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hour after hour be wasted in discussing
it. I hope that the amendment will not
be carried, because I no not think it is an
hunourable way of disposing of the
present position.

On motion by MR. FRAYS WILSON.
debate adjourned.

ASSENT TO DILL.
Message received from the Governor,

assenting to Supply Bill.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10 o'clock,

until the next Tuesday.

irgizilatibe qtUormbtb!,
Tuesday, .25ik July, 190$.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.
NIL. MORAN, MR. FIElIKE.

MR. C. J, MORAN (West Perth): As
a matter of privilege. I desire the indul-
gence of Mr. Speaker and of the House
in first expressing my regret tbat the
member for Kataning (Ron. P. H.

Piesse) is not to-day here in his scat.
The other evening, when I was absent,
he made an unfounded charge against me
in connection with the recent political
situation. I spoke to him about that
charge; and I consider he ought to be
here this afternoon to hear me or to make
his own explanation. But I take this
opportunity of stating that he, in the
conclusion of his speech in this House,
made a pathetic appeal to the effect that
his heart. was bleeding because-

MR. SPEAKER: I should like to
draw the hon. member's attention to the
fact that on a point of privilege he is not
within his province in attaching another
member. The hon. member may make
an explanation.

MR. MORAN; That is what I am
doing, and that is my sole object. It is

ipsible for me to make an explanation
wtot recounting the hon. member's

expression, with which I entirely disagree,
and which I resent. The member for
Katanning Said that it made his heart
bleed to see the degradation attendant on
the political intriguing of a. certain party
in this House, and particularly on the in-
triguing of the leader of that party. There
was no doubt in anybody's mind as to
whom he referred. He made that per-
fectly clear. The bon. member accused
me of endeavourin to intrigue for office
in this country and this House. I give
that a fiat contradiction, and State that I
have never intrigued, that I have never
approached anybody to ask for office,
that no one in this Chamber can with
justice accuse me of asking for office;
that, on the contrary, so unjust is the
accusation of the hon. member that on
the morning when the leader of the
Opposition (Mr. Rason) called his caucus
to consider the moving of his want-of-
confidence amendment, the member for
Katanning himself approached me in the
Reading-room of this House and asked
me, for the sake of the personal friend-
ship between us and for the sake of the
old days when we worked and fought
together, to accept a portfolio from the
(Opposition) side of the House, whose
cause he was advocating. That is the
gentleman who accuses me of political
intriguing. He approached vue-I do
not know whether or not he was author-
ised. I think I am entitled at the present
moment to say he was not. His leader

[2-5 JULY, 1905.] Mr. Moran.
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has already informed me that lie was not.
But that is the gentleman who rises in
this House and says that I am guilty of
polil ical intriguing-who himself ap-
proached me and asked me whether
I would accept a portfolio from the
party he wishes to see in power.
I want the country to know this. I
regret very much that my actions have
been misinterpreted by the Press. I
want to object in the most strenuous
language, on the plea of pivilge, to the
most scurrilous and unjust atfack of the
Mornzing Herald upon me on the morning
after I made my speech in this House.
No more unwarranted or unjust attack
was ever made on a public man. I
claim that I have never on any pos-
sible occasion sought office by sacrificing
my principles. I admit that there is no
man in this House who has more
ambition in the political world than
myself; but this I hope will Ilerer be
realised at the expense of toy principles,
as it never has been. No mant is justified
in saying that there has been the slightest
occasion in my public actions to say that
I was seeking my personal advancement
first and that of the State afterwards.
The member for Katanning is not here..
That is not my fault. I give his state-
ment a fiat and uncompromising denial.
There is no man in this Chamber who
could accuse me of seeking preferment in
any undue manner ; and I assert here
to-day-I do not care who contradicts it
-that I have been asked to take office iii
this House in an honourable and straight-
forward mainner. It is impossible when
a political crisis concerns three parties
that honourable negotiationsi should not
take place; but no man has been deceived
by me; no one has misunderstood may
position. It has been my wish to keep
in company with the men with whom I
have worked, that is the Independent
party; and never for at moment did I
seeki to put myself forwaerd in any way
or do anything veept iii concurrence
with the men with whom I was working.
Idle and lying rumours get a long start
in this country* , ad it is not easy to con-
tradict them; and it is a deep regi-et to
mue that a member of toy old party, that
in the speech I made T held up as being
a model of parties in Western Australia,
should level charges against me. In thevery
peech on account of which I am accused

of seeking political power I held up that
party as being, in my opinion, the best
Ministry and political partv Western
Australia has ever seen. Against the old
brigade in Western Australia, no man in
Western A ustralia or in this Chamber,
publicly or privately, ever heard me lift
my voice. No man has been more loyal
to that rgime in Western Australia thian
I have been. No man, not even the
member for Katanning, has been so
anxious to preserve the fair fame of the
old leader of that party. No man in
this Chamber can level against me a
c-harxge of disloyalty to him I served,
least of all the mnember for Katauning,
whose old political record ought not to
have afforded him any opportunity of
levelling charges against me. My posi-tion may have been unfortunate for mue
and for those I was assisting, but for well
or for ill it was impossible for any of
I U-and the member for Katanuing
knew it-to join ourselves to, take
office with, or support any party that
would not consent to meet us in an
honourable way and drop what I consider
an tunjutit proposal at the present time
to sp end one and a-half millions of
money, not a penny of which would come

1to Western Australia, and the expendi-
ture of which would cripple us for many
Years to come. The member for Katan-
mung saw me before I moved my amend-
mnent and asked me to show it to him.
I did so, and he then asked me to strike
out all reference to the Midland Railway.

Thtwas the only quarrel he bad with
Ime. I said I could not do so, as it was
the main principle we had. He had no

ojcinto the rest of the amendment.
MR. GREGORY: Did not he urge you

twithdraw the whole of the amend-
ment9?

MR. MORAN: Let him speak for
himself.

MR. GREGORY: That is what he told
me.

Mn. MORAN: I think it is not well
to interfere with our quarrels. Let the
member for Katanning be here to fight
his own battles. He who levels charges

Ilike that and runs away is only entitled
to one accusation. Let the public judge.
He expressed hostility to that portion of
the amendment dealing with the Midland
Railway; but I told him I could not

Imeet him because the men with whom 1
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was associated had determined at all cost
and hazard to resist this question being
brought before the House. That is the
whole position. I have been pilloried in
the Press for the last few days, and held
out as a man seeking hie owvn advance-
ment. I give that an unhesitating denial
in the place where it ought to be given-
on the floor of this House, and I am doing
it at the earliest moment; I could not
speak sooner. I have no accusations
against anybody in this House. I have
no word to say in reference to the leader
of the Opposition or to the leader of the
Government in these negotiations. Their
business is their own. Suffice it to say
that this is to date the only unjust alle-
gation levelled against me, and it is.
levelled by a man who, of all others in the
House, had the least reason to do so.
Having made this statement, I hope it
will be accepted by the Press, and that
justice will be done to every member in
this House who has the courage of his
convictions. It is only fair and common
justice we ask. I1 might turn round to-
day and ask, Why is there this extra-
ordinary zeal on the part of a certain
paper to encourage the purchase of the
Midland Railway ? Why is it that 1,
who have done my level best to hold this
side of the House together in concurrence
with the wishes of the men with whom I
am working, am attacked by this journal
at the same time as it is supporting
the same Government I wish to supportI
I can only suppose it is because I do not
wish, and utterly decline, to be a party to
the purchase of the Midland Railway.
Let the country judge whose motives are
the purest - mine or those who are
attacking me.

[Later in the sitting, the Hon. F. H.
Piesse made a personal explanation re-
lating to the same matter, p. 864.]

ADDRESS-TN-REPLY.
SEVENTH DAY OF DEBATE.

Resumed from the 20th July, on two
amendments.

Mr. Rason's Amendment, to add to the Ad-
dress-in-Reply a paragraph, namely:--"We
regret, however, that your present advisers do
not enjoy. the confidence of a majority of the
members of this House."

