ron, P. COLLIER: I am not doing so.
The Minister has already enough sins and

'burdens to bear.
The Minister for Works: I am not respons-

ible for that, anyway.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The Minister must

understand I am not criticising him, but the
action of the Minister who was responsible.
There is no inference that the Minister for
Works gave the minutes to Mr. Robinson.
We thus see a Minister of the Crown taking
possession of minutes to he used in the in-
terests of his clients, sending them to Sydney,
and insisting that the Premier should cause
these minutes to be rend as one with the
agreement. The then Premiier weakly added
his initials in three letters written in pink
ink, "I~ concur, ILB.L." He says, "'I agree
to these minutes being read as part of the
agreement. H.B.L."

Mir. 0 Loghlen: B.IP.!
Hon. P. COLLIER: It is a lamentable

exhibition of weakness. I do not blame the
then Premier so much as I blame the Minis-
ter responsible for it. It was wholly inex-
cusable. In all my reading of constitutional
and parliamentary history-, I am not aware
that anything equal to this has yet occurred
in Australia. I am not aware that any man
has occupied a dual position such as Mr.
Robinson did, being solicitor for the corn-

pany, and Attorney General at the samae
time. The file shows that he was the
Minister to handle the whole business
froni beginning to end. He was the
Minister through whom all the correspond-
ence filtered. He was responsible for draft-
ing the minute to Cabinet dealing with the
purchase. He was the Minister who was
responsible for one of the minutes which
so greatly affected the company, which min-
ute has now to be read in conjunction with
the agreement, and which was written the day
after the decision of Cabinet. Who is
to say that this minute was not written with
the deliberate intention of its being used
a~fterwa-rds in thle manner in which it was
proposed to be used?1 This was one of his
own minutes written after Cabinet had
agreed to tie purchase. A more astounding
proceeding has never yet been heard of in
any Parlia~tunt in Australia. Am I to con-
clude that all this has been done by a man
who has never been backward in criticising
the public actions of others, a man who has
even lectured this House at times as to the
conduct that members ought to pursue?
When Mr. Robinson was speaking upon the
famous Yevanas contract, which seems to be
worrying the mnember for Claremont-

Mr. J. Thomnson: I am not worrying.
Hon. P. COLLIER: At all events the

lion, member referred to it, Mr. Robinson,
is will be seen from "'Hansard,"' said-

They (the Government) are guilty off
doing tihings which ordinary individuals
-would not do, They have done those things
which lad one to believe that their prin-
ciples arc subversive of good gorermient.

Fancy that! They have. done things which
ordinary iiidividuals would not do, and which
would lead one to believe that their prin-
ciples were subversive of good government!
Has he done anything in connection with
this contract which ordinary individuals would
not do? Has he dlone anything subversive
of the principles of good government? I will
leave it tq members and the country to
judge. I conic now to the final stage in this
transaction.

The Minister for 'Mines: The sting in the
tail.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It relates to the at-
titude of the Premier and the present Gov-
ernment towards it. Up to this time the
present Government had nothing to do with
it. The Premier took office in May, 1919.
The contracts to which I have been refer-
ring were not signed, and the work was not
in progress when he took office. This con-
tract and this agreement came under his
notice some time after he took office. He
asked his Attorney General to go into the
matter, and to advise him upon it in Janu-
ary, 192,0. The Attorney General (now Mr.
Justice Draper) put up a report to him set-
ting out fully the position of affairs as he
found it after an examination of the file.
What should the Premier have done, and
what did lie do? He disapproved of the
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whole transaction, as dlid the Attorney Gen-
eral. He thought it was a bad deal for the
country and should not have been mnade. Not-
withistanding this, he has sat down for two
years or so, aud during all this time has with-
held from the House anti the countryv thle full
knowledge of the contract baving been en-
tered into. UIoqustionablv and undoubtedly,
the duty and responsibility of the Premier,
when he discovered the existence of this con-
tract of which lie did not ipporove. were tn
have conic (lowa to tile 1roulse and14 told meal-
bets and the country the whole facts of the
position. Why has this matter bwen hld up
secretly I do nut suggest that the Pre-
nier had any ulterior miotiv-e, but for some
reason which; r cannot fathomn, hie did not
disclose the existence of tis- contract. He
withheld frwin. the House all knowledge of
it until practically the eleventh hour, until
almost the last day of the session. Only
then, when lie brought downm his Loan Esti-
mates and wanted parliamentary authority
for the payment for thle line, dlid hie let the
House and the country know what had been
done. Let its recall the attitude of the Pre-
mier and his colleagues in the past with re-
gard. to secret contracts. Whatever may have
been said concerning the doings of the La-
bour Government in regard to secret con-
.tracts, this at least is certain, that the Pre-
inier and his colleagues, when sitting in op-
position, did not hesitate night after night,
month after month, and year after year, to
voice their condeninatiun. anti to strongly
and severely attack the Labour (lovermunent
for enterin g into what thley' alitged were
secret contracts. Although thle Prender was not
responsible for this secret contract, he kept
the fact that it was in existence from the
knowledge of the House and the knowledge
of the country. 'It is interesting to qo hark
to the (lays of 19151, aknd to qnote from a
speech mad~e by the Premier on that occasion
in regard to the Wyndhai Minit Works and
the contract connected with. their erection.
Thle Prcmier in those dlays said, as will be
seen from "Hfansard)' p'age 2310--

And is, it niot the dunty of umembers to
make the putnishmnit fit the crime, the
crime of screcy .. .. ... e accuse thle
Government of secrecy. it is the secrecy
we resent .. .. .. this contract was a
secret contract, andI knowledge of it only
leaked out through the Press.
Mr. 0 Thghlen:. Those were the days.

Ho.P. COTLTER: Every wordofti
applies to the action of the Premier to-day.

Thle Premier: I dlid not make any con-
tract.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No, but he withheld
knowledge of it. It was secrecy he resented
in those days- It is the secrecy about thits
business that we are resenting now. The
Premier continued-

I can prove timero ,., asecrecy whichk was
connived at, rnd iii fact, deliberately ar-
ranged by the Gover-nmuent ....

I canl prove that thene was setr- it-v that wa .
connived at hy tlt 4;overanmt'nt. I will not
say it wa- deli!bera tely ar-anii wi , 1 mit I tin
ajil'v to the Premier to-ilav lt ve-iy worwds
that he alil 1 it-i to rlhe Talounr C'T~verient
thten. Although the Premier was4 not reqpon-
sildi' tat tih' i-ontrnt-t, Fw '011Wi iiat it. lie
has; knwn aholit it for two vents, but he
held1 it a closle secret, anil lit' toniivi at
it. Ife goes Oii to sayv

There tw:s a i-ou.Srirniv of silvei-p on the
it of the Premier, the Minister for

Lands, and, Mr. Dtrnkerlev.
The Premiier lie refers to is; now his tolleaguc.
A conspbiracy- bf silcacel I apply the sanme
wordls io the Premier now. I say now that
there has been at conspiraey of silence be-
twveen the Premier and thle Mlinister for
'Works and the Minister for Education and
othe- Ministers.

The 7\hinister fom- Works: The chickenis are
coat1ig home1L to roost. em

lIon. 1'. COLIjTEE: The 'Minister for
'Works4, tooi, n-as most tiqment in ienouncinK
set-ret contracts.

The Mfinister for Works: I daresny T was.
Honl. P. COLLTER: I hlave no wsh to

weary the House; hut you, M1r. 'Speaker, know
perfectly well that I coul occupy the time of
hon. nienihers for the next 24f hours---

M.Willeock: Or 24 years!
*Hon. P. COLLTER: -in reading extracts

front " llaiisard'" reports of speehes by the,
Prtenier amid the MNinister for Work,; and the
111iniser for Eulncation, and othetr Mfinisters
now associatedl with thiem, condemning the
vcry tiling that they haqve heen guilty of inE
vonnettioti with this contract. Tht- present
IPremiier also said in November of 1915-

1 wish to ask if serecy has not beome
piart oif the systenm of thisi Gove-rnment? I
wonder how many secret ecittracts exist
that we do not kn!,ow of!

One sees how suspicions the present Premier
then was, He wanted to know how many
other contracets were hidden away in the arch-
ives of the variunsi, departments. I am not
going to lie -so unkind as to say that there
-ire other conltracts he-cities this one that the
Premier lint. brought to lighit, I do not be-
lieve tite Premier has any other secret con-
tracts hidden away. I bel ieve this is the only
one.

Mr. Pickering: The one little ewe iambi
H1on. W. C. Angwin: It is a full grown

sheep.
Honm. P. COLLIER:- The th2n Premier pro-

ceeded to say to hon. atenberc of that Par-
liament of 1915-

If they vote for the Government, they ap-
prove of secrecy and mal-admnistration. I
believe no memiber here will approve of the
muntkiiag of secret contracts.

I in turn tell hon. members opposite that iA
they vate for the Government, they will be
approvingZ of secrecy andi mal-administration.
That was the text of the then Opposition. I
want to know why the Premier did not in-
form, tli Htouse of this atter whent he first
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discovered it? Was it out of consideration
for his Minister for Works and his Minister
for Education?

Hon. W. . Angwin: Not the Ministry for
Works; the M,\inister for Education. Any-
how, the Minister for Education signed the
agreement without reading it.

lion. P. COLLIER: Why lid, not the Pre-
flier frankly tell the House of this, seeing
tbat he regarded the contract, not in a light
manner, not as being unimportant, hut in a
miost serious way? Yet the ho,,. gentleman
covered it up for more than two rears. In
that respect I say the Premier and his '.\[it-
isters aire deserving of censure. Now I turn
to the position occupied by the Mfinister for
Education in this matter. The *Minister for
Education generally shows himsef pretty ex-
pert in wriggling out of a difficult corney,
and he is not too scrupulous, either, as to
the political tactics he employs in order to
do so. The Minister for Education, when
questioned upon the subject last week, said
that hie wanted to set out the facts of the
ease, and proceeded to state-

One feature of the case that may be em-
phasised is that the agreement embodied
in the Act of 1914 was made by 'Mr. W. D.,
.Tobnson as Miniter for Lands in the Send-
dlan Government.

That, it seenms, is one feature which may be
emphasised. Now, the Minister for Educa-
tion deliberately attempted to raise a smoke
screen; he told the people that this agree-
meat was drawn up by Mr. W. D. Johnson;
he says that in order to try to lead the pee-
ple to believe- that he had Dot been guilty of
d10ng anything wrong, but had merely signed
some ogreetnent which was just in puirsuance
of, and giving effect to, sonme agreenment pre-
viously nmnde hy 'Mr. W. D. Johnson. I say
it was unworthy of the Minister for Educa-
tion to drag in Mir. W. fl. Johnson Is name in
that fashion. It is true that the original
agreement was drawn up by Mr. W. D. John-
son on behalf of the Labour Government.
That original agreement was approved of by
the Cabinet of which the present iister for
Mines was Premier and I was a member. We
went out of ofllci after the document was
drawn up). The agreement was taken tip by
our successors, the Wilson Government. But
the agreement is not Mr. W. D. Jlohnson's
agreement; it is the agreement of Parlia-
ment. It is an Act of Parliament. It does
not belong to 3Mr. WV. D. Johnson at all. It
does not belong to the Government that drew
it. It is an action of Parliament. It is the
product of Parliament. Why did the Minis-
ter for Education gratuitously drag in the
name of Mr. W. D. Johnson if it were not
to cloutd the issue, to confuse the public mind
over this matter, to create an impression that
he, the 'Minister for Education, had only done
something in pursuance of what Mr. W. fl.
Johnson had done. Now let us conic to Mr.
Colebatch 's part of the case. Ile says, "'I
signed the : greement because it was endorsedt
by the Solicitor General and by the Attorney
General, and I consider that is quite suffi-

cient."' But the Minister fur Education
signed this agreement without reading it.
This is another one of the men who helped
to destroy the Labour Government and to
tilrn them out of office, and who obtained his
present position~ by virtue of the alleged fact,
trumpeted forth to the country, that lie wvas
thoroughly well qualified by business train-
ing and coninenrial acumen to govern the
country' ! And v et we have a man as acting
Premier with no inore sense of the responsi-
bility of' his office, with no more business
aicumen or conmmercial knowledge, than to
sign, without even troubling to read it, an
agreement committing the Government to the
expenditure of £70,000 for the purchase of a.
r-ailway! T could understand it if this had
been a very lengthy agreement. Sometimes
a layman regards legal documents as mat-
ters which it is not for him to inquire into
when hie finds upon then, the endorsement of
the Crown Law officers. In such circum-
stances he takes it for granted that he is
quite safe in signing them. But here the
agreement consisted of only one clause,
one paragraph. It would not have taken
twenty seconds to read that clause or
paragraph. There might have been an ex-
cuse for the Minister for Education if this
had been a document of great length; but,
I repeat, it was just an agreement containing
one provision; and yet this tired Minister is
too indifferent to read the document in the
interests of the State. Now he tries to wrig-
gle out of his responsibility by raising un-
necessarily, and without any relationship at
all to the -ontraet, the name of Mr. W. D.
.[ohnson.

The Minister fur Mines: In any case, when
one reads an agreement, one reads what is in
it, and net whiat has been left out of it.

Hoa. P. COLLIl'R: But the 'Minister for
Mines knows this, that the Minister f or Edu-
cation claims that the agreement did not em.-
body the decision of Cabinet. He claims
now that Cabinet agreed to the purchase of
the railway subject to the approval of
Parliament. He was at that Cabinet
meeting of the 16th January, believing
that Cabinet decided on the purchase of
the railway subject to the approval
of Parliament. Yet four days afterwards
he signed an agrreement which, had he read
it, he must of necessity have realised did
not stipulate for any approval by Parlia-
mnen t.

Ron. W. C. Augwin: That is only his ex-
case now.

Mr. KeCallum: The Solicitor General's
letter drew attention to that.