Mr. Moran's Amendment on the Amendment-
Strike out all words after the word "1We," in

new paragraph proposed by Mr. Rason, and
insert the following in lien thereof:-" are of
opinion that the Government were not justi-
fled in agreeing to recommend the purchase of
the Midland line and binds for X1,500,000. in
view of the present financial needs of this
State in connection with a developmental
policy; and especially in view of the fact that
the Midland Company has not, in our opinion,
observed the spirit of their contract by legiti-
maately developing its lands. That the absence
of any reference to a comprehensive scheme of
land settlement by suitable settlers possessed
of agricultural experience, and, if possible, of
some financial means, is not consistent with
the expressed policy of the Government last
session, and the appointment of an expensive
Royal Commission to inquire into the subject.
We are of opinion that snch a land policy is
of first importance to the welfare of this State.
We regret that the Government have not
given the House a clear financial statement of
ways and means in connection with the large
expenditure foreshadowved."

MR. H. GREGORY (Menzies) said: I
think it is within the memory of members
that some time prior to the meeting of
this Parliament the leader of the Opposi-
tion announced it was his intention at
the opening of the session to move a
motion of want of confidence in the
present Admiuistration. [MR. A. J.
WILSON: Would you like to withdraw it
after yesterday's proceedings ?] I have
no intention of withdrawing anything.
The nmember for Dundas made a speech
reported in the West Australian of the
5th July, and be told the people of Cool.
rardie that the Premier's policy had been
framed on lines laid down by the Inde-
pendents. We have heard a great deal
of this remarkable party-this party of
four which has dominated for some time
the politics of Western Australia. As I
have pointed out, we had one of the
members of this party stating that the
Premier's policy was framed on lines laid
down by the Independents. Then there
was a con'ference betveen the members
of the Independent party and the Labour
party. All well and good; but I should
like to ask the member for West Perth
if to any person reaoding that cruel and
bald statement which appeared in the
Press on the day following the speech of
the member for West Perth-and I
understand the report was framed by the
Premier and the member for WVest
Perth-there could be any other feel-
ing than that of revulsion. It was an
ill-judged report. It did not give the



322 Address-in-replyz AS~iL. mnmns

truth as to what took place at the con-
ference. [MR. MORAN: That is true.)
As it was ackniowledged to be a report
given to the Press by the hon. member
himself, I think he should have been one
of the first when Parliament met to have
dIrawn attention to it and shown where it
was wrong

MR. MORAN: I unfortunately regret
that on that evening, after having spoken
for two and three-quarter hours, it was
very late when the Premier decided to
draw up some sketch; and I do not think
I took sufficient care in the matter as to
what went in the Press. I did not
think that the statement, which was
absolutely true, would be so bald ; hut it
will be supplemented to-nigh~t by an
entire and full report by the member for
Dundas (Mr. Thomas), from a record
taken by three independent members of
every word and sentiment spoken. I
think the hon. member might have waited
until that came before the country, to
realise that the highest and most honour-
able action had characterised the confer-
ence throughout.

Mu. GREGORY- No person could
read the report of that conference with-
out having feelings of revulsion, and a,
certain amount of blame is cast on the
member for West Perth for not having.
immediately on seeing that report, taken
the course which he has adopted to-day,
and as a matter of privilege explained
what was wrong.

MN. MORAN:- There was nothing to
explain. When there are direct accusa-
tions, I am prepared to meet them faoce
to face.

Ma. GREGORY: I did not say the
hon. member~ was ever afraid. f only
stated what had given rise to the leadingr
articles. The report given to the Press
will bear out fully what was the mem-
ber's object on that occasion. I must
say that feeling was accentuated by the
member's action in the House, We
knew the member went to that party'
(Labour); and the policy of the Labour
party, according to the member for
Dundas, was framed on lines laid down
by the Independents. We find the
member for West Perth and the member
for Dundas and other members attending
that conference, and certain matters are
discussed there; and immediately after-
wards, and after a great deal of secrecy-

Mn. CoNNoR: There was no secrecy.
Ma. GREGORY:- We find the member

for West Perth coming into the House
with another motiou of no-confidence-
an ame ndment on the amendmnen t moved
by the member for Guildford.

MR. Cornron: Justly so too.
MnR. GREGORY: Our amendment has

the full sanction of 22 or 23 members;
the other one was submitted-I think I
am Justified in saying it-by one who
wished to force himself as being the
leader of a party.

Mn. MORAN: In explanation anda on
a point of order, I do hope these unjust
accusations will not in any sense of the
word be cardied on. I have never sought
to make myself the leader of a party;
but the gentlemen with whom I am
associated think me a fit agent to express
their sentiments, and if those. gentlemen
are satisfied, the hon. member should be.

MR. SPEAKER: It is not right to
rise to a point of explanation when
another member is speaking. It would
be wise if members would wait for an
opportunity of explaining until a member
has resumed his seat. This afternoon
the debate has hardly been carried on
upon these lines.

Mn. MORAN: It wasq on a point of
order, not on a point of explanation.

XMu. GREGORY: It is quite out of
order on this occasion. If the hon.
member had allowed me to continue my
remarks he would never have hurled
against me the charge of " unjust accusa-
tions." The constitutional aspect of the
question is this. If the member for West
Perth carried his motion, then he would
be in the position of the mover of an
amendment cardied by a majority of the
members of the House, and in the eyes of
the public he could then be the leader of
a party against the Government.

Mn. MORLAN: And the M3idland Rail-
way would be dead.

MR. GREGORY: The reason given
to us by the member for West Pe~rth is
that no definite policy had been enun-
ciated by the leader of the Opposition.
Is it usual for the leader of the Opposi-
tion to enunciate a policy for the country ?
Our charge against the Administration
was that a large party sitting in Opposi-
tion did not agree wvith the policy that
had been laid down by the Government.
We did not believe In the Administra-

[ASSEMBLY.] Amendments.
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tion, and on those good grounds an
amendment was brought forward by the
leader of the Opposition to the effect that
the Government did not possess the
confidence of the members of the House.
There is a cleat-cut issue. The lion.
member pointed out how the present
Administration over-borrowed, and he
referred to many acts of maladministra-
tion. What did the member for West
Perth do? Although quite pleased to
take the leadership of the party opposite
(Government side), he brings forward a
special indictment, not on the question
of the Midland Railway, but on the
question of the financial proposals and
administration of the Government. It is
only a short time ago since the hon.
member publicly stated that the adminis-
tration of the Government had not been
good, and he enlarged on the motion Of
want of confidence in the House. But the
hon. member was desirous of taking the
lead-a new Disraeli was coming forward.

Mn. MoRA.: That would not be a,
hard job in this place anyhow.

MR. GREGORY: The hon. member
might remember tbese words-

I do not like thee, Dr. Fell;
The reason why I cannot tell-

The hon. member should remember while
in this House there will be that feeling
amongst the majority of members here.

Mn. HIEITMAWN:- You might ask that
question of the electors of Menzies.

MR. GREGORY: I have not been
chasing around the country looking for a
constituency, anyhow.

'Mn. HnITsrAn: You will be.
Mn. Honw: And not he able to find

one.
M.- GREGORY: If the member for

Cue came to oppose me, I should surely
get in. This great panjandrunm has
exploded all the gunpowder in his socks.
I can tell him I believe not one member
on this side of the House will vote with
the member for West Perth.

MR. MoRAN: Why do you not fix up
the coalition? We don't object to it.

'MR. GREGORY: Let us deal with the
member for West Perth and his indict-
ment against the Government.

Mn. HEITMANN: Do not deal with him
too hard.
M. GREGORY: The first complaint

is of the reconstruction of the Cabinet.
He pointed oat that the Cabinet was

originally composed of men who were
new to administration; in fact nearly all
of them were new members of Parlia-
ment, and they wanted time to get used
to their departments But on the eve of
the meeting of 'Parliament the portfolios
are recast, all except the Treasurer
being moved into new departments.
And we will have the same thing next
year if the Government remains in
office. That was the indictment of the
member for West Perth, and I can assure
members I agree with him in that indiot.
ment. One of the arguments was that
the recjonstruction was trying the sup-
porters of the Government too much. If
it is the case that such a feeling does
exist amongst members on the Govern-
ment benches, and it is for the good
of the State, then vote against the
present Administration. Then again,
the member for West Perth ridiculed
the financial proposals of the pre-
sent Government. He pointed out first
that the Midland Railway was going
to cost a million and a-half, and spoke
of the Pilbarra Railway, which, even if it
were done by private enterprise guaran-
teed by the Government, would be a
charge against the State. He also
-referred to the Norseman Railway, %om-e
£C600,000 for that. Then there is the
Jandalkot and Narrogin Railwa 'y, and
there are these agricultural spur lines
which they propose to erect; also the
Bunbury Harbour Works and the Fre-
mant~e dredge. All these matters, he
pointed out, the Government were bring-
ing forward as a policy for one sessio n
in a three-years Parliament. He pointed
ujut. how absurd such proposals were. I
think the leader of the Opposition
pointed out that most of these things.
with one exception which I intend to
deal with later on-
Mn. MoRAN:. Is it not a very gigantic

programme ?
Ma. GREGORY:- The hion. member

was prepared to lead that party and
carry out its policy.

4R. MORAN:- And so woild. you.
Ma. GREGORY: The hon. member

describes this as a mad, reckless gallop.
I agree with him. I agree with almost
everything the hon. member said.
Ma. MonniN: Did von say you were

willing to carry out that policyP

Addretq-in-reply: [25 Jriy, 1905.]
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MR. GREGORY: I think the member
for Dundas said the Premier's policy
had been framed on the lines indicated
by the Independents.

MR. MORAN: There was a little item
of a million and a-half which we were
not willing to carry out.

MR. GREGORY: And the rest?
MR. MONx: Every item of the rest.

Yes.
MR. GREGORY: Then it was a mad,

reckless gallop which the hon. member
was only, too ready to carry out, if they
would leave out the Midland.

Ma. MoRKN: Only a canter, if you leave
out the Midland.

Mn. GREGORY: The hon. member
sated that the ideal of the Labour party
was economy in the administration.
And what a shattered ideal it was, said
the hon. member.

MR. MORAN: It is a bit burst up, you
know.

MR. GREGORY: I want to get back
to the question of the Midland Railway.
1, with the leader of the Government and
the leader of the Opposition, think this is
too great a question to be made a matter
of party politics. For my part I look on
the purchase of this railway at a million
and a-half at 4 per cent. as being equal
to an expenditure of £1,800,000 at 3 per
cent. I think the price is too high.

MR. MORAN: Hear, hear.
MR. GREGORY: I say the full case

should be laid before members. The
fullest information possible should be
given to us in regard to this matter, and
then, apart from party lines, apart from
any desire to help interested individuals
-[MR. MORAN: Hear, hear]--I say we
should come to this House and try to do
our best in the interests of the country.
As far as I am personally concerned, I
think the price too high. I think there
has been a. great deal of bluff in regard
to giving that option up to the 80th June.
[EMnxnn: There will be another exten-
sion made next month.] I do not know
about that; I am only speaking my own
feelings in regard to this matter. Even
the member for West Perth said the
matter would depend to a great extent
upon the price offered.

Da. ELLIS: There is only one price.
MR. GREGORY: If the price were

from £21,100,000 to £1,200,000
MR. MORNa: As it was.

MR. GREGORY: That is a matter of
doubt.

Mn. MORAN: There is no doubt.
MRt. GREGORY: I have heard Sir

Edward Wittenoom say he believed he
could have got it some six years ago for
£uo1,0o00.

MR. MORAN: There is a doubt upon
that point.

MR. GREGORY: I prefer to) take Sir
Edward Wittenoom's word when be says
he believes he could have got it at that
price. I know of no distinct offer of the
railway on those terms. If we can get
the railway at anything like £1,100,000
to £1,250,000 at 3 per cent. interest, the
country can make a bargain. But apart
from that, I prefer to get the full
correspondence to know exactly what the
valuations were. I repeat that personally
I am opposed to purchasing the railway
at the present pt-ice. Then we have the
hon. member with regard to this immigra-
tion proposal. We know how earnestly
Jastyear headvocatedlthatthe Government
should try to assist immigration, and
the Government professed sympathy with
the bon. member. We have the hon.
member stating that a Govern ment which
did not look to its agriculture for its
future resources was not worthy of
confidence. And the hon. member says,
or the assumption is, that he does not
think the present Government are looking
to the development of their agricultural
resources; in fact he ridicules the
appointment of the present Minmister for
Lands, who believes in the nonalienation
of lands, and therefore could hardly be
regarded as one who would protect the
best interests of the farmers of this State.
Here we have the hon. member, as I
stated before, prepared to take the lead of
that party, and in almost every big came
he says "I am. opposed to its adminis-
tration."

Ma. MORAN: What party are you
talking aboutF

MR. GREGORY: The Labour party.
MR. MORAN: Then I contradict that

entirely. The only proposals I know of
were for amalgamation of the party.

MR. GREGORY: I can only go back
to that statement wherein we understood
that the Independents would support the
Government, providing the hon. member
was given the position of Premier of that
party without a portfolio.
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MR. MORAN : That is entirely incorrect.
MR. GREGORY: It was stated the

report was printed, and that it was
instigated by the hon. member and the
Premier. I can hardly understand the
hon. member decrying to some extent
the mining industry. The hon. member
seems to be very much afraid that
members of this House are giving too
much attention to the mining industry.
This cry, that we have an enormous area
of auriferous country which has only
been scratched, was too thin for the bon.
member. Does the hon. member, who
some years ago was representing a mining
constituency, object to there being so
many goldflelds in the State ?

MR. MORAN: The bon. member does
not object.

MR. GREGORY: I for one have
travelled about this country a good deal,
and I assert that we cannot speak too
highly' of our mineral resources. We
have an enormous area here. All we
want is capital for developing it.

.ME MORAN: Hear, hear. Sir John
Forrest developed it.

MR. GREGORY: It is no good
getting back to old history: it is quite
enough to do with the present. It has
been maide extremely difficult during the
past week.

MR. TAYLOR: We are making history
now.

MR. GREGORY: Then there is the
action of the Governiment with regard to
the Pilbarra Railway. Here again we
have the hon. member who wishes to lead
that party congratulating the Labour
Government.

Kit. MORAN: No: that is nuisrepre-
senting me again. I think utisrepresen-
tation must uot continue.

XB. SPEAKER: The member for
West Perth has denied that, and the
member for Menzies is not in order in
repeating it.

111. GREGORY: Then, I accept the
denial for what it is worth.

MR, MORAN: I must resent the terms
in which the hou. member makes the
denial.

MR. GREGORY: I say I accept the
denial that the hon. member ever had any
intention of being the leader of the
present Administration. Now in regard
to this Pilbarra Railway, I wish to state
it is my intention, if the present Admin-

istration remains in power, to try to
strongly support its proposal to construct
this railway by private enterprise. We
have not the money at the present time
to open up that enormous country.
Something must be done, and so long as
this Administration or any other Ad-
ministration will properly safeguard the
interests of the State-and I feel satisfied
the present Administration does not in-
tend to grant any concession without
submitting the terms to Parliament-it
will be the fault of Parliament if -we do
not see that the interests of the State
are properly safeguarded. But I think
that when the Government brings forward
a, proposal of this sort, those who sit
behind thenm should have the courage of
their convictions. The present Minister
for Works (Hon. P. J. Lynch) was re-
ported, when recently on the goldfields, to
have Raid that this was a legacy left them
by the previous Government. It was
nothing of the sort; it was simply a
matter of policy of the present Adininis-
tion; and I congratulate the Government
upon it, because although I believe in
the principle of State-owned railways,
yet there is always a period in our
existence when we cannot stick to well-
defined principles; and I am pleased to
see the present administration had
common sense enough to go away to
some extent from the true lines of its
platform. There are other members.
We had the member for Fremantle (Mr.
E. Needham) speaking the other night
at the Trades and Labour Congress in
regard to this railway, and he said it had
been proposed that the. railway should be
constructed by private enterprise; and
he would vote against the proposal.
Then we have the member for Ivanhoe
(Mr. Scaddan), who said:-

We have yet to learn that the Government
propose to construct the Filbarra Railway by
private enterprise or any other method.