Hon. P. C'OLLIER: The Minister may not
have seen that letter when be had the agree-
ment before him, but at the Cabinet meeting
four days previously, he knew the circum-
stances. Surely it is not too mnuch to ask
that a Minister should take the trouble to
read a short agreermnt of this kind before
signing it I do not know where the respon-
sibility lies with regard to that Cabinet. We
find that one member of it, 'Mr. Jlames Gar-
diner, through the Press has practically re-
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pudiated responsibility for the agreement.
The inference to be drawn from Mr. Gardin-
er's letter is that the decision of Cabinet on
that memorable 16th day of January, 1919,
was that the purchase should be subject to
the approval of Parliament. The Minister
for Education says so too. He says, "I
signed the agreement with the endorsement
of the Attorney General and the Crown Sol-
icitor, believing it was right; and it was only
in June of the present year that I found out
the agreement I signed did not carry out the
decision of Cabinet." There is no man in
this country, lawyer or layman, who will say
that that agreement does not carry out
literally the decision of Cabinet.

The Minister for Mines: I do not know
you are right there.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I say I am right.
Sayer says that. There is no question about
it, in my opinion. However, that is a matter
between Ministers. It is a question as to
what they decided at that Cabinet meeting.
I do not know. Nobody knows except those
who were present. However, only in June of
this year, the Minister for Education says,
did he find out that the agreement did not
carry out the decision of Cabinet. It is a
very belated discovery, on the part of the
Minister for Education. The Premier says
he knew it more than two years ago.

The Premier: I knew it this time two years
ago.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes; two years ago
the Premier knew it. But this active,' live
Minister for Education did not discover
it until 18 months after the Premier. To
me it is rather surprising that the Premier
did not think the matter of sufficient import-
ance to bring it up in Cabinet. To me it
seems extraordinary that the subject of that
agreement never came up incidentally, or by
way of conversation. Perhaps the Minister
for Work;, when he speaks, will tell ns the
date on which he first discovered that the
agreement did Dot carry out the intention
of Cabinet.

The Minister for Works: I will tell yott
all I know.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No doubt the Minister
for Works will tell us at what stage of the
proceedings it was he first discovered that the
agreement did not convey the decision, or
the supposed decision, of Cabinet. The Min,-
later for Education did not find it out for 18
months. And he attempts to slide out of it
now by putting the responsibility on other
shoulders. I have no more to say. I
consider that had the Opposition not brought
this matter forward for ventilation in a pub-
lic -way, we would have been neglect-
ing our duty to the people. This party
is not actuated by any political motive in
submitting the motion. We are not endeav-
ouring to play any party political game. We
conceive it to be our duty, when a transaction
of this kind has been discovered, to take the
earliest opportunity of ventilating it in this
Mouse, so that the many matters surrounding
it which are doubtful, may be cleared up, and

so that the people of the country, who in th,
final analysis will have to bear the burdei
and pay for the blunder, may be placed bi
possession of all the facts surrounding th,
affair.

The PREMIffER (Hon. Sir James Mitchel
-Northam) [8.29J: The Leader of th
Opposition in introducing the nmotion ex
pressed regret that he would have to inter
tere with the convenience and comfort o
memb~ers at this season of the year. I re
gret that also, and so do all of us. But
have no doubt the hon. gentleman thought
his duty to bring forward this motion. H,
has quoted very largely from files. I do no
propose to mention the quotations be hae
used, except as regards setting him righ
relatively to two or three of them whici
seem to me to be rather important. Tb,
quotations made by the Leader of the Op
position are not always right. .1 want it t
be quite clear that this Government had ic
thing whatever to do with this contract. I
"-as made before we camne into office.

'Mr. Troy: Some of your Ministers wet
concerned.

Mr. 1McCallum: Two of them, at any ratc
The PREMIER: The contract had bee,

completed without Parliamentary authorit
-that is the burden of thme complaint by th
Lesaler of the Opposition. Further, he core
plains that these facts have been withhel,
from, Parlianment for a period. I will deal wit
that aspect and I think the House will the,
believe that there is no cause for comnplaint
I will traverse some of the essential fact
only, because I dlid not have Anything to d
with this contract and, in the circumstance,
I will not deal with the file at all. The firs
agreement was made with Mfr. W. D. Johaso
when hie was a Minister in the Labour Goveri
ruent. I do not know why the Leader of thy
Opposition objects to his name being met
tioned. The agreement was absolutely es
anA it was the schedule to the Bill introduce
by the late Premier (Sir Henry Lefroy).

Hon. P. Colir: What motive influence
the 'Minister for Education in introducin
Mr. Johnson's name.'

The PREMIER: There was no motive a
all. That agreement was the schedule to tlb
Bill which was introduceed by the Lefro
Government.

M.Nr. Corboy: Let the Premier read th
statement of the Minister for Educatio
whi-lh appeared in the Press, and he will se
the motive.

The PREMIER: It was contemplated the
the railway would be bought some time aftc
construction.

Hon. P. Collier: Of course, it was.
Mr. Corboy: Such a thing is always coy

tem1 ,lnted in leases of that sort.
The PREMIER: I havi' already said ts

Parliament ratified that agreement. Thi
Chamber approved of the lease which we
part of the Act of 1916 which was intrc
ducal by the late Premier, Sir Henry Lefro,
I ask the House if it (-all he argued that b
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passing that Act, Parliament delegated to
the Government the right to purchase the
line without further reference to Parliament.
I do not think At did, notwithstanding the re-
marks of the Leader of the Opposition. Even
if it did do that, it has to be admitted that
the agreement to purchase was made before
the line was built. It was thought, and I
think the record of Cabinet's decision bears
out the contention that the Government in-
tcnded that Parliament should be asked to
ratify the agreement before the line was pur-
chased. However, the option of purchase
under the Act to which I have referred, be-
came, under the Lefroy Government, an on-
dertakiag to purchase. It is not necessary
for me to defend the actions of the Lefroy
Government, nor am I going to point out
what happened with regard to the making
of that agreement. The present Minister
for Works was -a member of the Lefroy Gov-
ernment and he will tell the Rouse what
happened. If it be necessary to set up any
defence-I do not think it is-he is quite
entitled to do so. The present Government
do not accept any responsibility for either of
the agreements to which the Leader of the
Opposition refers. It would be just as right
to make me responsible for agreements en-
tered into years ago.

Hon. P. Collier: I did not charge the Pre-
mier with responsibility regarding the agree-
ment.

The PREMIER: No, and I do not propose
to accept any responsibility. The Leader of
the Opposition was generous enough to say
that this Government had nothing to do with
it whatever.

Mr, Troy: You do not approve of the
agreement?

The PREMIER: I do not believe in any
such agreement being maide unless it is rati-
fied by Parliament.

MNr. Troy: Of course you do not.
The PREMIER: The Cabinet minute of

the 16th January, 1919, has been very much
discussed, and it is on that aspect I desire
to speak. That Cabinet 'minute clearly
lays down that the purchase of the line must
be subject to Vhe approval of Parliament, in
accordance with paragraph 13 of the author-
ised agreement, and in accordance with the
terms of the letter from the Under Secre-
tary for Lands dated the 31st May, 1918,

Hon- W. C. Angwin: Where is that min-
ute! It is not ua the file.

The PREMIER: It is on the file.
Hon. W. C. Angwin: It is not.
The PREMIER: I say it is.
Hon. W. C. Angwin: You must have dlif-

ferent eyes from most of us.
The PREM,%IER: I dertainly may have

better ones.
M r. Munsie: Perhaps the silverfish have

been about again.
The PREMIER: There are none so blind

as those who will not see.
Ron. W. 0. Angwin:- Bnt I want to see.
The PREMIER: Cabinet's decision on the

16th of January was as follows:-

Cabinet is of opinion (1) that the statu-
tory agreement should not be varied. (2)
That the Government agree to purchase on
the terms set out in the letter of the Under
Secretary for Lands of the 31st May,
1918, under the authority of paragraph 13
of the authorised agreement.

If bon. members choose to have regard only
to the reference to the authority under para-
graph 13 of the authorised agreement, and
disregard the reference to the letter of the
Under Secretary for Lands, then the posi-
tion becomes totally different.

Hon. P. Collier: That final paragraph
covers it all.

The PBEMrEB: I contend that hon. mem-
bers cannot leave out the reference to the
letter of the Under Secretary for ILands.
That particular letter reads as follows:-

In reply to recent correspondence ad-
dressed by you to the Ron. the 'Premier
with regard to the Lake Clifton agree-
meat, I have the honour by direction to in-
form you that the agreement cannot be
varied without the authority of Parlia-
ment, which. will be meeting in about two
months' time. The Government are anxi-
ous to facilitate operations and ire willing
to submit an amending Bill to Parlh-ment
providing that you and the Government can
agree upon amendments, likely to be ac-
ceptable to the Rouse.
Hon. W. C. Angwiu: That is dealing wAith

the route, not with the purchase.
The PREMIER: Not at all. The letter

proceeds:-
With regard to your proposal that your

company should build the line and that the
Government should take it over at cost in
exchange for debentures bearing interest
at 5 / per cent., the Government feel that
this proposal could not be entertained, un-
less they had the assurance that work
would be in actual operation, thus pro-
viding tramfc for the railway. ConLse-
quently, it is suggested that you amend
your offer to provide that the railway to
be built by you be taken over by the Gov-
ernment on the terms you suggest after
the necessary plant and machinery for the
lime and cement works have been actually
established as a going concern, thuas cecur-
ing traffic for the railways. If this sug-
gestion meets with your approval steps
can be taken to prepare an agreement to
form the basis of the amending Bill to be
submitted to Parliament early in *he comn-
ing session.
Ron. P. Collier: That is all clear, but it was

nine months before the agreement was signed.
The Minister for Works: That is what

we meant at the time.
The PREMIER: That is the letter whlicLh

is referred to in Cabinet's decision. It does
not matter if the letter was dated 80 years
before. This letter, without doubt, was be-
fore Cabinet when the matter was under dis-
cussion.
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Mr. Troy; Why was not that decision car-
ried oot'?

The PREMIER: That ts what the Leader.
of the Opposition has been, discussing during
the sitting.

Mr. Troy: Well, why was it not carried
out ?

Hon. P. Collier: It was decided other-
wise, that is why.

The PREMIER: It cannot be argued that
Cabinet proposed other than that tine termse
of that letter should be observed inl the amak-
ing of the agreement.

MAr. Troy: How did the alteration take
place then?

The PREMlIER: I am arguing that Cabi-
net determined that these emonditions should
be observed. It has been argued by the
Leader of the Opposition that that has not
been done.

Hion. P. (ollier: Cabinet's decision does
not carry out the terms of the letter.

The PREMIER: The decision of Cabinet
sets out that the terms of tine letter shall be
iln the algreement-

Hon. P. Collier: Subject to paragraph 13.
The Minmister for Mlines: One is tor tine

authority to purchase, and the other to de-
termine the purchase-which is entirely dif-
ferent.

The PREMIER: It mierely gives thle op-.
tion to pn"rehlas2 under paragraph 1 3.

Mr. McCallumn: That was all the Bill in-
tended.

The PREMIEli: Thne option was to le
exercised, subject to the approval of Par-_
lianicent.

Ron. P. Collier: The Cabinet decision does
Diot say that

The PREM'%IER: I suggest that thle Leader
of the Opposition should read the milnute
again.

H~on. P. Collier: I have read] it a thousanad
times and it does not say that.

Thet PREMTIER: Of course it doe.
Von1. P. Collier: The C'rawn Soliciton, "Mr.

Sayer, is as good a lawyer as the Premier.
The PREMIER: Very nmuchn better.
Heon. W. C. Angwin : He wants to put it

on to Sayer now.
The PREMIEFR: I say that no lion. meni-

ber can fail to agree with mc that what
(Caibinet said in its decision on 16th January
was, that the ternis of the letter from thle
Under Secretaryv for Loads had to he ob-
served. That letter referred to the question
of purchase of the line, althougb it was
dated eight mionths before. That letter
formed part of tine early negotiations.

Mr. Troy: The matter haed beein discussed
in Sydney.

The PREIER: It refers to the sugges-
tion that Cabinet should agree to purchase
this line. That should be perfectly clear to
everyone. How could Cabinet be more ex-
plicit than to say inl the minute that the
letter of the Under Secretary for Lands
should be observed in connection with the
agreemnit.

Mr. Troy: Why was not that letter Lot
lowed?

The PREMI1ER: For the mnoment I an
selking to ma ke inembers realise that thi
Cabinet ulinaoe did Say that thle COndlition,
I:1 tIowani in thke lette- from, tile Unde r
Secretary for Lads had to be observed.

Mr. Troy: Were those conditions observed
The PREMIER: Let uq he fair. I ani sun,

the Leader of the Opposition m~isuntderstand!
tht(- p" ition -

Hon. P. Collier: Who does?
The I 'H E IER: The bon. mieniber.
lion. 1' C ollier: I dol inot inniderstand

at all. It is perfectly clear.
The PREEMI ER: 1I think you inistander

standl it.
Hll. P. ('ollier: You are reading sonmc

th itng ito the Cabi net decision whicl is iso
there.

TI'll 1Th1 IER : No, I al not.
]]ib. 11. Collier: [ prefer to take the opin

ion oit the Solicitor Genseral.-
Tine PREMITER: The hon. ,ncnhber is en

titled to his choice, but I think every othe
lion. neinher will agie2 that Cabinet's do
eisifil is very clear, It is important thn
the HIouse shioulIdt realise that Cabinet, onl th,
Ifitli J1anuary, 1919, determiined that thi
agreemnitt shomuld be made subject to con
firinlation 1

ii- Parliamlenit. Of course, if
were not) so--

lion. P. Collier: The late Attorney Geon
vial did not thirtk it waqs so.