Then we have the nmember for Cool-
gardie (Dr. Ellis):

Dr. Ellis, M.L.A., said that personally he
did not think the Government was under any
obligation to put the matter in the Governor's
Speec at all. Questions had been hang up
before, and would be hang up again. (Hear,
hear.) Congress should clearly understand
that Ministers, having inserted the matter in
the Speech, would have to vote for it whether
they liked it or not-

The member for Ivanhoe said "'Rub-
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bish." The member for Coolgardie
said:-

It is not rubbish, and if Mr. Scaddan says it
is, ho is trying to deceive Congress
Then we have a report of remnarks by
the member for Balkatta (Mr. Gill), who
said :

They can make that agreement so strict
that nobody will be likely to take up the
Proposition.
Surely this is hardly fair. Then there is
the question of the Norseman and Pul-
barra Railways. I quite agree with the
member for West Perth that we should
have light railways, and have a special
Act saying that the rate should not
exceed 16 miles an hour and the trains
should only travel in the day time; and
when these districts grow up in import-
ance, we can easily build up our railways
and make them permanent. On this
ground I agree with him. But there is
one thing I certainly could not under-
stand, and that was, he drew a simile in
regard to the Premier in relation to the
formation of the Cabinet. He told the
story of a young lady who was travelling
on the water and lie said she had four
suitors. [MR. Moans: In the water.]
Why the hon. member said there were
only four suitors is hard to understand,
because I imagine there were 22 suitors,
not including the four Independents,
upon this occasion. According to the
member for West Perth there were only
four suitors, and be invented a very
pretty little romance. When we heard
this 1 wondered what the lion, member
was driving at. I asked hon. members
what the member for West Perth meant
with regard to that ]ittle story he told
them. No one thought that the hon.
member had invented a Sunday-school
story, no matter what else he might
invent. I looked the matt',i- up and
found the true story. I found the 'young
lady was travellinig with a captain, who
was her guardiaii, and she had four
suitors. [MR. TAYLOR: And the cap-
tain.] One of those suitors was rather
a seamy individual. He made great
friends with the captain, and they in-
vented this little romance about the girl
falling in the water. She fell in, and
three of the suitors fell in after her.
The girl was promptly saved by the ship's
boat ; and the three dripping suitors
were brought up and exposed to the

ridicule of the whole cimpany. The
captain said, " Here is a good dry man,
the only sensible man in the crowd; take
him." And the girl thought it would be
a good line. But when it came to a
question of settlements, the old captain,
as guardian, began to think the success-
ful suitor wanted too much. The suitor,
finding he could not coerce the captain,
tried to undermine him; and this being
discovered by the ship's crew, the fourth
suitor was thrown overboard-and to-day
he is the wettest of the whole four.
(General laughter.) I wish only to
repeat that it is the intention of every
member of the party towhich I belong
(Opposition) to vote aginst the amend-
ment moved by the member for West
Perth. We have given this House a
straight-out amendment. We ask the
House to consider whether or not the
present Government retains the con-
fidence of members. The other amend-
ment is certainly not so drastic. It
points to a large number of proposals in
the policy of the present Administration,
and denounces them entirely; yet we
cannot see our way to allow the slightest
imputation that there is any leader of
our party except the leader whom we as a
party elected to that position. Dealing
with our leader's amendment, I wish to
say first that I have two complaints to
make against the present Government.
I should like the Minister for Mines
(Bon. W. D. Johnsen) to listen for one
moment; because I have to remind him
that Just upon the prorogation of the
last Parliament two promises were
made to us: one, that a committee
of inquiry should be appointed in
respect of the Phillimore Street pur-
chases. I should like to see that matter
thoroughly cleared up, because some very
contemptible innuendoes have been made
regarding it. We were distinctly pro-
nmised that during the recess a committee
of inquiry should be appointed to report
to the House. I am speaking only in
defence of the character of one who in the
past was a colleague of mine, and who
is not now a member of Parliament.
When we hear the insinuations that were
made the other night by the member for
Collie (Mr. Henshaw), to the effect that
information as to the intended purchases
had leaked out, and that members of
Parliament had obtained advantages
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therefrom, I say it is necessary at once to
clear the atmosphere, and prevent any
chance of these insinuations being re-
peated. If anything wrong was done,
those who did the wrong should be
punished. If no wrong was done, the
mouth of everyone should be closed
against making any insinuations regard-
ing the transaction. Another promise
of the Government was made on what
was almost the last motion of this ses-
Sion, moved on the 24th December last,
when we were promised an inquiry into
the manufacture of pipes by day labour.
That -promise has not been kept. I wish
to draw attention to it, because I think it
would he wise to inform the House of
the result, whether the report is in favour
of or against the day-labour system. I
hope tiw Minister will take note of that,
so that at an early date we may have
those two reports. A distinct promise
was made, and having been made it
should have been kept. [Ma. MORAN:
The House asked for a Royal Commis-
sion.] It is not necessary that future
Royal Commissions should be built up
like many commissions in the past. It is
easy to appoint some magistrate or some
other member of the public service -who
is free from bias, and to give him the
power of a Royal Commissioner, and have
the inquiry conducted at a very small
expense to the State. We have heard
much from the Government to the effect
that the administration of to-day is much
more economical than that of the past;
and I have seen many statements in the
Press about the wretched position which
this Government, compared with former
Governments, occupied as to revenue.
The other night the Premier supplied the
figures in reference to the Works Depart-
ment, pointing out that the cost of public
works during the year 1903-4 was fi'05
per cent., whereas in the ensuing year
1904-5 it bad increased by 1-60 yer cent.,
an excess of about 5 per cent. That
shows clearly that the cost of doing the
work has been much greater. But the
Government tried to maintain that, not
having as much money as former Gov-
ernments, it was not in the position
which those Governments occupied. I
should like to point out that in 1902-8
the revenue was £3,647.000. We spent
£R428,000 in public works, and had a
surplus of £231,000, or for the year an

expenditure, plus surplus, of £.659,000.
For 1903-4 webhad a reven ne of X8, 550,000,
to which must be added the surplus of
£2231,000, leaving us with a revenue aind
surplus of £28,781,000. That year we
expended on works £65194,000 and ended
the year with a Surplus oif £83,000, or
with Ithe expenditure on works and the
surplus a total expenditure of £601,000.

Tns MMIurER FR MINES ANn RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. W. D. Johnson): That was
not the exac-t sum spent on works.

MR. GREGORY; I could make the
position much worse for the Government
if I were to include the money we spent
on the Lands Departmen t and the rabbit-
proof fence; if I were to point out that
we were building our batteries from
revenue, whereas the present Government
have reverted to the old system of build-
ing tbem out of loan. However, I have
no desire to refer to those figures, but
merely to deal with the Works Depart-
ment.

THE MINISTER FR MINES AND RAIL-
WAYS: The Works Department did not
spend all the money with which you debit
them. What about the LandsP

Ms. GREGORY: A very small1 amount
was spent by the Lands Department. I
might balance the amount so spent by
including in the Works expenditure the
£40,000 odd Spent in rabbit-proof fencing.
I might point also to the increased expen-
diture of the Railway Department, and to
the fact that we paid off £60,000 in
respect. of the Stores branch. In 1904-5
the revenue was £3,615,000. To that we
must add the surplus of £83,000 and a
deficit of £46,000, making a total of
£8,744,000. In that year only £837,000
was spent on works, showing clearly that
the expenditure of the present Govern-
ment on administration must have been
much grea'er during the past year than
was the expenditure in the preceding
two years. I think I have clearly dis-
played the position. The Leaks and
afterwards the James Governments
started with a deficit of £87,000; next
year they had a surplus of £2123,000;
next year a surplus of £231,000 ; next
year a surplus of £83,000. This Govern-
ment in one year spent a little more than
half as much in public works as -was
spent by those preceding Governments,
and yet this Government ended the year,
for the first time in four years, with
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a deficit of £46,000. [Da. ELLIS: It
had not your Customs receipts.] I amt
drawing .attention to the revenue only.
In 1902-3 the revenue was £3,647,000,
and in 1903-4 X3,550,000. For this
year 1904-5 it was greater being
£3.61 5,000. [DR. ELLIS: The popula-
tion was much greater.] I wish to point
out that the cost of administration was
ever so much greater. In the Mines
Department alone there has been a great
increase of expenditure. In 1904 the
expenditure of that department was
£189,000; in 1905, £248,000. That
shows on paper an increase of £959,000.
But how was it made up P Of X20,000
borrowed from the Savings Bank for
the Cue-Day Dawn water schemne- a
sum wich would never have appeared
on the Estimates-and of £29,000 for
the Phillips River Smelting Works. In
respect of these works, £211,000 worth of
copper ore had been paid for by a. pre-
vious Government out of revenue.
That ore remained as an asset of the
Government. But taking these sumis
of £11,000. £20,000, and £29,000.
we get a total of £60,000 ; so that
actually £1,000 less was spent from re-
venue this year than was spent during the
preceding year by the Mines Department.
There are other questions of administra-
tion. Quite recently, when in Men zies, I
saw a man walking through an office in
which three men were employed; an
office about half the size of this room.
The visitor was measuring the building
to see if there was enough cubic air-
space for the three workmen. We all
believe in factory inspectors for Perth
and for large centres. I have seen in
many city workroomns a large number of
girls working in a restricted and stuffy
atmosphere. But to imagine that an
inspector of factories should be sent out
to the back country to ascertain what
factories exist, to measure the buildings
and see whether the, have enough cubic
air-space, is most ab~surd. That is where
the people's money is going; for there
is not only the salary of the inspector
but his travelling expenses to he paid.
Another inspector, early closing, has
recently been going round goldfields
hotels to find. out how nmany hours the
employees work. The people have to
pay for that, and the sooner they know
it the better. [DR. ELLIS: You would

1have no law in the back country.] We
know perfectly well there are no factories
in the back country. It is the height of
absurdity to send a factory inspector to
those parts to see whether factories are
properly managed. [Dn. ELLIS; I know
a few few places with too little air-spacej]
In Men zies there are two places classed
as factories-a printing office and an
aeratedA water works.

THE MINISTER FOIL JUSTICE AND
LABOUR: Should no inspector ever visit
Menzies ?

MR. GREGORY: A mining inspetor
has been there for years. 'Probably the
lion, member is not aware of that. I
wish to Speavk in reference to the Mines
Department; and first I wish to empha-
sise my objection to the secrecy observed
in the depart ment for the past 'twelve
months, in reg-ard not only to the battery
system, but to the Phillips River Smelt-
ing Works. Many people have been
sending their ore to t~be smelting works,
and have for along time been demand-
ing some return, or wanting to know
their position. They have been borrow-
ing money in anticipation of receiving
something more than the advance of £50
per ton made by the Government on the
ore people brought to the smelter; and
there has been what I consider an
unjustifiable secrecy observed in the
administration of that department. If
the officers of the department are not
carrying out their work well, the greater
publicity given to the fact the better.
Publicity means immediate criticism, and
then we are more likely to get good work.
I wish to emphasise the fact that these
advances were made on development
work only; that advances were made to
the extent of some £11,800, and were*
then stopped in order to build the
smelter and to get the work started. A
certain bank made advances, not on the
liberal basis adopted by the Government,
but on the ore. The Government officers
assayed the ore, and gave certificates to
the bank ; and the only guarantee given
to the bank was that when the ore should
be treated by the (loverninent then the
Government would deal with the bank
as the owner of the ore, and that the
bank could make such repayments as it

Ithought fit to the persons to whom it
bar] made the advances. And when the
Estimates were passed, one of our first
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discoveries was that the ex-Minister fur
Mines (Hon. R. flastie) had repaid to
the bank all the advances it had made
on. that ore, instead of waiting till the
ore had been treated and letting the bank
take its share of the responsibility.
There was no guarantee whatever given. to
the bank, other than that the Government
would give it assay certificates and would
treat the ore. 1 say that the present
Administration took the responsibilty,
and repaid to the hank aDl the money
they had advanced to these prospectors.
With regard to the State battery system,
as soon as I left office we found that the
u sual moutly returns were not being pub-
lished. ERtc month a report had been
publishied in the Press shoing the work
done by' the various battery managers.
It was not only special information to
the people as to how these batteries were
paying and as to what stone they were
crushing and its value, but it also excited
a feeling not of antagonismi but of emu-
lation on the part of battery managers,
because one manager would try to do
better than the others. These reports are
now Suppressed, and I can assure mem-
bers that the departinentgrew too careless
even to add up the wa~ges column to show
the Minister, when the monthly report
camne before him, whether the charges
were bein increasod or decreased in con-
nection ith this work. Then at the end
of the year we were told that the work of
the batteries for the year had resulted in
a, loss of £600. On the other hand,
according to the approximate returns
each month, the profits on the -year's
transactions showed as £5,600. As it
was said there was a loss of £600, this
is showitig a discrepancy of £6,200
between the actual working result and the
returns shown to the Minister each month.

TacE MINISTER FOE JUSTICE AND
LABOUR: Where did you get your figures'?

Mn. GREGORY: I have added them
up myself. I am quite prepared to in.-
dorse my figures, having gone through
them carefully' . The returns for the year
showed an approximate profit of £5,600;
and tbere was an announcement by the
late Minister for Mines (Ron. H. Hastie)
of a loss of £600, which would show a
discrepant-r of £R6,200. I do not wish to
blame the'1Minister for this, but I say
that be was re.sponsible for the suppres-
sion of the reports. LTHE MINISTER

FOR JUSTICE:. Hear, hear.] As beaod of
the department, he allowedl approximate
returns to go on like this and turn out to
be incorrect at the end of the year. Th ere
must be something radically wrong in
that depatrtment if they cannot find out
such a discrepancy before the end of the

I year. Then the Minister gives the reason
that he wanted correct returns, as app roxi-
mate returns were not good enough for
him. So he got an expert in the depart-
ment to look after these hooks; and that

Iexpert made a good start by sending out
a new lot of books to the battery mana-
gers, and so that the managers could.
understand these books the expert put in
the fly-leaf a specimen copy of how they
were to be kept. There were pitt down
so many gallons of oil, so much of quick-
silver, and one gallon of "cold " tar. I
do not think that " cold " tar ever got
beyonv[ the department. I believe they
divided it between the member for Mt.
Margaret (Mr. Taylor) and the member
for -Murchison (Mr. Holman). This is
the expert who was provided by the late
Minister for Mines (Hon. R. Hastie) to
provide a new book-keeping system in
connection with these batteries. [Ma.
HEITMANN: It was used to cover up the
work of the previous Minister for Mines.]
And they got "cold" tar to do it. I
remember a little incident during the
elections when the mnemb er for Cue was
asked whether he was in favour of a tax.
on unimproved land, and -he replied to the
interjection by saying: "1Yes, and he
would tax Crown lands." The hon.
member showed as much knowledge of
Crown lands as he now does of "1cold"
tar.