The PREMIER: If it were not go, thei
ciern- mendber of the Cabinet of that dlay Inn
to a f(lcht responsibility for the agreemenat a
istands now. If that were not so those wh

were responsible would include Sir Here
Lefrov, Mr. Robinson, 'Mr. Gardi ner, "Mi
('oleblnt,, Mr. George, 'Mr. Hudson, an,
Mr. Willmott. Mr. Enxter was in the Easi
ern States at the time, and Mr. Underwoo
ivas in tile North and did not attend a Cal

joet nivetimig subsequently. If it wvere tic
a" I have suggested, theil everyone of thos
1Mji itens would be responsible for the amali
ing nf this agreenment.

I I (in ,PI. (Collier: If those Mfinisters sa
that was their intention, I nan prepared to a(
elt tineir word, hut I say they made a nm

taike iii the wording of Cabinet's minute.
The PREMIER: I think the intention o

Cabitnet is clearly set out.
Ron.' P. Collier: I do not think so.
The PRiEIIER: I trust bon. members wl

realise that when Cabinet discusses such
mnatter, the inutention of Cabinet has alwa3
to be r-espected. It is troe that this ingrec
])ncut was signed by the M.Ninister for Ejmnef
lion, and that the agreement did not eonai
thle clause making it necessary to refer tlh
miatter to Parliaiment. The agreement elearl
says that thme line will he purchased whe
comnpleted and when certain other thing
neve done. These things are perfectly clea
and there is no escape from that positioi
Wheni this agreenient camte Iown for signp
tare 1) ' Mr. Colebatch, it was certified by M
Sayer in these words-
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An agreement as above will be within
-the terms of Cabinet minute of 16th Jan-
nary, 1919.

'Pie Attorney General of the day, 'Mr. Rob-
inson, endorsed the mninute "'I concur."' The
agreement was then presented to 'Mr. Cole-
botch, and lie signed it without rending it,
accepting the certificates.

Bon. WV. t!L Angwin: Dloes hie admiit that
lie did not read it'

The PREMIER: Yes.
lion. AV. C. Angiu;n He ought to be

tishnined of himself.
The PREMIER: The hion. member himself

hias signed nmany documents without reading
them,

Hon. W. C. A1ngwin: Never in urvy life!
The PIREMIER; Time Leader of the Op-

positiomn has saidl that lie would take -Mr.
Saver's advie on a legal matter. I think
lie would be wise in doing so- Of course, it
6; possible that Mr. Sayer read into this
the authority which the lion. member haqs read
into it. Howevet, f do not wish to discuss
Mr. Sayer, although t (10 wish to make clear
to the H-ouse that Cabiniet did not instruct
that this question need not go before Parlia-
mient. The Mimister for Works probably will
refer to that in his speech. It seemis very clear
to me, and lion, memibers have had an oppor-
tunity to read thme letters that passed at
the tune. The Leader of the Opposition ar-
gued that the letter of the -Under Secretary
dlid not provide for ref erence to Parlinment.
Of course it clea-v does. Ministers have
sigaed doeunn'ents on the certificates or their
officers before tn-day. If 'Mr. Colehatch had
read] time doc-ument and seen time omnission
made, of course he - wouldl not have signed.
However, there is nothing strange in accept-
ing the certificate of the law officers, parti-
niarly when the document is approved by the
Attorney General. That seems to rue
to be the whole point: unmkely, did
mny colleagues believe that Cabinet dir-
ected that Parliament should be consulted
and that that provision should be in the
ngreenteat? Of course they did; if it were
otherwise they mlight well he criticised. The
Leader of time Oppositin referred to the
building of the line by the Public Works
Department. The Public Works Depart-
mnent did not build the line. hot meorely
loaned an engineer andi the gear for the
building of the line. However, that ha,; no
bearing on the agreememit referred to. Co--
plaint has been inade also :hiat this was a
method Qof evajinlg responsibility in regard
to the construction of the Esperance line. Of
course it cannot be seriously argued, not even
by the member far Kanowna (lio . T.
Walker) that the building of this line in
any way affected the construction of the
Esperalnce railway. Iflowever, the lion. mnem-
her drags. in this Esperanee line at every pos-
sible opportunity.

lIon. P. Collier: I quoted, not the Esper-
a-fle railway, but 200 mniles of various lines
which have been awaiting construction for

eight years, notwithstanding which you could
find the money for this particular liae.

The PREMIER: There is in. that resolu-
tion passed by Parliament provision that thme
Esperance line must be started before any
other linle.

lion. T. Walker: NoD; the resolution sa-,-s
that the construction of the several linies
shall be according to the order of their an-
thorisation.

The ['REM] ER: The question of the
building of the Esperanec line has been dlis-
cussed from Dan to Beersheba. However, it
is immaterial to this issue, and I do not in-
tend to further discuss it.

Hon. P. Caller; It is of no importance, it
you wait for seven years.

The PREMIER; I did not say it was ot
no importance, hot .1 say the huiildling of this
line did not interfere with the construction
of other linefs.

Hon. T. Walker: Rails which might have
been available for other lines were used in
this line.

The M1inister for Works; The. company
bought their own rails.

Hoa. TU. Walker: On your security!
The PREMITER: I am not arguing that

this line Ought to have been constructed or
purchased b y the Government, but I say it
did not interfere with the construction of
other lines.

Hon. P. Collier: You. are unwise in try-
ing to justif-y it.I

The PREMIER: If it could be coatended
that the, building of this line delayed thei
construction of other lines, there would be
something iii it; hut that cannot be sub-
stantiated. f should just like to clear that
up.

'Mr. 0 Loghilen: 'it is as clear as mnud
now.

The PREMTER: To the hion. member, 1
believe it is. No one *oold expect it to be
otherwise.

Mr. 0 'Loghlen: You are just blundering
along, trying to defend an indefensible ac-
tion.

The PRE'MIER:- Let me refer to my con-
niection, with this matter. I assumed office
as Premier in May of 1919. 1 knew nothing
of the purchase agreement until towards the
end of December. I believe I dlid not hear
of it until after the railway was completed.
I think 'Mr. Law asked me to make a trip'
to Waroona. However, that trip was not
possible. I immediately asked the Attorney
General to go fully into the matter. Ue. i-i
so. His minute of January, 1920, sets out
the facts. At that time 'Mr. Robinson hadI
ceased to be a member of the Governmuent.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: I suppose you wouldl
say hie took all the sins of the Government
with bini.

The PREMIER: The Leader of the Op-
position asks the House to withdraw its
confidence in mae because I dlid not sooner
in-form Parliament. If the Leatler of the Op-
position had succeeded Sir Henry Lefroy, he
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would be doing just what I am doing to-
night.

Ron. P. Collier: Two years belated!
The PREMIER: Not two years belated.

The. hon. member would be doing what 1
am doing to-night.

Hon. P. Collier: Yen are not justified in
saying what I would be doing. You are
justified only in defending your own action.

The PREMIER: You could not have taken
any other action.

Hon. P. Collier: Than to hold it back for
two years? 'What nonsense!

The PREMIER: The agreement was made
and the line constructed when I first heard
of it. Nothing has happened since. I have
never been asked to take any action in con-
nection with the line.

Hon. P. Collier: There has been a gen-
eral election since. The public should have
been told of it. It might have altered their
views.

The PRM(IE'R: How could it have al-
tered public opinion in respect of me and
my colleagues? I had nothing to do with
the making of the agreement.

Hon. P. Collier: There are more than yoea
concerned in it.

Mr. Willeck: The wonderful simplicity ot
bon. members, to allow themselves to be
taken down in order that they might secure
a fresh lease of office!

The PRENTER: What cobild have been
gained? To-day Parliament can do all that
it might have done two years age; nothing
has since happened. 'When T found that this
agreement had been made, I informed Cab-
inet and, with the full concurrence of the
Minister for Works and of the Minister for
Education, we decided that Parliament mrust
be consulted before payment for the line
could be made. Nothing has happened dur-
ing those two years. A few months ago a
demand was made for the payment of the
money, and at the first opportunity I brought
down on the Loan Estimates an amount for
this purchase by the Lefroy lGoveranent,
which I was careful to explain to the House.
The House can now deal with it. There was
nothing possible two years ago which is not
possible to-day. The position has not al-
tered in the slightest; the power of Parlia-
inent has not weakened, nor has the power
of the people. I might have told about it
before; there was no reason on earth why
I should not have made the thing public; al-
though I do not know how I could have done
it, except perhaps by bringing down thu
papers and layring them on the Table.

Hon. W%. C. Angwin: You should have told
us two years ago when we had the Attorney
General in the 'House.

The PREMJF 4 R: Anything that could
have been clone two years ago can be done
now. The delay has not impaired the power
of Parliament to deal with this matter asq it
pleases.
*Mr. Johnston: But the agreement has.

The PREMIER: That was made before
my time. Nothing I have done has altered

the situation in the slighest degree. Thi
line has been purchased, but before it car
he paid for Parliament must agree. I under
stand the legal position is as stated by the
Lender of the Opposition, namely, that w(
aire compelled to buy that line.

Hon. P'. Collier: Have you any doubt aboul
it?

The PRE'MIER: None at all. Had I1 haJ
any doubt, the amount would never have ap,
peared on the Loan Estimates. The coin
pany claims that it has fulfilled its part, and
it requires us to fulfill ours. 'We are bound
by the agreement, and obliged to pay. ThE
company has done good work in this State
It. has spent about a quarter of a million or
its works at IDurswood, and is there turning.
out goodl cement. No one questions the
value of the industry to the State. I do nol
propose to defend any act of the last Cab,
mnet, or of the Cabinet before, or even of iti
predecessor, but I do say, that if any membei
of the last Cabinet feels aggrieved, he ear
have a Royal Commission to inquire into the
matter.

Mr. 'MeCalluni: Soft soap now.
Hon. W. C. Angwia: Who is the Premiier

of the State--the writer of the leading ar,
tidle in the ''West Australian," or you?

The PREMIR:. The writer of the leading
article has nothing to do with my statententE
here. If any member of the Lefroy Govern.
ment feels aggrieved, nobody will deny bitt
the right to an iaquiry which he desires. I
do not know whether the member for Kan.
owna prefers that any e-Minister who de.
sires it should come to the bar of the House
and he heard. It does not seem to me thai
that would be a satisfactory way of dealing
with the matter. The Leader of the Oppoai.
tion has made a serious attack on the late
Attorney General, who cannot come here tc
reply. However, if he wishes it I should sa3
he ought to be given an opportunity to ap.
pear before a Royal Commission. I have sail
nll I wish to say with regard to this matter,
It has been necessary for me to come to Par.
liament to ask for the money to complete the
purchase of this line. I have done that, and
I have clone all that any other man in m)
position could do or would have done. If
Parliament desires to do away with the line,
Parliament can do that now. The line is still
in the hands of the company. They have
been working the line, so far as it has been
,worked, since its construction in 1919. Last
-year I understand they hauled about 18,00f
tons of lime over the railway. Something
was said about a claim for interest. I 'do not
see' how they can claim, and I do not intend
to acknowledg-e tlmat they hnve any right tc
claim interest on the -railway they have been
using. It would be a strange thing if they
could have the use of the line and charge for
interest on the cost of it at the same time.
If the Leader of the Opposition thinks that
delay in advising Parliament has weakened
the position at all, I assure him that he i-
very mucb mistaken. I am not conscious of
having done other than right in this matter.
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I believe my duty -was, when the money was
requested, to come to this House and ask the
House to vote it. As a matter of fact, we
do not now know what the exact amount will
be, and two years ago the position certainly
would not have been clearer. The company
have this agreement and they had it before
I took office. They still have the railway;
it is in their possession. Before it could be
taken over, I had to come to the House and
ask if the House was willing that it be taken
over. What more could I do?

Hon. P. Collier: You could not have done
less. You had to come to Parliament and
you waited until the last hour.

The PREMIER:- I came to Parliament as
soon as a claim was made f b payment.

Hon. P. Collier- No, yoa put it off until
the last moment.

The PREMIER: Could I have come be-
fore?

Hon. P. Collier: Yes.
The PREMI ER: Certainly I could have

come here and said that I had been looking
through the files and had found that this
agreement had been made. But was such a
thing ever done before? I am perfectly cer-
tain that if the Leader of the Opposftion
had succeeded Sir Henry Lefroy as Premier,
he would have been here to-night asking for
this vote, just as I am asking for it, and
for the reason which I have already . stated,
that the line is stillt in the hands of the com-
pany. The company have paid for the line,
and now awl only now are they asking the
Government to pay for it.

Mir. Johnston: I think the Leader of the
Opposition wonid have told us something
about it when the last elections were on.

The PRE'MIER: I do not know that he
would have done so.

Hon. P. Collier: That is why it was with-
held-so that the public would know nothing
about it.

The PREMIER: No, it was not.
Hon. P. Collier: I am justified in assum-

ing that it was.
The PREMIER: The Leader of the Op-

position is not justified in assuming that.
Hon. P. Collier: There is no other reason-

able assumption.
The PREMIER: These files have been

scattered around the departments.
Hon, P. Collier: It is marvellous how it

leaked out.
The PREMIER:- It did leak out.
Mr. Corboy: It was known a fortnight

ago.
The PREMIZER: Nothing wasf concealed

by the department. These files Were open
to the public.

ML~r. Collier: They must be very Sleepy
pressmen these days. They would have had
it out a bit sooner when we were in office.

The PREMIER: I maintain that, in com-
ing to the House now, I have conic just as
soon as X was entitled to do so.

Hon. T. WALKER (Kanowna) [9.6): 1
think we might all say at once that so far as

the initiation aLnd conduct of negotiations in
connection with ths objectionable agree-
mneat are concerned, the Premier had nothing
whatsoever to do with it. That might be
granted, and willingly granted, but does that
altogether answer the charge that has been
laid against him and his Government in the
-motion of the Leader of tke Opposition that
he has 'kept nmost damaging facts in the his-
tory of the administration of the State from
Parliament?