31n. H EITMA NN:- I will reply to that
later. If we were to) tax honesty-

MR. SPEAKER: Order!
MR. GREGORY: There are various

matters which I mnight mention, and upon
which I have figurtes. When I was on
the fields I was told that I had been buy-
ing a lot of second-hand batteries, and I
was asked a lot of questions about
them. There were batteries promised for
Randall's. Pig Well, 20-Mile, Sandy, and

IYarrd. They were bought by the late
Minister for Mines (Ron. B. Hastie).
Although the Randall's battery was an
old and olisolute plant, I believe there are
two or three parts of it here yet; but I2
can quite forgive the hon. member for
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buying it, because I believe the greater
portion was brought down to Prenmantle
to enable the late Minister for Works to
make cast-iron pipes by dlay labour.
That was the only reason I could find for
the purchase. In regard to the Yardi
battery, a reply was given here the other
day in reference to the plant that to my
mind was not a correct reply. A great
deal of trouble has arisen in connection
with the erection of this plant. I am
pleading for those men out in the back
country trying to earn a living; and
when we give the department money for
the purpose of giving facilities to those
people to have their ore crushed, some.
thing like a fair economy and Something
like Speedy work should be carried out by
the department. There was a, battery
sent away in July last, and was only
started about two months ago. That
applies to other batteries. Eut at Yarrn
the state of affairs was something
wretched. A man was sent up to dis-
mantle and re-erect the plant. He had
never been on a, battery in his lifetime
and had no knowledge of the work. The
only thing that could be said of him was
that he had been secretary to a. union of
workers and was probably a good fitter;
but he was a wan with no knowledge of
mining plants or the erection of batteries.
If the Minister for Justice will remember,
I called upon him and asked him if the
statement were true. We promised that
this battery should be ready for the
prospectors six months ago. It has cost
£1,000 more than it should have cost,
and at the last moment an effort is made
to throw the whole of the responsibility
on some other person. This man went
away with a recommenation on account
of good work done, while another man
was dismissed. It is time we had the

inqu ry recommended by the Prospectors'
Ascation. I do not want to throw any

responsibility on the present Minister
or the late Minister, other than this,
that the cae demands investigation.
If we want the State battery system to
be a success, we must have an inquiry
held as soon as possible. I think we
all admit we are spending a large sum of
money to help prospectors, and we want
to see that prosj ectors are helped, and
not to see a lot of useless men kept in
billets. I ask the Minister to look well
into this matter of holding an inquiry.

I could dilate upon this matter for hours.
I have figures dealing with the cost of
these works, and in regard to the delays
that have taken place. This is due to
bad administration. Carelessness has
been shown. A couple of wiles of 3-inchi
piping was provided, but I found that
one and a-quarter miles was sufficient.
The work cost something over £2,000
when it could have been done for 15 per
cent. less. The Minister is not respon-
sible for the appointments. He cannot
be worried about all these details; but
an inquiry should be held. We want the
battery system to be a good sound system,
so that we can give prospectors every
facility and at the same time be able to
do it at a profit to the State. We ought
to be able to work these batteries well.
In 1900, the loss for the year was. £7,600.
In 1901 it was £1,983, b~eing the lowest
since the inception of the batteries. In
1902, the revenue was £958,000 and the
expendlidure £251,000 odd, the profit
being £1,954. In 1903 the charges were
reduced by about 20 per cent., and yet
we showed a profit of £92,539, not includ-
ing a large sum of moncy spent on the
batteries which formerly had been charged
to loan. Last year, again, we show a
loss. [THE MINISTER FR WORKS:- YOU
do not count the accumulated sands3 you
had the advantage of.] I am making
an allowance of 10s. per toni which we
always got for the treatment of these
sands, which showed a profit of £21,680.

DR. ELLIS: Had you a profit on the
battery treatment last yearP

MR. GREGORY: In 1903 there was
a profit of £2,539.

Mn. CoNNoR: What depreciation did
yorL allow forP

MR. GREGORY : There was no allow-
ance for depreciation or interest. It has
never been done. I wish to point out
certain remarks made by the Premier
and the late Minister for Mines (Hon.
R. Latic) which hiave done a great deal
to injure the system. I have an article
which was published, in the Aumralian
Mining Standard, which I think is the
principal mining paper in Australia, and
which says:-

A State battery system is on its trial in the
West, and recent evidence is not all in its
favour. At first there appeared to be a6
prospect of marked advantage in the develop-
ment of remotely situated gold-bearing areas ;
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and therefore Mr. Gregory, a former Minister
for Mines, entered on all energetic "eionii
of the system which had already been tenta-
tively adopted. It still continued to work
well; and before his retirement from office,
apart from four State subsidised batteries, be
bad Government batteries working in twenty
districts.
They go on to deal with the number of
people assisted and with the large
amount of gold won by the batteries,
and say :

Mr. Daglish, speaking in Kalgoorlie. said
"It had been found that in some cases pro-
spectors would not go down, and that as, soon
as; they had scratched the surface they left for
some other place. If this practice were to
become general the public batteries were sure
to prove a failure.' Then we have the late
Minister for Mines (Ron. Rb. Hastie) addressing
the Prospectors and Leaseholders Conference.
He felt it incumbent upon him to refer to
prospectors and their work, or disinclination
to tackle real work, and said that "of any
100 claims worked by parties, not more than,
three per cent were being properly worked,
and not one per cent worked below water
level."

That statement is not, to my mind, a
correct one. I have been as much about
the back country as the Minister has;
and there are numerous instances where
private people have, by the aid of these
private batteries, done excellent work.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: The hon. member was
present at the time, but his memory is
not as good ais mine. I said " three out
of ten " and " one out of ten." I did not
refer to " per cent." Many members
were present and will bear me out.

MR. GREGORY: My memory will
not bear me out to that extent. I was
only reading the article. Probably some
of the newspaper reports were incorrect,
and these people may have got it from
tho incorrect reports. I am prepared to
take the bon. member's word. It is
feasible that other reports may have been
incorrect, and it is easily possible for an
error to have occurred. I have seen a
large amount of good work done. In the
Midline district they have taken out
£90,000 wortb of gold, and have gone
down to a depth of 800 feet. Not only
one claim but dozens of claims through-
out the country have been opened up by
these public batteries, and I hope the
work is going to continue, it would be

a ratpt indeed if, through a careless
utterance, even on the part of the

Premier, anything should be done to
injure the system, and it would be
a grievous loss to those trying to
develop the resources of this State.
We cannot do too much for these people.
These mines can be opened up on a
small scale, and it is the opening up of
these mines which shows the value of
the field: it is the only way we can get
capital here. Instead of having " wild
cats " foisted on people, they get well
developed properties. I do not propose
to deal farther with the question of those
batteries; I only ask that we should
have some inquiry into their working.
There is one matter which came before
me lately, and I only repeat it now to
show inconsistency on the part of the
present Administration. Recently an
inspector of batteries was appointeid. I
do not quarrel about the method of
appointment or the qualifications of the
inspector. But a circular' letter was sent
out by the Minister to every battery
manager, informing them that this
inspector had the power to summarily
dismiss, without appeal to the head of
department, or to the Minister, tiny
battery manager or employee on the
batteries. We know that by an Act of
Parliament passed last session, the
Public Service Act, not even an office.
boy can be discharged without appeal.
Take the Railway Department; there is
an appeal board, and every man has the
right to appeal. Members insist upon
this, because the railway men have votes;
but a man out in the batik country can
be dismissed without an appeal.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND RAIL-
WAYS: Does the railway employee have
an appeal before he is dismissed ?

MR. GREGORY: The circular sent
out by the present Minister of Mines said
that Mr. Powell had the power to dismiss
any emplo 'Yee without appeal to the
Minister. I say that if he had been
given the power to suspend, I should be
with the Minister; but the inspectot-should
not have the power to dismiss, only to
suspend. There are many men in the
department who could teach the present
inspector on many' points. One other
matter I want to speak about is an option
which was given over the slines at Mlount
L~eonora to Morgan Field if he would
erect a plant. It was said lie could have
the Slines at 2s. a ton, when they were
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worth anything from 20s. to 30s. a ton,
and the cost of treatment was only from
8s. to 10s. L ton. I cannot understand-
perhaps the Minister for Mlined will
enlighten mce-why the option was given
privately without calling for tenders. I
do not want to bother any more about
this matter, but I would like to deal nIow
with the Governor's Speech, which says
we shall be asked to agree to a new Loan
Bill to develop new industries. What
new industries is it proposed to develop?
There is a lproposal to purchase the Mid-
land Railway, there are the Norseman
Railway, the Pilbarra Railway, and other
works which were enumerated some time
ago. Which of the public industries are
we to assist ? Are we going to purchase
some more rabbit-proof fencing out of
loan moneys again? Or is something to
be provided out of loan for public bat-
teries ? We have a big charge against
the Premier, for he has in no sense given
the House any information as to how he
proposes to expend the money. What
amount is to be spent, and how is the
money to be raised ? Since the Govern-
ment came into power they have raised
£1,900,000. There is the Midland Rail-
way purchase to cost one and a half
millions; there is the guarantee that is to
be charged against the Pilbarra Railway;
there are the Horseman line, the agricul-
tural railways, the finishing of the Janda-
hot line and the Bunbury and Fremantle
harbour works, which will cost some-
where about three and a half to four
millions at the very least. This is too
great a policy to bring forward in one
session. Are the Government at all
sincere in bringing forward a policy of this
sort? I am sure there is too mnuch of the
policy of expediency. Let us take last
session. A Bill was brought forward for
taking a referendum for the abolition of
the Upper House. We only had the
first reading of that measure; the Gov-
ernment did. not go farther with it.

MR. HEInz&NN: Abolition was never
mentioned.

Mu. GREGORY: The bon. member
could not have seen the BiUl, for it asked
if the electors believed in a more liberal
franchise or were in favour of the
abolition of the Upper Chambher; and it
was only' a, constituency referendum.
According to a speech madle by the
Slinister for Lands on September 13th,

1903, if we did have a referendum and
the country agreed, it would be non-
committal on the House. There is too
much expediency in the policy of the
Government. There is the question of
the nonalienation of Crown lands. I
ask how it is that under the present
Administration every week we see in the
Government Gazette sales of land adver-
tised. Take the Gazette of last week.
The Government are advertising the sale
of land in all the agricultural districts and
in the metropolis. They are willing to
sell land and to give the fee simple of
that land in the metropolis, but the Gov-
ernment will not give the fee simple for
land sold on the goldfields. The excuse
is that goldfields members object to the
alienation of Crown lands; therefore, we
have one lands policy for the goldfields
and another for the agricultural areas.
The inan living on the goldields has as
much right to get the fee simple to his
township block as people in the metropolis
have. It is an improper thing to treat
any part of the country differently from
another part. Then there was the
appointment of the 'Minister for Lands
(Mr. Bath). 'I consider that very
unsatisfacLory. Everyone knows the
strong opinion the Minister holds as to
the alienation of Crown lands. The
other night the member for Boulder

I(Mr. Hopkins) made certain statements
as to a. tramway for which a concession
was proposed to be granted by' the Gov-
ernment. The member for Boulder said
be had, received a telephone message from
the Mines Department or the Lands De-
partment that the Mines Department had
approved of the concession being granted;
also that the concession had been granted
by the Lands Department, or was going
to be granted- [lMnnu: He was con-
tradicted by the Government side.] I am
not taking much notice of that. I want
to deal with the Minister for Lands and
the ease which he put before the House.
I want to assure the House that the
31inister for Lands treated very unfairly
indeed the member for Boulder, because
there is minute after minute showing how
carefully the member for Boulder looked
after this matter and how careful hie was
to see the State protected in regard to the
matter. But did the present Minister for
lands take the same care? We find from
the file that the Mines Department had
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approved of the concession being granted,
and the file was sent from the Mines De-
partment to the Lands Department. The
member for Boulder entered his protest.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE AND
LABOUR: The member for Boulder said
the Minister for Mines had approved.

MR. G' REGORY: He had not the
jacket; he only had the inforinationwhieh
had been given to him by the department.
It is usual when the question of a con-
cession comes up that the papers shall be
sent to the Minister, and he gives or
refuses his approval. Would it not be a
fair thing to have said at once that the
papers came through the Mines Depart-
mnent, but that the secretary for mines
had approved of the application and not
the Minister. In this case the file had
gone through the Mines Department and
had come to the Lands Department. On
the 5th of July the member for Boulder
entered his protest, and on the 7th this
minute was written for the Executive
Council:-

I recommend Cabinet to recommend His
Excellency the Governor-in-Couocil to grant
under Section 8 of the Lands Act Amendment
Act, 1902, permission for the Kalgoorlie and
Boulder Eireovood Company Limited to
construct and use a timber tramway as shown
on permit No. 26/802 herein, at a rental of
£920 per mile per annumn, subject to a bond
being issued in favour of the Commissioner of
Railways as per page 50, and to sign enclosed
permit accordingly.
This is initialled for the Executive
Council by the Minister for Lands: " I
have no objection to the granting of the
tramway."

HoN. W. 0. AwowxNq What does
the Premier say in that minute?

MR. GREGORY: The member for
Boulder protested strongly. Then the
file, instead of going to the Executive
Council, went to Cabinet.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND
RAILWAYS: You know perfectly well
these questions always go to Cabinet.

MR. GREGORY: That may be the
rule with the present Government, but
as a rule before a Minister signs an
executive minute he brings the matter
before Cabinet. I know that was my
practice. If any matter had to go to
the Executive it went to Cabinet first;
it was discussed there, and then the
matter wvent to the department, where
the Executive Council minute was

written. Does the hon. member assure
me that every Executive Council minute
goes through Cabinet?

Tanr MINISTER FOR MINES AND
RAILWAYS: Yes.

MR. GREGORY: That shows why
there has been so little economical
administration. On the file we have the
license all ready for the Governor-rn.
Council to sign. I do not think the
member for Boulder was treated fairly,
because the impression was given by the
(4overnonent. that the Lands Department
had not dealt with the file, and that it
bad been dealt with by the Mines Depart-
ient. The Minister for Lands himself

did sign the Executive Council minute.
THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND RAIL-

iWAYS: 1 contradicted the member for
Boolder when he said the Minister for
Mines approved. I said that be did not.

_Ma. GREGORY: The hon. member
may explain the circumstances. It was

i o easy for the bon. member, having
received information that the Mines De.

Ipartment had approved of it, to assume
Fnaturally that it had been approved by
that department. I think, anyhow, that
the Minister for Lands showed remark-
able despatch in getting that.

HON. W. C. ANGWIN± I rise to a
point of order. Is the hon. member jus-
tified in not taking the word of the
Minister for Mines?

MR. GREGORY: I am not disputing
the statement; I never disputed it for one
moment. I would not dispute his word.
In fact Ihave seen the file and know by
the file that the Minister did not see it.
But it had gone to his department, and
had gone back With the departmental
approval, and the Lands Department, I
assume, mHust have advised the member
for Boulder that the Mines Department
approved of it. He would naturally
assume that it had-ats in the ordinary
course it should have done-gone to the
Minister; and it was so easy for the other
side to put him right in regard to that
detail.

THE MINISTER FOR 21INES AND RAIL-
WAYS: I think you, as M~inister for Mines,
approved of it.

MR. GREGORY: I approved of its
being granted a long time. I am not
protesting against his granting the con-
cession at all. I am dealing with what
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I think was not a fair way of treating the
member for Boulder the other night,
because had a little explanation been
made the bon. member would not have
attacked the Government in regard to
that matter. What is more, I wish
to say there was a suppression of
patent facts as to bow the member for
Boulder had carefully protected the
interests of the State in that file which
was referred to by the Minister for Lands
when he was making the speech. The
Minister for Lands was speaking-and I
regret very much that he is absent-about
the feeling of security in the State, and
stated that there is as good a feeling of
security as at any other time, and that
capitalists have just as much confidence
in this Government as in any previous
Administration. He gave the niembers
on this side of the House a leeture on
responsible government, and pointed out
that there was no feeling at all against
the present Government by the capitalist.
I want to tell the House that I never
before in all may travels saw so many
unemployed meni tramping about the
fields as in the lat few weeks.

TE MINISTER FOR MICNES AND RAIL-
WAYS: I have seen double as many.

MR. HEIIMANN: You (Mr. Gregory)
have bad plenty of time to travel lately.