The Premier: I have not; I brought them
to Parliament,

Hon. T. WALKER: I am sorry to have to
point out that this is on a par with a good
deal of the special pleading and manufac-
tured minutes of the ox-Attorney General,
Mr. 'Robinson, apparently conforming to a
necessity, a duty and an obligation. But is it
a conformation? Is it really in accordance
with the views which have been quoted and
which the Premier expressed in this House
when the Nevanas contract was being de-
bated? He said-

Is it not the duty of members to make
the punishment fit the crime 9

What crime9
The Premier: Yes, what crime?
Hon. T. WALKER: The crime of secrecy.

These were the words of the present Premier
on that occasion.

The Minister for 'Mines: They put US on
the chopping block.

Hon. T, WALKER: There was no secrecy
about it.

The Minister for -Mines: But we were like
Jonah, we came out all right.

Hon. T. WALKER: We came out all
right-out of office--on such accusations as
this.

Mr. Underwood: And you have been wail-
ing ever since.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: No, we have not.
Hon. T. WALKER: The present Premier

on that occasion said-
It is the secrecy we resent This con-

tract -was a seeret contract, and knowledge
of it leaked out only through the Press.
The Premier: I never made any contract.
Hon. T. WALKER: But the Premier is an

accessory after the faet so far as the secrecy
is concerned. He has helped to keep this
mnatter a secret.

The Premier: I have not.
Hon. T. WALKER: Where is the sens of

responsibility of the Premier when he can
kceep in his mind a: knowledge of this terrible
outrage upon administration and have no idea
of the necessity- of laying tbe papers before
Parliament and taking the House into his
confidence the moment he discovered it? What
sense of responsibility had he? He says "I
have now come ddwn with it to the House."I
When? Only to ask the House to foot the
bill. That is the only way in which the mat-
ter has come before us. It would have been
discussed on the Loan Estimates in the usual
way, in the small hours of the night, if the
Lender of the Opposition had not taken this
course.
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The Premier: No, it would not.
Hon. T. WALKER: Undoubtedly, it

would have been. The itemn appears in the
Loan Estimates, and there alone, and this is
the way the Premier vaomplies with his duty
of taking the Uouse into his confidence.

The Premier: But 1 told the House about
it.

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, after all these
months. The House was not told anything
about it until the Loan Estimates were
brought down, that is, two years after his
discovery of this enormity-it cannot be
called hr auy other name. Two years after-
wanrd,;, when hie is Obliged to tell the House,
lie does so.

The Premier: I had nothing to hide.
Hon, T. WALKER: Then why hide it?

The Premier, in the course of his speech, has
shown that at least one mnenmber of the Cabn-
net committed what, if it had been done by
an ordinary civil servant, wrould be an abso-
lutely criminal offence provided for in the
code.

The Premier: 'What is that?
Hon. T. WALKER: The section read--

Any person who, being employed in the
public service, publishes or communicates
any fact which comes to his knowledge by
virtue of his office and which it is his
duty to keep secret, or any document
which comes to his possession by virtue
of his office and which it is his duty to
kceep secret, except to some person to whom
hie is bound to publish or communicate it,'is guilt ,y of a inisdeneanour and is liable
to imprisonment for two rears.

if Avre are to trust the file, if we are to trust
what appears there in written documents
in cc tihe signatures of officers and 'Ministers,
there ha-1e been files extracted and comnutuni-
catedl to peIrons Who had no right to them
without the knowledge of the Minister in
whose departments those files wvere kept. Is
not that so! And this to benefit a conmpany
who emiployed the Attorney C3eneral as the
soliciting firm for the company. If that bait
heen djone liv any ordinary public servant,
it would hafve Inen a Criminal Offence.

The '.Ministcr for 'Works: What would the
Barristersm' Board think' of it?

Hon. T. WALKER: I[ do not think they
would tolerate that kind of moral conduct.
Again, the Act says--

Any person who being employed in the
piublic~ service, or beingthe holder of any
public office and being charged with the
performance of any duty by virtue of such
emaploymenit or office, not being a duty
touching the administration of justice, cor-
ruptir asks, receives,. or obtains, or agrees
or attempts to receive or obtain any pro-
pierty or benefit of anyv kind for himself
or anly other pe'rsont on account of any-
thing already dlone or omitted to be doneI
or to be afterwards done or omitted to be
done by him in the discharge of the
duties of his office; or corruptly gives,
voofers, or pirocures, or promises or

offers to give~ or confer or to pro-
cure or attempt to pirocuire, to, upon,
or for any person employed in the public
service, or being the holder of any public
office or to, upon, or for any other person,
any property or benefit of any kind on
account of any such act or onission on
the pert of the person so employed or holid-
ing such office is guilty of a crime, and is
liable to imprisonment with bard labour
for seven years and to be fined ait the dis-
cretion of the court.
MIr. Marshall:- We will convict him; hartl

work woauld do him good.
H~on, TI. WALKER: That is what would

happen to a p'ublic servant.
M1r. ('orboy: 'Is not a Minister a public

servant.
lHon. T. WALKER: Technically, no.
Hont. P. Collier: He holds a more import-

ant office.
Hon. T. WALIKER: Yes, a more respon-

sible office, for hie has taken the oath of
allegiance faithfully to serve the State.' That
is his position, one much higher than the
ci; il servant. Therefore we expect a stricter
code of moral honour.

Tie Premier: Is it a. criminal offence for
a civil servant to give information?

lon. T. WVALKER: It is, to communicate
dlocumients to those who have no right to
receive, them, and] anyone who uses his office
to benefit himself or his frends or any other
person whatsoever is guilty of a crime. I sub-
init that if we are to trust the speeh of
the l'm'cmicr, by inference, one umeinber of a
past Governnment has been guilty' of that.
Hie has mtilised his offic in the interests of
the cum-lnnv. lie advised and instructed
themihowv to go about things so as to secure
:ill they have se.'nred under the best possible
agrevnment.

Mr. Teesiale: You will have himn a part-
nter ini the deal next if you go on.

ion. TF. WVALKER: I doi not know to
what ft(-he ai. imember refers, or wvlat lio
ineans. I ani not too suire ther' iN not some-
thing inl thiat.

Mr. Troy: it was your suggestion-
lion. TF, WVALKER: I do not want to make

assertionis that I am not too sure :about.
Mrfj. Pic-kerig: They 'are made under priv-

ilege.
lion. TF. WALKER: lie has sonic interest.

in fibrolite 6r in the manufacture of cement
for house biuildings, or some liatent rights
in, coinection with that, lie has other in-
terests c'onnected with this indusitry. It may
he this has some bearing onl the interjection
of the lion. memiber. I ani only looking at it
now as put forth by the Premier himself.
'%r. Robinson actually suggests to a company
seeking beniefits that it shall maike itq repre-
sentations in a certain waiy. Ile suggests
hOW thle company shall go about it. Although
lie is4 Attorney General for the Stat.' lie sug-
gusts to file -oumpny thme best way in whiebh
it i-an, secure the advantages it requires.

Mr. Angelo: A royal couneillor.
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Hon. T. WALKER: Undoubt~edly he was
advising the company as against the Govern-
nment. I remember well, whent I was in the
Parliament of New South W~ales, when the
late Sir Edmuond Barton, then 'Mr. Barton,
and 'Mr. O'Connor, two important Ministers,
were acc-used by the late Hon. John Want
with having accepted a brief front the MUac-
Sherry Railway Construction Company. The
Hon. JTaint Want drew the attention of the
House to this fact anti moved the adjourn-
ment of the House. The umotion. was carried
against the Government of Sir Henry Parkes,
and 'Mr. Barton had to resign and the other
holder of the brief had to do likewise, and
the Government were defeated over so simple
a matter as that, so keen was the sense of
honour in those dlays. This is not am parallel
case; it is infinitely worse. I f we are to
trust the Premier, almI we mnust seeing that
lie has given us the correct version so far,
there was in the mnind of Cabinet all the way
through, the resolve to refer, and a sense of
the necessity for referring, any agreement
to the endorsement of Pad-iantent. This had
to he (lone by mevans of a Bill. That was
over and over again set forth. H-ow was this
averted ?' Why (lid this not comte to fruition!
How is it u-e hiave not got the Bill? The
reason is that the legalt officer in the Govern-
ment tinttup a minute to CJabinet constituting
an agreement, -which absolutely belied and an-
nulled all the tinder~alnding of Cabinet. It
was absolute treachery and dishonour. That is
revealed by the lPreniier's -seeh to-night.
But no action is taken when thme offence is
discovered. An election has taken place
since, but nothing whatever is said. Could
there be anything more ensormnons; anything
more scandalous?

Mr. Underwood: Droadfull
Hion. T. WALKER: Is it not?
Mr. Underwood: True.
Hon. T. WALKER: Even the honm. member

must admit it.
M.%r. Underwood: Why pick me?
H-ou. T. WVALKER: Is this House to he

kept in ignorance of an offence so egregious
as this? ('an interest be running onl and ac-
cumulating in this manner without the House
knowing anything about it until now? Is
tha-t good government? Is this the policy of
the present Government? Two years have
passed and] we have known nothing about
this.

The Premier: There is 110 interest running
'on. You do know all about it.

Holl. P. ('ollier: That is a matter for arbi-
tration.

Hion. T. - WALKER: We know all about it
now. If we had not to pay time piper snow,
if it had been five years hene, for five years
we should have been kept in ignorance.

Hon. P. Collier: That is a fair assumption.
Hon). T. WALKER: It only comes up now

when we are obliged to pay. I Ban not going
over the round already gone over by the
Leader of the Opposition showing how much
we have to PAY which we might have avoided,
and bow callous the Government have been.

The Premier: Not a penny will you have to
pay that you could have avoided paying.

Hon. T. WALKER: Why?
The Premier: Because you have to pay.
Hon. P. Collier: The question of interest

up to date is still in abeyance,
The Premier: 'No,
Hon. T. WALKER: It is still a question.
Hon. P. Collier-: The file says so.
Rion. T. WALKER: Perhaps the Govern-

ineat will yield as the previous Government
yvielded.

The Premnier: Your Government yielded.
Bon. P. Collier: And you took our Pre-

mier into rour Government.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
E~on. T. WALKER: Everything that the

company has asked for has been granted up
to non. How cones it that the Cabit, be-
ing so resgolved to submit a Bill to Parlia-
mnent, did not see to it that file agreement
contained a reference to this Bill? No ment-
tion is uncie of it. No public attention is
drawn to it. There-is no cheek upon it.
What kind of Grovernment is this? The peo-
ple who signled this agreentear. are in office-
now. The -Minister for Educvation who signed
that document, it is now said, withfout read-
ing it, only a few days before had hIls atten-
tion tlr:iiwn to tire fac't that provision should
be made faor submitting this to Parliament.
In the one short clause there is no allusion
to it, and yet he sigis it. Here is a remiark.
aile thing: On the 13th January, 1919, Mr.

Saver wrote to the Attorne GenerlMr
Robinson-

M-Nr. Ommkden, the genieral mansager of thme
compamny, has stated if the completion of
the pot-chase i9 subject to Parliamentary ap -
provat so that any elentent of doubt remains
as to whether the line would in fact be
.purchnsedI by the Gover-neet, his dompany
would be unwilling to proceed any further
withi the business, as it is a sine qua non
thalt -the comp11any should not assumne the
permanent reslOonsibility of constructing,
owning and workinig the railway' . The
within draft loes, not contain any proviso
that the purchase is subjection to the ap-
propriation of funds by Parliament.

Onl the sMae d1ay ho Sent a mliute to Mfr.
Hampton as follows-

I draw attention to thev fact that the
plroposed agreement in exercise of the
option did not contain sity proviso that it
would be subject to the approval Of :Par-
lianment or to the appropr-iation of funds
by Parliament, hut Cabinet decided to pur-
chase under the authority of paragraph 13
of the authorised agreement.

That is to say, without ainy provision for
submitting the matter to Parliament.

The Minister for Works:. We did net una-
derstand that.

Hon. T. WALKER: Mr. Sayer did his
best to make it known.

The Minister for Works: We did not have
that letter.
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Eon. T. WALKER: Wby not? The Min-
ister had an Attorney General whose duty it
wag to make it known.

The Mlinister for Works: I Dover saw that
letter until I saw it on the file last week.

Ron. T. WALKER: Frt is extraordinary.
The Minister for Works: That may be-
Hon. T. WALKER: What were the Gov-

ernment doing to allow an officer to override
them in this way? All the time that this
contract was in process of negotiation every
communication from the applicant company
went through the Minister for Industries.

The Minister for Works: Exactly.
Hon. T. WALKER:- Whether it was a

matter of railway construction or not-
The Minister for Works: Not alL
Hoan. T. WALKER: The correspondence

went through him. He was the factotum.
He was the one who communicated every-
thing to other Ministers. He was made the
agent of the company.

The Minister for Works: He was Attor-
hey General, and therefore our legal adviser.

Hon. T. WALKER: But he was advising
the Government not upon law, but upon rail-
way construction.

The Minister for Works: No.
Hon. T. WALKER: And upon railway

freight-
The Minister for Works: Ho was Minis-

ter for Industries.
Hom~ T. WALKER: And upon rails. The

law had nothing to (10 with freights.
The Minister for Works: Oh yes, it had.
Hon. T. WALKER: He was advising

upon the ordinary details of the department.
The Minister fur Works: He was not

doing anything of the kind.
Hon. T. WALKER: Undoubtedly he was.

The files have been read to-night.
The Minister for Works: You do not uin-

derstand.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!I The Minister

can address himself to the subject later on.
Ilon. T. WALKER: He received requests

as to the rails to be used, and as to the route
to he taken, and as to all the functions in
connectioa with the construction of the rhil-
way. 'He was made the recipient of anly stig-
gestion or any request that was afterwards
communicated second band to the Minister
for works. All this was known, and yet I
find no protest from any Minister, either from
the Minister for Education or the Minister
for Works, against the course that things
were taking. There is nothing on the file to
show that any objection is taken to 'Mr. Rob-
inson. acting in this way, running the whole
concern, being not only adviser to the Crown
but the administrator so to speak of the de-
partments of other Ministers, all the time0
being a member of the firm of solicitors that
were trying to get all the bargains they could
for themselves.

The Minister for Works; H-ow were we to
know that?

Hon. T. WALKER: Surely the Minister
know.

Hon. P. Collier: You saw the papers on
the file, the letters from his firm.

I-on. T. WALKER: Surely the Minister
camne across these letters from the firm of
Robinson & Cox.

The Minister for Works: After the agree-
ment was made, yes, but not before.

Hoe. T. WALKER: Surely there were
some parts of the file which must have been
seen before.

.The Minister for Works: I cannot tell
you-

Ron. V, WALKER: I do not know
whether the Minister was in Cabinet when
the decision was made to complete the con-
tract to purchase.

The Minister for Works: On the 16th
January, yes-

Hon. T. WALKER: If so, he surely knew
of the minute saying there was no necessity
for - taking the matter to Parliament. The
minutes recorded show that an agreement
was made with the company, and that there
should be no submission to Parliament.

The Minister for Works; Nothing of the
sort.

Hon. T. WALKER; Thea they had not
read the file properly, because repeatedly at-
ttuntion is drawn to the fact that provision
is not mnade for taking this matter to Parlia-
nent. The Minister should have known that
it had heen stated thAt the course of sub-
mnitting this matter to Parliament would be
constlered most objectionable.

The Minister for Works: I will show you
when I come to speak.

HeLL. T. WALKER: The minute, too,
shows that the company objected to the
variation of the contract; and it is a varia-
tion as we have now got it. That much-
quoted Section 13 is merely an optional sec-
tion included in all private Acts of this
character; wherever a railway is privately
constructed, the Crown reserves the right to,-
step in and take the line over, if that course
is found necessary. And this is no more
than that. The contract, however, goes
further. It not only buys this rail-
way ahead --buys the railway in advance-
hut it constructs the railway itself, so to
speak. The officers of the Grown, the pub-
lic servants of the land, are put into move-
inent to make this railway. Civil servants
are employed to do the work. To all intents
and purposes, this was a public railway be-
fore ever it was started. All the Government
machinery for railway constructionI was to be
put at the service of the company.

The 'Minlister for Works: And the com-
pany pad for that.

Ron. P. Collier: No.
Bon. T. WALKER, This shows the farce

of the thing. "1The company paid for it."
Let me show how they paid for it. What
was done was that the company, having the
r-ontrapt in hand, borrowed the neressary
money. Instead of the State borrowing the
money, the conmpIany borrowed the money,
thus practically paying for the work as it
went along. Then, having paid for the rail-
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way with the borrowed money, the company
come to the Government and say, "'Now PaLY
us back nil the money you have borrowed
and leave us the railway."

Hon. P. Collier: The company wanit pay-
ing for it at the rate of 6 per cent. per an-
)num interest.

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes; and not only up
to the date of completion, but right up to
the date of the settlement of the purchase.
That is whnt they are asking for-whether
they get it or not. They even. put amongst
their expenses a charge for directors' tees.

Hon. P. Collier:- Yes, and a bonus to the
engineer.

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, and a bonus to
Mr. Anketell.

Mr. Underwent That was not charged up.
They tried to charge it up.

lion. P. Collier: Yes, they wanted to
charge it, but it was disallowed.

Hon. T. WALKER. That is the kind of
company we are dealing with. 'We are now
asked to pay that company for what is, so
to speak, a Government railway line. Arc
not the Government taking the line over be-
fore it has ever been of any service to the
State? Without ever having served any
settler, this line becomes a Government rail-
way. Is it not a subterfuge to speak of a
line like that as a private line? I think
every member has a right to complain of the
subterfuge whith has prevented other lines,
which might have been built, from being
constructed uip to date. Seventy thousand
pounds spent upon the constrnction of useful
agriculturnl lines, leading to development,
would] have done material good to the S'tate.

Mr. Teesdnle: There was enough said at
the time about the benefit to agriculture.

Mr. Willeock: But it never caine off.
Mon. T. WALKER: We know this ]ine

has not done any good to agriculture. What
has agricuilture got out of it?

Mr. Willeock: Not a bag of lime.
Jion. T. WALKER: True; not a bag of

lime so far. Even for cement purposes the
railway is not being fully used. Seine of the
material used in making cement conies from
Gingin or that neighbourhood.

The Minister for Works: There is a train
load of it carried every day.

Hon. T. WALKER: The railway is fore-
seen by the Minister for Works himself to
ba a- white elephant. The MNinister himself
prophesies that the State will lose by it.
'Now, what power hypnotised the Cabient,
and hypnotised the Minister for Works, to
enable this company, with its agent in the
Attorney General, to defy the Commissioner
of Railways, to overcome and overthrow him
completely, and to defy Cabinet itselfq

The Minister for 'Works: H-ow could the
company hypuotise the Commissioner of
Railways? He is protected by this Act.

Hon. P. Collier: But Ministers overruled
the Commissioner.

lion. T. WALKER:- That is what 1 am
pointing out. The Comniisssioner of Rail-
-ways said, "If we are to have light lines,

[86]

we must go to Pinjarra for our starting
point to get to take Clifton. If we are to
have these light lines we must use our small
engines; and we can then only charge the
rate of three-quarter pence per mile' By
going to Pinjarra, the Railway Department
might have been able to do that. The Com-
missioner said further, "'If we join up at
WVaroon, we must then have heavy lines.''
WVhat Ihaplpened? We joined up at Waroona,
and we purchased] second-hand rails for the
lines. It is nll very well to say that the
Commiissioner is Protected by the Act. But
who threw hin, off his perch?

lifon. P. Collier: The Cabinet.
Hon. T. WALKER: It was done through

Cabinet in some way or other. The Conimis-
siemmer of Railways was in this matter of no
value whatsoever, Not only was that breach
ma-Je, so to speak, but the arrangement was
mnade to Inst for 40 years hen e.

Ron. P. Collier: Yes; that is the scandal,
the( crime.

Hon. T. WALKER: The Commissioner of
Railways will, as regards the Lake Clifton
line, be bound not by the Act, which protects
him, hut by this rotten agreement-if I may
be excused the language.

Hon. P. Collier: Bound by the agreement
for 40 years.

Hon. T, WALKER: And not a word of
all this till it is forced out of the Govern-
ment by a motion of this kind! How did
that conme about? Can the Minister for
Works say he knew nothing about it? He
knew something of these prices. I give the
M1inister for Works credit for- bing onie
member of the Government who does look
after the interests of the State. What pecu-
liar influence was at work here that he did
not notice the enormity, the crime against
the Stdte of pledging it, binding it, for 40
years?

Hon. P. Collier: At a non-paying rate.
Hon. T. WALKER: Undoubtedly. To a

non-paying line for all that time.
Hon. P. Collier: With increased and in-

creasing costs.
Mr, SPEAKER: Order! The hon. memn-

bet has addressed -himself to the subject.
Bion. P. Collier: Well, I am not addressing

myself very much to it now.
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must

keep order.
Hon. P. Collier: I am keeping order.
'Hon. T. WALKER: There is another

olf-ence that I just want to dwelt ont for a
moment; and that is that by this very con-
tract, and by the method the Government
hare followed-sonic of those who followed it
are in the 'Ministry to-day-the development
of the country lis been retarded, and a re-
solution of this Rouse has been deliberately
defied and set at naught. That is the reso-
lution declaring that new Government rail.
ways shiall be constructed in the order of
their authorisation. The resolution has been
cast to thme winds, and here we are with this
line, call it what we like, a Government line,
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constructed in the interests of a private
company-

The Minister for Agriculture: 'What did
that resolution apply to?

Hon. T. WALKER: It was passed before
this contract was entered into.

Mr. Underwood: That resolution doe~s not
miatter, anyhow.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
lion. T. WALKER: That resolution was

pas;se before this contract was entered into.
-Nr. Underwood: The resolution is a rot-

ten. one, anyhow, and not of the slightest
li1.

MDII. T. WALKER: It was a just and
sound resolution.

Mr. Underwood: -No.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Hon. P. Collier: It was a decision of the

Mou1se.
Hoin, T. WALKER:- Yes; a decision of

the House twice upheld. There was an at-
templt to rescind the resolution, and that
attemprt resulted in confirming the resolution
most strongly.

Mr. Underwood: It is a resolution which
should niever~ have been passed.

lion. T. WALKER: 'Never mind what the
lion. nicuiher, in his biabbling iiioments, may
utter in that regsrd. It was a resolution
whit-i the wisdomn of the House chose to pass.

MAr. Underwood: The House chjose in ig-
norance.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The member for
l'ilhara must keep order.

Air. Wkilicoek: it is not the correct tihing
for the member for Pillwra to reflect on1
Parliament, either. He ought to be made
to withdraw.

lon. T. WALKER: ]t would be a deroga-
tion of the dignity of the Hoose to ask the
measiber for Pilbarn to withdraw. Be is
smot worth. Dvoting. That resolution was car-
ried. Whether wise Or not, it was a resolu-
tion of this House.

The "Minister for Works: That is quite
correct.

lion. T. WALKER: Tt bound the Govern-
ment. and every member of the Go' erunent;

ndit more particularly emiphasised that
binding when, as I say aP tes tt e
the re'olution rescinded resulted in an affir-
ntimi of it evca stronger titan before. In

spoite of that, and whilst we are told that
the Government cannot secure rails for any
other portion of the State, whilst we are
tallj tha:t funds will not allow the Government
to continue operations, to construct other
lines, we have this line constructed for us
at eno'rmous expiense-l0,lOO to begin with,
afterwards £40,000, finally culminating in
tile figure of £70,000. Seventy thousand
lounuls(j fur 15- lviles of line! The niost cx-
pcLUSiVc bit of railway work that we have had
in all the history Of Westernl Aus8tralia.

lion. P. Collier: Of late years.
Ron- T. WALKER: I should think, for all

poast time. of course In the olden days
thcre were lines which cost somvcising, I
admit; but they did not cost such emount

ov-er a length of 15 miles. There is not a
penny for the continuance of other works,
but tor this company, this charmed company,
with the Attorney General as its solicitor,
prostituting the functions of Isis office as
the holder of a portfolio to serve private
ends1 there is this large amount of money.
This company can hoodwink and keep) silent
every member of the Government. During
all this time we have been led to believe
that the Government were constructing no
railway lines, that the order of construction
in that resolution of the House was being
observed. We have been led to believe that.
The country has been led to believe it. But
underhandedly, secretly, hiddenly, this enter-
prise of the Government has been used to
bounefit a private company. I do not know
what greater wrong has ever been done in
thme history of the State. I know there are
sonic who will say that the Labour Govern-
useut mnade sonic purchases and took some
steps of this kind. But those actions were
always in the interests of thme public. We
bought for the public. Thse public because the
holders. We never used our powers, whether
they were great or sall, in the interests of
private enterprise or of company ownership.
'We usedt our powers f or the public; that is
to say, the public becanse thme proprietors.
it was in the insterests of the public that
those purchases were made, In tisis ease, rise
purchase is for a private company ' with its
head office in Sydniey. For a private corn-
pnny, Parliansent has been defied; its re-

sltoshave been ignored, and all the
functions of governumcat ad the services of
the State are rendered in its interests.

Mr. Chiessan: And they get the hune for
nothing, too.

I-on. T. WALKER: With not a, word Of
it to Parliament! Can bon. members tell mea
that this is in accordance with parliament.
a 'y government? Should not Parliament have
been taken into the confidence of the G-ov-
erumneut as to what had been dune? H4asa
any sztep been taken to bring thme offenders
to justice?'

lion. 1P. ('o~ler: Especially whens they
whimne so much about secrvt contracts.

Ifon. T. WALKER: Exactly. Has any
step beenm taken to bring tlse offenders to,
book? The veryv defcnce which the Minister
for Works will mnake-f know whtat lust- of
defence lie intends to take-and also the de-
fence made by the Premier, is; that one of-
fender has hoodwinked them, deceived them,
betrayed themn, and falsified to them and led
tlsems into a mness such as the)- could never.
dream an hiononrable man would colnteila-
plast e. And no step taken to bring that of-
fender to book!

Honi. P. Collier: Nothing done to let the
public know!

Hon. T. WALKERI: Nothing -whatever.
If we encourage offences of this kind by
such injudicious methods, responsible gov-
ernment is at an cadl. We have mob rule,
greedl ins office, dealt in office, humbug in
high plates, all instead of honour and jums-
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tice. That is the position these men would
bkays led us into. I say this motion should
be carried. This corrupting spirit is abroad
and I venture to assert that when the vote is
taken, titere will be a majority whose de-
cision will amount to a confirmation of what
has been done. They will wipe it off the
Slate.

Mr. Teesdale:, For certain.
Hon. T. WAL-KER: This corrupting

spirit is abroad.
The Minister for Works: Do you mean

that we corrupted these mcen?
Hon., T. WALKER: I mean that the

i'pirit of corruption we here have seen-
Mr. Teesdale: Don't point at nie!
Hon. T, WALKER: And that spirit is

corrupting. I will perhaps not go so far as
to call it corruption, but I will regard it
as callousness anti indifference, and lack of
public-spiritedness. The Government give a
-quid pro quo to one section of the memibers
and that is how government is carried on.

The Minister for Works: And that would
be corruption?

Hon. T. WALKER: -But it is (lone.
Mr. Nfunsie: If they will vote to support

actions- of the past GTovernment, they vote
for corruption.

The M1inister for Works: I say it is not.

Mr. Munsie:, Nothing of the sort, abso-
lutely!

Hon, T. WALKER: That is the policy
-adopted and it is played upon. I admit, of
4course, that it is denud against all thle eduea-
tion and training of [Ihe Mfinister for Works
but the fact remains that it is done, and
the very fact that this couild take place with-
out his cogilizanee, shows what it anuonaits
to.

Thle Minister for Works: That is at dif-
ferent matter.

Mr. Wilheock: Leave out the M.Ninister for
Works and you cain sa".I~ anything you like
about the re-st!

Hon, T. 'WALjKF'R I need not press
hiomec the mnatter further, after the position
has been set out so clearly by the Leader of
thle opposition. There may be matters that
will arise during the course of the debate
which will require a reply, hut it would not
have required speeches in the good old day s
to make those who have any Sense Of re-
sponsibility for the affairs of State disclose
their attitude regarding such a motion anti
for those concerned receive the ceusnre of
this Chamber for their misdeeds, for the
betrayal of their trust, for the neglect to ac-
quaint the House of this position, and for
neglecting to take hon. nmembers into their
vonfidence.

The WNJTISTPER FOR WORKS (Hon.
W. .S. (ieorge--Murray-Wellington) 19.50]:-
Once or twice in the course of my liie, I
'have had the good fortune, or misfortune, to
be a residuary lega-tee. There is always a

lot of trouble in settling uip the estate of
deceased persons, especially whien they leave
more debts than assets& To-day I find my-
self practically the solsi representative in this
House of the 'Ministry headed by the late
Premier (Sir Henry Lefroy). There has
been a good deal said dluring this discus-
sion and I will try to dleal with the matters
raised quite calmly. T hope the House will
give mue crerdit for not being afraid to face
any of the circumistwnces with which I bare
been connected, ani that they will take my
woid for what I lhnv- to say. Before I pro-
ceed, I would] like to mnentioni thnt the Leader
of the Opposition did lie thet- honour to
qu-ote from a speech t mnade in October, 1916.
He said ''ansard "' recordled the late morni
beu for Bunhury (Mr. Thomas) interjecting
that nwe should find the umoney and build the
line andi that T re~plied that the Government
lhad not the mioney to build the line, huit that
if the Government lhnd brought in a Bill for
the construction of that line, the House
wTould not pass thet mneaisure. T have at copy
of 'Hansard"' with me and I have been tun-
able to find the words attribute-d to vie.
I ami not accusing the Leader of the Opposi-
tion of misrepresentation, but I simply say
that so far I cannot find an 'y such reference,
nor has the Opposition been able to find that
reference either. I1 will read the wordls which.
I used on that occasion. ''Hansard'' for the
5th October, 1916, has the following:-

Mr. Thomas: Power is taken to repur-
clinsc the line.

The "Minister for Works: Yes, at any
time, at cost price less ulepreciation. Slice
I huave beeni iii tlie Stnt- r have seen vari-
ous lines purchaised by the Government
uipon coanditions that did not comunend-
themselves to uluy view, ad(. thuerefore, I
was deterumined [liat if I shiould have anty.
thiung to do0 with supporting the building
of ai railway Which' the State- might ulti-
nuateli- take over. there sluotld be no mum-
take as to what the State would have to do.
Coasequently T Ikiti it down, andq it i,; emi-
bodied in tlue agu-eement, thuat thue line
shiall be built to Govermnent stndard,
uinder Government suevsothat an ne-
cuirate account is to be takenm of the cast,
and that at anily timue, the Governmnent
nany take over the line at cost price less

dlepreciation.

Then, a little Inter ony T flind tiuc following:
Mfr. Thomlas: Find the nioney and build

the railway.
Thle Minister for 'Works: There would

be no difficuilty about it if we lund that
million and a hialf which we :are supposed
to have in our Pockets.

Hfo. umembers will remember that we, once
had a Miunister of State who, when reference
was made to the deficit, said that it dirt
not matter very mucih, as it was in the pockets
of the people.

'Mr. Johnston: And we have five millions
unow.
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Holn. P. Collier: We are rich now, all right.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The ex-

tract I was quoting continues-
I have no more to say. The question is be-
fore tho House. The people want the line
and lhave asked the Governmrent to provide
it. The Government have not the money
to build the railway line. Indeed, if the
Government brought in a Bill for the con-
struction of the line to-morrow. the House
would not pass it.

I see after all, I didl say what the Leader of
the Opposition attributed to me.

Ioan. P. Collier: Those are the words I
quoted.

'Mr. 0 Loghlen: We accept the Mfinister'sf
apology.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I further
staft d at that time-

Honl. Members would make a party question
of it and quibble over it till Christmals.

Mr. 0 'Loghlen: No.
The Minister for Works: Well, the pro-

ject is before the House, and hoail members
can voice their objections. I have pointed
out what appeals to atle as a practical man
regarding this agreement, and if the House
does not like to azeept it, the responsibility
rests with lion. members.

In dealing with such a nmatter as that under
discussion, when questions of personal hon-
our and honesty are brought to bear upon a
subjcct, one would ordinarily require time
to digest -the speeches of the Opposition mem-
bers to-night, so that one'Is views could be put
consecutively before the House. As I cannot
do that, I will merely give the House the
position as it appeals to mie, and I am pre-
pared to give members all I know. When the
question of the Lake Clifton line first cami
before this Chamber, it was introduced by
means of a motion tabled by myself. I had
been approached by a 'Mr. C. Newnham, wvho
introduced a man named '"Ora Banda'"
Johnson. I did not know the latter, but I was
told he was an etngineer with considerable
experience and a man who had £250,000 at
his back. He did not look as if that "'ere so
when lie came to me, but one can never judge
on appearances. I was told they were prepared
to build the line, to get the linme and, gen-
erally, to do good service to the State. I
promised them I would bring the mattcr be-
fore the House. M,%y reason for doing that
was tlhat Lake Clifton was within my constit-
uency, and it was only right that I should
give respietful consideration to anything
that would help my constituency. When I
brought the matter under the notice of thc
House, as lion. metmbers (-an see from "Ian-
sard,' I 111 ade a vce '-lear statement ab~out
the matter. I tolsl the Government of the fll
that I knew nothing about the facts as piut
to me, ,that I knew nlothing about "'Ora
Banda' ,Tohnson orT his £250,000, but that I
disd know the lione was there, and that if it
could be obtained andI an industr-y t-tub-
lihed, it would lie worth looking into. So
far from vouching for the. stateme'nts made

to n., 1 suggested thfe Government should
make inquiries into the whole matter.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You will admit he was a
goodl engineer.

M1r. Johnston: He was a man of magnetic.
influence.

The MINISTER FUR WORKS: Perhaps
he was it good unde-rground engineer, flow-
erer, at the instance of Mr. W. D. Johnson,
who was the-n Mintister for Works, I with-
drew ztiv motion because lie undertook to
bring th inwtter forward later on. Mr.
Johnson did so, and later still, I think first
the Wilson Governmnt and then the Lefroy
Government brought forward a Bill which
was debated and finally passed.

Mir. O'Loghlen: There is no quarrel about
that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: And there
will be no quarrel regarding me when I ant
finished. I want the House to understand
distinctly that from thle very start of the nc-
gotiatious that have beeni referred to, there
was never anything in my mind, nor do I
believe there was anything in the mind of
the Minister for Education (Hon. H. P.
Colebatch) other thaAr that the rights of the
people would be preserved by the matter being
brought before Parliament. There was never
any doubt upon that aspect. There is no
.doubt in my mind, nor doa I think there is
any doubt in the mind of Air. Colebatch, but
that the midnute covering the decision of Cab-
infet, as written by the then Attorney General
and signed by the late Prenfier, preserved
the Tights of the people in that the approval
of Parliament was required before the line
could be taken over and purchased. The lime
concession was hawked about from pillar to
post by this owner of -the £:250,000.

Mir. Angelo: You are bringing him well
into the limelight.

Mr. Teesdale; I only wish more of them
would bring in such money.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This is
my story, and I am going to toll it in my
own way. " Ora Banda"' Johnson evidently
tried all he could to part with his concesiont.
He must have had considerable difficulty, even
with all his engineering skill and his £250,000.
That dlid not prevent him coming to see me
on thle 5th April, 1918, when he drew my
attention to the Lake Clifton line and wanted
information as to whether or not we should
provide the rails, declaring that why he could
not carry out the job was biecause the Gov-
ernment ought to have supplied the rails, but
that Mr. Ewing hind pill a clause into the
Hill on his own account and had wrongly
drafted it. Mvy ntemorandnui of notes states
I told him the proposition Ras not a business-
like one, and that I dlid not believe it would
pass the House. I said it must bie submitted
to Parliament, and that he must see the Pre-
,nie at 3.31) p~m- that shiv. I addeds to an-
note- thatt I hasd sees, the Prenier and tha t he
knew myv '-ic'v. That wSn.Y mmmo., and I
lhaLY never departed from it. I have all
p lonlg -ontendl that w-hatev-r we f1 is?, it has?
to lie bsrought before h'as-lame~nt.
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Honl. WV. C. Angwin: Was that dealing
with the taking over of the line, or with thle
route?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There waes
nothing about the route at all. On the 30th
May, 1918, 1 wrote a minute to the Premier
it, Cabinet. On the following day there was
a meeting of Cabinet, when this mninute was
read by me-

Mfr. Johnson, the leaseholder of the Lake
Clifton lime deposit, called upon me this
morning accompanied by MrT. Oakden, the
general manager of the Portland Cement
Company, Ltd., of New South WNales.

Before I go further, let Ine explain what
happened. Wh'len Mr. okden came in and
was introduced by Mr. Johnson, I was feel-
ing very sore on behalf, not only of the
country at large, but of iiy own particular
district, sore that this concession for the
line should have been hawked about and no-
thing done with, it. I was not very friendly
disposed towards M.Nr. Johnson. I bad it in
nmind that I would not allow anybody to
come fromn any other part of the world to
Western Australia and be sold a pup. So
I explained to Mr. Oakden what I knew
about Mr. Jlohnson, and w-lit it was I was
disappointed about. The result was that
when, afterwards, the question of route was
dealt with, 'Mr. Johnson did rue the honour
to circulate through my district what he
tenned the fact that T had blocked the line
going to Pinjarra. It will be understood
that I am~ not likely to feel friendly towards
the company whten I tell the House that on
that account, for the first tune in my con-
nection with my electorate, I was in a i-
ority at Piujarra at the last election, when
150 votes were east against nie. I want thme
House to understand that I was not in any
way either receiving benefits, or bestowing
them.

Honl. W. C. Angwvin: You said you opposed
the change, both as member and as Minister.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Of course,
I dlid. I said further than that; I said that
rather than see the line taken to Pinjarra, I
would resign mny Ministerial position so that
I could the nester fight thme thing in the
House than was possible with my hands tied.
I had pledged my word to my constituents
that the route of the line would not be
altered.

Mr. Troy: The.. why did not you carry
out the condition of thme Commissioner of
Railways that the line should be built of
60-lb. rails?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: One para-
graph of my mnute to the Premier I should
like to Tead, ns follows:-

I do not consider anything can be done
withmout putting the whole matter before
Parliament in the most open way, butl in
regard to the proposed alteration of the
point at which the railway will leave the

*South-Western line, there is bound to he
great controversy amongst the local people,
and I advise that no alteration be made.

From that I have never deviated.
Honl. P. Collier: You were then particu-

larly referring to the alteration of the route.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Oh, no!
lion. P. Collier: Oh, yes!
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Had I

known thsat tisis thing was likely to occur, I
would have taken more care wvith my word-
ing. However, my intention is quite clear.
I did not consider anything should be done
without putting the whole matter before Par-
liniment in the most open way.

Honl. P. Collier: The intention was good,
but the execution was bad.

The MIN[STER FOR WORKS: The
Leader of the Opposition put his ease quite
fairly. He gave me a little criticism, but it
wvas more ii. sorrow than in anger. The
Leader of thle Opposition and the member
for Kanowna wanted to know whether on
tie 16th January, 1919, the members of the
Cabinet wvere of opinion that the minute
signed by the Premier meant that the whole
matter was subject to reference to Parlia-
mnent. I tell tile Hlouse that Mr. Colebatch,
Mfr. Gardiner and I iiere all of opinion that
the minute meant, by its reference to the
letter of the Under Secretary of Lands of
the 31st Mlay, that the whole matter was sub-
ject to Parliament. On the 16th January
that "-as settled. On the 17th January Sir
Henry Lefroy and Mr. Gardiner and I left
for the Eastern States. Sir Henry Lefroy
and I returned to Western Australia
on the 9th or 10th of March, having
been marooned in Melbourne owing to
the influenza. A few days before that
Cabinet meeting of the 16th Tannary,
the agreement was drafted and seat by
the Solicitor General to the Attorney General,
and by him to the Premier. The Premier
agreed to it, and asked that it should he re-
drafted. I do not quite remember how it
camne into my hands, but I got it and took
it home that night. Hon. members will find
on the file various alterations in the agree-
ment, written by me in pencil and after-
waids in ink. There was at the foot of the
agreement a clause written by Mr. Robinson,
inl which he said the agreement was to be
referred to Parliament. At the end of that
clause it appears, not only to me but to others
who have seen it, that words have been subse-
quently added. That is how it appears to
use. Whether it is a, fact or not, I do not
know. But there is no question in my mind
that the clause had with it what was insisted
upon by me and other members of the Cab-
inet, namely, that the whole thing had to
be re~erred to Parliament. What happened?
The agreement was taken home by me on
the might of the 9th, but on the next day,
the l0th,, the Solicitor General sent to mno a
letter in which he said that if the draft
agreement had been approved by Cabinet
he w-ould like it back as quickly as possible,
because Mr. Oakden was anxious to get a
copy, as fie was going to the other States.
The draft agreement was sent down to Mr.
Sayer, and he got it. There is no doubt in
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my aind that, in respect of Mr. Oakden and
the Solicitor General and the Attorney Gen-
,era], the fat was then in the fire; because
Mr. Sayer has since told me that Mr. Oak-
-den, having with him Mr. Cox, of the firm
of solicitors, was not prepared to accept an
,agreement like that if it bail to be placed
before Parliament.

Hon. P. Collier: That is so.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not

koowwhnt other members of the Cabinet had
in their minds, but that aspect of the affair
was not brought to my notice either in Cab-
inet or elsewhere. At that meeting on the
16th, when that minute was penned, what
was in may min.1 was the agreement which
I had read throug!h and to which I[ had added
inertos, and which had the Clause 12, stating
that the matter would he referred to Parlia-
ibient.

Hon. W. C. Angwin : Here it is, with your
writing on it.

The MINISTER -FOR WORKS: I know.
That is my copy. It is a long while ago to
remember, and it is not-a. nice thing to have
the idea that anyone with whom one has been
in close contac tihas not been, as careful of
the interests of his colleagues as, apparently,
lie has been of is own.

Mir. Troy: Is 'careful'' the word?
Hon. P. Collier: You are putting it very

mildly.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am

very much moved over this question. 1 do
not want any consideration from anybody.
If I deserve censure , let me have it. I know
I have done nothing in this matter but
try to give to the State which has been
good to ine the benefit of such ex-
perience as I have. No one can deny
that I have given hard work to it. No one
can deny that I have tried to be honest to
it. I tell the House I have not had even a
glass of cold water from those people, and
I have never niet them except in 'ny office.
But let that pass. T have told the House
and I repeat it, that what was in my mind,
and T believe in all our mninds on the 16th
January, was that the mninute passed by
Cabinet covered us in that the matter had
to be referred to Parliament. T say straight
out it would have been a shame if any
attempt had been made to block it from
going to Parliament, and if I feel like that
now, nmemnbers will agree that I felt like it
at that time. We did not return until abouit
the 9th March. 1 have a few friends in the
world-very few I am sorry to say, because
I am not a man who makes many friends. I
have one dear old friend in M.Nelbourne, an
engineer named Renaick, who was at
one time in this State. T first came into con-
tact with him in 1835 when building the
Fiugal railway in Tasmania. We worked
for the same employer, Neil M.kcNeil & Co.,
for many years. It was the intention of the
cement company, and in fact they were ne-
gotiating to get him to come to Western
Australia to build this railway, and while
Mrs. George and T were in Melbourne, we

saw Mr. Ren,,ick and rejoiced once more
in the prospect of meeting again in West-
ern Australia. I told him that when I got
hack I would wire him, as to what was going
to be done. When I arrived back I made
inquiry as to what was going to be done. I
wanted to ascertain whether my friend would
he coming over or not, However, I found
that arrangements had been made while I
was away-I do not say there was, anything
wrong about it-to build the line under the
following conditions :-The Public Works
Department were to lend to the company Mr.
Anketell, one of the best railway engineers
we have in the State, and in order that his
service should not be broken by the loan and
that it might not interfere with his rights
when he retired, the necessary nrrangements
w~ere made by the Public Service Comnmis-
sioner so that, while hie "-as actually the
servant of the company, he was nominally
the servant of the State. His salary and
other expenses were to be paid by the com-
piny.

.Mr. Tray: Who made the arrangement in
your absence?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
know.

Mr. Troy: Whilo was acting Minister for
Works at the times

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
know.

Mr. Troy. You do not know!I
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I daresay

I can find out, bid I do not know now. I
considered that there was a lack of definite
understanding with regard to the construc-
tion of the line. Therefore, on the 9th
March, I addressed a letter to the Under
Secretary for Works in which I laid down
the only rules which, to umy mind, would pre.
.serve to the State its rights and take away
nonle of the rights of the company.

lion. W. C. Angwin: It is rather danger-
rms for the 'Minister for Works to go to
Melbourne. I know it.

The MI1NISTER FOR WORKS: I daresa y
the him. nmemnber 's experience was something
like uiy own; I now am very sorry that T
went. Well, I laid down, the rufles. We
undertook to purchase the necessar 'y materials
for the company, receiving .5 per coalt. for
our work. The accounts were to he kepit in
our office, a separate set of books as simple
as possible. The object of this clearly was
that, when the time camne, if ever it did
conic, that we had to take over the line,
there would he no question of the gun being
loaded as a result of the expenditure being
Increased, as T knew it had been increased in
similar cases before. That is how I took pre-
cautions to preserve the interests of the
State. We exercised nO supervisiolL over
Mr. Anksetell; he was his own boss at Lake
Clifton, but he so pleased the directors of
the company that they* asked my permission
to give him a bonus of E400.

Iron. P. Collier: Four hundred pounds!
The MTINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes. I

said, ''You can give him what you like; you
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can give him £4,000 if you like; I do not
mind, but you will not charge that against
the contract, because I cannot allow -you to
do so. If I didi I would have a. complaint
fromn the service"

Mr. Underwood: You knew there was a
contract and you knew it had been passed
by Parliament.

The MNISTEIR FOR WORKS: I am try-
ing to give the facts as plainly as I can,
I do not care a twopenny- hang for the lion,
member's condemnatioa. The hion. mnember
should know that, if lie wishes anyone to
attach any -weight whatever to his
judgment, he should first hear what
has to be said instead of forming con-
clusions from immature facts. Surely
to God the lion, member can see I am
speaking in earnest. If not, it is a pity.
The meeting of Cabinet was held on
the 16th January, and on the 17th .Januairy
the then Attorney General minuted to the
Solicitor General-

I did not like the terms of the sug-
gested agreemnent and advised Cabinet as
above, which has been approved.

I do not know n-hat lie advised Cabinet with
regard to that. I know that Cabinet and the
members I have mentioned understood dis-
tinctly that the mnatter would he referred to
Parliament. Memibers can believe ine or not
as they please; it rests with them, but 1 say
the Attorney General was the member of
Cabinet by whomn we as Iay memibers had a
right to expect to be protected at law. We
were not legal iten and we had a right to
expect that lie would see we were not put
into the bole we are in ait the present time.
There has been seone talk abont the rails.
Sixty-pound -rails. were absolutely unprocur-
able at that time for anyv work. We had been
trying to get some 601b. rails for some of our
own works and had been unsneeessful. Bot
we were not interested in getting these rails
for the company. The company were in-
terested, of course, and in their letter of the
18th October, 19iS (folio 17), 'Mr. Oakden
stated:

T secured an option fromn the W'est Auas-
tralian Timber Comipany over 14 miles of
42 and 451b. steel rails.

These rails which he purchased were in-
spected by the working railways at their
loading station on the goldfields, and wero
again subject to inspection at Waroona.
That was carefully attended to. T find that
on the 30th October, 1918, which nas three
monthis before the agreemnict was signed, the
then Minister for Industries, Mr. Robinson,
wrote the Minister for Railways as follows:

If 4:3b. rails are permitted and the Pin-
jarra route, the company will take the
risk of applying to Parliament for the
alternative to the concession, and they un-
dertake that the work shall be started at
once.

The company were prepared to take the risk
of Parliament if they could get the route
from Pinjarra. instead of fronm Waroona.
What was the objection to the line going

from Pinjarra instead of front Wareona?
It was because the farumers in the South-
West, through their representatives here, had
determined that they were not going to pay
freight over an additional 15 miles of rail-
way if they could help it. When the
Bill before Parliament became an Act,
Waroona was fixed as the starting
point and this could not be varied
ipuless the matter again came before
Parliamnent. If this had been made a
serious matter, I would have resigned my
'Ministerial position in order to fight for ty-
district. As I told the Rouse before, this
cost me 150 votes at the last election. On
the 15th November a telegram was sent by
Mr. Robinson to 'Mr. Onkdeu informing him
that the Goverunment were prepared to re-
ceivo the 451b. railsq. I have stated that the
company would take the, risk of Parliament,
and I hold that the telegrams which
passed between rte Attorney* General, the
Minister for Railway' s (M~r. Hudson), Mr.
Oakden, and so forth. confirmn the view that
if the company could ha-e got the railway
to go fronm Pinjarra, they w'ould have taken
the risk. Why were the .y not lprepared to
take the risk frain Waroona? I contendI they
were and the view that the matter had to
go before Parliament is upheld by* that. Re-
ference has been madle to some idea that
the Minister for Works and -Minister for
Railways were bossed b)'y the Minister for
Industries. It is easy. of course, to take
that view, hot j-et mne explain the position as
it really was. The Minister for Industries
was constituted the department for the pur-
pose of developing, with tile aid of thle Coun-
cil of Industries, anything which might be
of service to this State and, therefore, it
was quite legitimate for the 'Minister to ne-
gotiate fully with different people so thlat he
could get their ideas, focus them and bring
them before Cabinet. I did not object. Why
should I? I had plenty of work to do.

Hon. W. C. Angwia: T think you must
have heen ill at the timei. There w as some-
thing wrong.

The MINISTER FOR WVORKS: I do not
know.

Hen. W. C. Angwin: T w-ould not allow
himn or anyone else to do that.

The MXINISTER FOR. WORKS: Any-
how, AV. Robinson did not boss ate. The
only man who bosses me -while I remain in a
Ministry is the Premier, and if there is
any attempt to boss me unduly, I shall be
out of the Cabinet at once.

Hon. W. C. Aagwin: The -Minister for In-
dustries must have been doing the Premier's
work, because lie put up the minutes to be
signed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: On folio
50 of the file, members will find a minute
like this:-

Minister for Industries: In going through
your file I do not see that the understand-
ing of extra sleepers per length of rail
has been made clear, but assumne that you
are having an agreement drawn up, and in
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it this point will be fully covered....
I am not sure whether you are taking the
full responsibility of carrying out matters
to a head for an agreement, but if not,
perhaps this letter should go to the Pre-
ier, because I1 want to know, as Mlin-

ister for Works, what I am expected to do
so that I can express may opinion on it, it
necessary.

Later on, on the ISMt December, 191S, 1
wrote to the Minister for Industries as fol-
lows-

1 did this because liy knowledge of what
has passed between the compamny and the
Ministers they may have seen is very slight,
but I am quite sure we should niot take
oite step in. connection with the survy,
etc., and the railway until a full agree-
ment has been signed protecting the rights
of thle State.

Htow could Ave protect the rights of the State
unless we referred the matter to Parlia.-
ment-3 L had a right to expect that my col-
league should fully. protect the rights of the
State. The letter continue-

When I hear from you that all is in
order we will be prepared to do our part.

I enclosed a copy of my letter of the 5th
December whichl ho stated he bad not re-
ceived, hut wihb I find is on his file. On
the 24th Deeemiber there is a letter from nie
to the Mfinister of ]Industries in which I re-
viewed the position and stated that the finan-
cial position should be referred to Mr. Gar-
diner as Treasurer. I had nothing to do
with financing the affair. M.Ny business, if
they found me the money, was to tie the
work. I said as to the construction of the
line, that the 'Minister for Works alone had
been looking after this, and ''no one else has
done so or will do0 so as long as I am Min-
ister'' I have told members about the draft
agreenien t.

Mr. Underwood; You knew it had not been
authorised by Parliament.

The 'MINISTER. FOR WORKS: If the
lbon, member has any decency hie will keel)
qu iet.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! If the Mfinister
will address hin-self to the Chair he will get
on hotter.

The MINISTER FOR WO'RKS: I an,
sc~rrv I was led astray by the rude interjee-
tiws of the lion. mietber. On the 7th Jan-
uary the Attorney General wvrote to the Pre-
mier "I1 have added a new paragraph, 12,
referring to the approval of Parlinment,
otherwise it is, in order.'' 'Tlit is the agree-
ineat I hadf in diew that Cabinet had to deral
with on the~ 165th of -January.

Mr. Davies: What is in the paragraph?
The 'MINISTERl FORl WORKS: It hast

reference to the apiproval of Parliament.
Hon. P. Collier: ''This agreement is

made subject to the approval by Parliament
of' the appropriation of fuinds.''

The MINiS8TER FOR WVORKS: The hon.
gi-utleman iny we the correspondence I have
read to as-ertain what I dlid about theie

worksq. The Solicitor General sent a letter
to the Attorney General. I would welcome
it Royal Commission.

Mr, Underwood: Why a Royal Comnmis-
sion? This House will do.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I think
another Hlouse will do the lion. gentleman
direvtly if he does not contain himself.

Hon. P. Collier: Fremantle!
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I would

welcome a -Royal Commission. I want to
know n-hat positioa an officer of the State
hol1-s if lie can go to his Minister, nd gives
to that Minister, who cannot be supposed to
be a better legal authority than himself, ad-
1vice ;bhicli is in the interests of the State,
and which he is told to ignore. If we had
a Royal Commission I would want to know
front Mr. Sayer what lie was told by the
Attorney General. If I understand aright he
was told to mind his own business. He was
told it was not his position to offer sugges-
tions, bitt that lie was there to carry out
orders. If that is the position of our Solici-
tor General no Minister of this Government
or any other Government will be sae in re-
gard to any legal position. I hope I am not
reflecting upon the profession, but, I do say,
it is impossible f or this Rouse or the country,
to expect for a mtomnt that any member ex-
cept lie be trained as a lawyer, can hope to
dleal with the subtleties of a profession which
t-an find half a dozen meanings to something
for Which the ordinary individual can only
find one.

lHen. WV. C. Anigwin: Who told him to mind
his own buisiness?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
what I would like a Royal Conmission to find
out. I believe it will be found that hie was
told to mnind his own bUsiness9, and that hoe
was not there to make suggestions but to
carry out instructions. If that can be done
i t is9 time the Solicitor General was put in
the samne position as the Auditor General,
so that hie might not in aniy way be over-
s9wayed or overpowered by his 'Ministers, and
thtus be unable to earry out his duties. le
mutst be safeguarded if niecessary against the
Ministers who umay not have a full apprecia-
tion of his duty to time State.

Mr. Wilieck: Who may not?
The MINISTER FOR WVORKS: I have rv-

ferred to the question of thme words which
were added to Clause 12 of the draft agree-
ment. In the letter written by M1%r. Sayer,
after I returnedl the draft agreement on
January 10th, 1919, it would appear tlhnt the

wvord,4 were added to the paragraph I referred
to. If so the addition of these words should.
have lieen mile known to Cabinet. How-
ever, it does miot appear that this was
'lone when it was before ('abinet on
the 16th January. A lanwyer may say
that rhete- matte-rs have nothing to do0
wvith tho question, bevause an agree-
ment madte 4inhsequently curer, the whole!
thing. This Hlouse could nt get a fill grasp
Ot the situlationl unleSi member's Were maria.
fullyV aware of what let up to the Cabintip

25526,
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meeting. I am going to state the facts as
they appear to Die. 1 amt sorry if I am doing
any rilan a wrong. Onl the file which has been
referred to by the Leader of the Opposition,
I lhave made an interesting discovery. On the
day that we left for Melbourne, a letter,
which we could not see unt our return, cattne
f rom the company. I have never seen a mat-
ter like this in my life. There are copies of
two original letters signed on the samte day
by the same personl, and containing exactly
the same words except in one small particu-
lar. One letter which appears on the Public
Works file No. 267/19, and written by Mr.
Oakden to Mr. Robinson, someone has
crossed out the words ''amended,'' and
''now'' Onl the industries file, No. 94,
there is a fac simile of this letter
but these two words were not included.
That upholds my view and statement with re-
gard to the agreement concerning which I
advised onl the 9th of January, 1919. 1 did
not see this letter until my return, and I dlid
not see the peculiar duplicate copy, which is
not marked lu plitate, until Saturday last.

Mr. Willeock: What arc you suggesting
about the two letters?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
simpl y stating that someone has knocked out
these two words.

Mr. Troy: Who are they from?
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: From Mr.

Oakden, of the Cement Company.
Mr. Troy: He wrote both of themI
The MINISTER FOR WVORKS: Yes, andl

they are both signed by him. Beth are
identical except for the difference -of these
two words, which in ity opinion are material.
Members can draw their own conclusions
from what I have said about the letter.

Mr. Willeock: We want you to give us
your inference.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I cannot
say.

Mr. Wilicock: What is the good of rend-
ing a thing like that without explaining what
it nmeans?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: To my
mind, whoever struck out those two words
considered that they would not support the
ease which had been built up, as has been
explained here to-daly.

Mr. Willcoek: Some deliberate roguery by
sonmebody!

The M8INISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
wish to rose as mere far-seeing than other
people, but if I had had a letter like that
conmc before me, with two important words
struck out, I should at once have impounded
all the papers and not allowed Manything to
be done until I had seen the meaning of t*
whole affair.

Mr. Willeock: Well, somebody struck out
those words!

The 2LINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
know who dlid.

.Mr. SPEAKER: Orderl
Mr. Willeock: I think we are entitled to

know what is the Minister 's inference.
There is no use the -Minister putting up a

case like that if he does not understand it
himself.

The -MINISTER FOR WORKS: As I have
already said, I would like a Royal Commits-
sion to go into this matter, mind then we
could clear up all these doubts and differ-
c-flees.

Mr. Willeock: Why mention something
that dlees not give us any hielpT

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I feel
quite as indignant as anybody can feel, per-
haps more indignant than the Leader of the
Opposition feels, that minutes which were
written by me in the ordinary execution of
my duty as Minister to the Engineer-ia-
Chief and the Under Secretary should by any
means whatever haove got to the people whose
interests were commercially opposed, in a
sense, to those of the Governnment at the time.
I have never heard of such a thing before.
To End] that those minutes were intended to
bc- embodied in the agreement is a matter
which I think any member will conclude,
without needing to consider very much, is
highly improfer.

Mr. McCollum: Is that all you have to
sly, "Ii- lily improper''i

Mr. Tm-ny: Yours is a tamne Cabinet.
The INISTER FOR WORKS: I could

say more than "~improper,"~ but the rules of
the Rouse will not allow me. I think it was
playing under the lap. I1 think it was con-
temitible.

Hll. P. Collier: Get a bit bolder!
M1r. 'MfcCallum: You are surely restrain-

ing yourself. What is holding you back?
The MTTNTSTER FOR WORKS: The

Leader of the Opposition unade some joking
reference to that estimate of mine of £50,000
for the construction of the railway. How-
ever, thle position is simply this, that the
miatter had to be considered, sad that there
were 15 miles of line to be constructed, and
that, without going over the route, one might
conclude that £3,000 or £3,500 per mile was
a fair thing. If it had been a question of
asking the House for money, no estimate
would have been put up without the route
first being gone over. However, I wished to
place before the Premier and Cabinet what to
liy mind would be for practical consideration
if things did not turn out too good. For such
a purpose I was content to take that figure.
Thme Engineer-in-Chief and I1 had discussed
this, aniong other matters, in my office.
The estimate of the Engineer-in-Chief
now is that £55,000 only is due to the
company, as against the £66,000 claimed by
them. Waves have gone uip, and the cost
of all material hast gone up very strongly in-
de ed.

Mr. Ulnderwood : Freights arc not the
same .

Holl. P. Collier: Yes, these freights will
he the game for 40 years.

The *MINISTER FOR WORKS: As to the
freight agreement, I had nothing whatever to
do with that. Why should I hav-e anythingL to
dto with it! We had a Minister for Rail-
ways, and his business was not mine.



[ASSEMBLY4]

-Mr. MeCallum: - e protested. He wired
froni, Kalgoorlie protesting.

'%r. Lnderwoaod: Yes; the M3inister far
Railways protested.

The MINISTER FUIR WORKS: I say,
we had a Minister for Railways.

Hon. 11. Collier: Yes, and he protested,
ant wired his 1 irotest.

Mr. SPEAKI-4. Order!
Mlr. 'Underwood: lHe protestel as Minister

for RailnjayS.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I take

note of the statement of the member for
Pilbiara (Mr. Underwood) that the Minister
for Railways protested. There is no neces-
sity for that to be stated again. I take the
hon. member's wrord for it.

Ilon. P. Collier: I read the wire.
Mr. SPEAKER: If the -Minister will ad-

dress the Chair, and not take so much notice
of the other side, he will get on better,

The MI2NISTER FOR 'WORKS: The Min-
ister for Railways and the Commissioner of
lRailways dealt with the question of railway
treights. .1 had nothing to do with those
fieights. I aul quite content to do what
business I have of my own. Hon. members
who have heen Minister&are aware that a
Minister has plenty of work -to -do in his
own office, and that the only occasions when
he gets to know something of the work of
other Mlinisters is when a matter is referred
to himi by another -Minister, or some matter
within another 'Minister's scope is bronght
up in Cabinet.

.Mr. McCallum.n Robinson says this matter
kias brought up in Cabinet.

The 'MINISTER. FOR WORKS:- If so, I
have no recollection of it. It may have been.
t7he point (-an be easily determined by refer-
:ing to the records of Cabinet meetings-
Personally, I have no recollection of it. If
I had, 1 would say so at once.

Rou. P. Collier: Robinson says Cabinet
decided this.

The 'MINISTER FOB WORKS: The
Leader of the Opposition gave us a list of
five railways which bad been authorised for
a number of Yeaurs, and the hon. gentleman
asserted that the Government had been flout-
ing Parliameut by building this Lake Clifton
railway, or c-nnoiviug at its being built in
an underhand fashion, instead of proceeding
to -onstruct those other five railways. What
appealed to rime in connection -with time Lake
Clifton line wasi that these people were pre-
pared to find the money to build it- I knew
that if they established works in that dis-
tm-let it would mean a good deal of employ-
ment for our people. I knew also that the
establishment of cement works at Burswood
wonld create a good deal of work. I am
told, though I do not know it of my own
knowledge, that there are 400 men employerd
at the cement works at llurstvood and at Lake
Clifton.

Mr. "Mc('allmm. P our hundred? No!
The MINISTER 'FOR WORKS: Let the

lion. imemlier wait a minute. Four hundred
men, I wa% toldl this morning, are employed

in connection with the making of cement and
of those Cenment boards.

Mr, 'MeCnllumi: That work is dune by a
tot ally life-eant Company.

The 3IINI8,TER FOR WORKS: But it
would not lie done ulesss the mcut eom-
pa ny were there.

NMr. MeCillumn: Moss wyants a I-cn4-m'%ion
over the shell in the Swan river; and if he
gets it andl men are employed there, 1 ;uji-
pose you will he adding them on to this
lrter.

The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: No. I
do not propose to cleal with that shell con-
cession at all just now. So far as I am
aware, that mnatter has nothing whatever to
41o with this question.

-Mr. MeCallum-. Oh, those men wilt all he
counted in, together with the angels in.
heaven watching over them.

M r. Willeock: And the devil tempting
them.

-Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
The MINISTER FOR WORKS:, I do not

know whether my ministerial career is to
terminate to-night or to-morrow, If so, I
cannot help it.

Mr. 'McCallmn: This is your swvan song.
The MINIS/fEB FOR WORKS: Oh, no!

I shall live to get back my own, whatever hap-
pens. But I can tell the House that if I do re-
main a Minister there will be no question of
anything being given to this company, or al-
lowedl to this company, that will enable them
to break their contract as I understand it

Mr. McCallumn: You are on the penitent
farot now:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If the
idea of dredigig the Suan is to get shell
there, and so obviate the necessity for getting
lime fromn Lake Clifton, then, when the neces-
sary Bill is under discussion it will be for
bon. members; to give reasons-

'.\r. McCallum.- I have already done it.
I have put forward my reasons against any
sQuch eon cession very strongly.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am not
aware of the position, and the Premier as-
snures mme that that mnatter has nothing what-
ever to rlo with this one.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! We will discuss3
that matter when it comes forward.

Hon. P. Collier: Next year.
Mr. Clydlesdale: And pretty thoroughly,

too.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Regard-

ing the 40 years period referred to in the
lease, if members turn to "Hansardl," they
will find a very clear explanation of that
matter except on, perhaps, one aspect re-
garding the freights and even then, I think
the Le ader of thle Opposition was hardly ear-
r(i-t. I think somneone wasn at fault when the
agreement was made regarding the freights.

Hon. P. Collier: That i-i the only point 1L
took.

The MIlNISTER FOR WORKS: All I
can say i-n that whoever made the aureeut
frma that standpoint, didi mot har-i mon-h
bmusiness sense.
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Hor. P. Collier: Bitt this was your busi-
flesS.

The -MINISTER FOR WORKS: At an'-
rate, I know nothing about it. I will go
into the matter and find out if I was there
when this matter was decided, but ini the
meantime, all I can say is that I do not
know anything about this matter going
through. I do not complain of the Opposi-
tion turning up Ministers' speeches madel
some years ago. That is all fair game, and I
only regret that we unfortunately gave them
such good ammunition.

Honl. P. Collier: I only gave you a few
lines. I was merciful.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
know that I need dwell further on this mat-
ter. I have been hurt very mutch during this
debate this evening. I do not like talking
sentimental piffle. I ant essentially a man to
whom loyalty is the main, question, and 1
have been hurt inideed at hearing reflections
Cast upon "Iy Premier. I (10 not always
agree with him nhor does be always agree
with me, bitt I say, believing and knowing
it to be true, that he has acted absolutely
honestly and hotnourably all through this mat-
ter. If fito is to receive ny censure at the
bands of this Chamber, let Inc have some of
it too.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: You will get some
of it.

Hon. P. Collier: You come in first in the
motion. The Premier is only concerned in
the secondary Censure.

The MITSTBR FOR WORKS: The Pre-
mier has behaved, so far as T know, in a
manly and straightforward way to all meni-
bars of the Cabinet regarding this matter.
I d6 not believe thetre is the Slightest fon-
dation for the suggestion that he has pur-
posely hidden this matter so as to get it
through iti the small hours of the morning,
when the House was not fully aware of what
Was going on. Sir James Mitchell has too
mutch sense of hionour to stoop to matters
Such ats that, and I am sorry indeed he has
had to listen to statements of that descrip-
tion. Be that as it may, the House can
judge in this nmatter. Let members go
through the ailes. Let them not be satisfied
witht a mere Cursory examination, but let
them get the four or five files dealing with
this matter and Connect them up and see
where the truth lies. If the House decides
that the appointment of a Royal Commission
to investigate this matter is justified, I think
it will be due to the late Attorney General,
Mr. Robinson, that he shall have some say in,
the matter. He mar' be able to advance a
different point of view from that held by
members of the Opposition, and in some re-
spects from that which appeals to me. I
have given to the House, with what ability 1
have, a straightforward plain statement and
I ask the House to accept it.

On motion by Mr. Underwood, debate ad-
journed.

House adjourned at 10.55 p.m.

legielatiPC Council,
Wlednesday, 218t December. 1981.

Assent to Bills----------------..- 252fr

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 3
pan.,.and read prayers.

ASSENT TO BILLS.
Message received from the Governor noti-

fying assent to the following Bills:-
1, Reciprocal Enforcement of Maintenancet

Orders.
2, Batik Hlolidays Amendment.
3, Gold Buyers.

House adjourned at 3.3 p.

Wedvesday, 21st December, 1921.

Question: Goldields Water Supply Mains ..
Select Counmtttee: Hospitals Bill, Extension of

Time .. .. .. !. .. ..
Assenrt to bills .. .. .. .. ..
Motion: Want of Confidence in the Government
Standing Olde,, Suspension .. .. ..
Bills - General Loan and Inscribed Stock Act Amend-

ment, Is.........................
Sale of Liquor Regulation Act Continuance, JR.
Cheer settlement, He............... ...
Industrial Arbitration Act Amendment, SEa....

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
p.m., and read prayers.
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QUESTTQN-GOLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY, MAINS.

Mfr. 2ffiLLANT (for Mr. Mae~alluma
Smith) asked the -Minister for Water Sup-
ply: 1, Are the goldfields water mains in a
satisfactory state of repair? 2, What is the
cost of repair of the 30-inch goldields main
wvater pipe line? 3, What is the nature of
the repairs? 4, Is it the case that the steel
mains are becoing so pitted and corroded
that their life is now greatly limited? 5, If
so. how long is it estimated such mains will
lasti