.MR. GREGORY: I think I travelled
more before. I did not confine myself to
may own district, but travelled all roiind
the country, which the hon. member never
does. It was amusing to hear the tNinister
for Lands saying how confidence was to
be secured. Qa. the 4th November, 1902,
Mr. Bath made a speech in the Assembly
and he said -

I have always held that the man of property,
or the man of wealth, is s. greater anarchist
than the man who goes round with a bomb.
because he usually ends up by sending himself
up to another sphere in life. But the capitalist,
if allowed unrestricted sway, is an anarchist
because he is interested in the development of
his property or the development, of bis own
wealth at the expense of hlf the other mem bers
of the community. And I think that most
capitalists are prepared to put th eir conscience
in cool storage, and commit any crime in the
calendar for a dividend of 100 per cent.

The hon. gentleman was not only lecturing
the House the other night on responsiel
government, but was talking about what
great confidence the capitalist has in the
present Administration.

Mr. MORA&N: I am astonished you are
such friends to-day.

Ma. RABON: I am astonished that you
should be astonished at anything.

Mn. GREGORY: There are also some
other matters in the Governor's Speech.
We have a Mines Regulation Bill
promised, and an amendment of the
Companies Act. I mast congratulate
the Govern meat on promising to bring
for ward these matters. I hop these
Bills are prepared, and that there will be
some amendmuent. to the Companies Act
which will give a little more security to
the investor; because it is very important
at the present time that we should not do
anything, if we can possibly prevent it,
to harass the companies; yet at the same

Itime we want to give a feeling of security
or in some way try to give the people
who invest money here the possibility of
having a fair deal. There has been too
much swindling in the past, and any Bill
brought forward by the Government to
prevent this will be heartily welcomed bky
myself. But in reference to mining, I
must complain of the long delay that has
taken place with regard to the issue of the
mining regulations. Those regulations

iwere produced only last week, and there
is very little new in1 them. There is no
change in regard to our prospecting areas,
and I regret to find the late Minister

jadvising a deputation that the effect of
giving these facilities to people out back
was a loss of £7,000 a year to the
department. One would naturally think
that the Ministry would do the best it
could for men opening up the country.
But the Minister complained that giving
special facilities to these people was making
a loss to the State of X7,000 a. year. In
regard to theso new regulations, we find
that the Government has made an effort
to deal with the tribute question. I am
glad to see it has made an effort, but
it has not gone far enough. I will
not go into details to-night, but I hope
that if the present Ministry remains in
power there will be some night specially
set apart for the discussion.

MR. SCADDAN: You will be voting with
them; you will keep them in.

MR. GREGORY: The hon. member
may he a very great expert on innrnigra-
tion. I am prepared to congratulate the
Government in appointing the member
for Ivan hoe (Mr. Scaddan) as a member

[ASSE_.%tHLY.1 Amendwentp.
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of the Immigration Commission. If he
is satisfied, surely the country should be,
because 1 know perfectly well that the
hon. member does not understand any-
thing about those subjects. In reference
to the subject of tribute, there is no
reference made at all to sub-tributers,
and I would like the Minister to notice
this. I know cases where men are paying
up to 35 per cent., and even 40 per cent.,
for the purpose of sub-tribute in mines.
I think t shall be able to deal with this
question very exhaustively, and I am sure,
no matter which side we sit upon, some
effort will be made to make that Act
equitable.

THE MINnsna9 FOR JUSTICE AND
LABtOUR: The tribute does not include
subsidy.

Ma. GREGORY: No; because under
regulation the tributer has to register
his agreement, and then let to sub-
tributers.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE AND
LABOURt: He must register too.

Mu. GREGORY:. It is an important
point, anyhow. We want to look into it
very carefully and try to prevent any
injustice. I am condemning the Govern-
ment for delay. Only recently we started
in Coolgardie these leases for sluicing
the allu'vial areas. There is nothing
in the regulations dealing with the
grantIng of these leases for Slucnpurpoes. I thin11k the absence of rogl.
carelessness in the department.

THE MINISTER von JUSTICE AND
LABous,: We have some drafted.

MR. GREGORY: I bring these
matters forward. There is one other
matter mn connection with the action
of the Government in regard to Sunday
football1 on the goldfields. The present
Administration have stopped Sunday
football upon the fields.

HON, W. 0. &Nawi: I do not think
so.

MEL. SCADDAN: That is not correct.
Mn. GREGORY: Here is a letter

sent to the member for Boulder dealing
with this question. The writer says-

A request by this association for permis-
sion to charge at a recent charity match
havinig been refused by the hon. the Colonial
Secretary, I have the honour by direction to
write you fully on the subject, conveying the
following for your perusal :-This association
decided to set apart the whole of the proceeds,

1less actual expenses, of all matches played on
July 9th for charitable purposes, to relieve
as far as possible the distress at present
existing -

Perhaps the Minister did not notice

on the goldields, and as our privilege to levy
s. charge was withdrawn some time ago by the
late Colonial Secretary, we made application
to the present Colonial Secretary for permis-
sion to waake a charge on all grounds for this
particular occasion, so that the best results
Might be attained, thereby enabling us toIhand over to this very deservinig cause a sub-
stantial sum. We little thought our applica-
tion would be ref used, but to our dismay such
proved to he the case, with the result that the
voluntary collection only realised £66 18s.,
whereas had we received the necessary per-
mission, I bare no doubt that the sum of .2150
would hare been available to tide some of the
unfortunate families on the fields over their
present dilfficulties.

TnsE MINISTER FOS MINES AND RAIL-
WAYTS: That is the strongest evidence
you can get against charging for football
matches. It demonstrates what they
have been doing on Sundays at football
matches.

Mn. GREGORY: The writer con-
tinues:
I might state that on the charge systemt in
vogue last year this association devated to
charities and deserving cases on the fields no
less a sum than £593, very near a quarter of
their season's receipts, and in 1903 we handed
to similar causes £209, and this year, when
even mnore poverty exists than heretofore, we
are, through the refusal of the Colonial Sec-
retary to grant us permisa3iun to charge for
one day only, in a position up to date to hand
over the paltry sum of £E66 18s.
This is signed by the Secretary of the
association. I do not want to emiphasise
too much the distress and poverty at
present existing upon the goldfields
according to this authority, and which is
very carefully hidden by such members
as the member for Ivan boa (Mr. Scaddan),
a member of the Immigration Commis-
sion. Here we find that where a special
request is mnade on behalf of charity to
allow these people to charge, it is refused.
We know that last year consent was
given to play "The Sign of the Cross"
on a Sunday.

MR. A. J. Wilsox: That is a religious
play, is it not?

ME. GREGORY: That of course being
a religious play was deserving of con-
sideration. This was only a matter of

'charging to look after the poor and
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deserving constituents of the member for
Ivanhoe,

1MR. SCALDDAN:' You do not know any-
thing at all about it.

Mn. GREGORY: In regard to this
new Cabinet, the reconstruction has not
been satisfactory to this side.

TMR. CowiKm: You want your own
reconstruction.

bln.GREGORY: We have not any
reconstruction yet. But as to the recon-
struction. of tie present Government, is it
satisfactory to mnembers opposite? The
member for Collie (Mr. Rlenshaw) here
states that the Premier's action was
autocratic and brutal in the extreme;
that is dealing with the dismissal of
the Premier's late colleagues. He had
doubts as to the sincerity of the Premier.
Then the wise mnan, the member for
Hannans (Mr. Nelson), said-and I think
some of the members opposite ought to
tke him to task-thatt if there were 22

portfolios instead of 6, these grievances
would not exist. What did he mean to
impute by that ?

MR. R[EITMAN: That they all wanted
portfolios.

MRs. A. J. WILSON.: If there were no
portfolios, there would he noun-conifidenne
debates. The trouble is that they are, all
wanting them.

MR. GREGORY: 1 see that the
member for Ivanhoe made a sumnewbat
similar statement. At the very last
moment when we were goIing to meet
Parliament, we found a new Bet of
administrators in the various departments
with the exception of the Treasury. The
present Minister for Justice (Ron. RL.
Hastie), as the member for Yest Perth
states, is now, he thinks, Mlinister for
petticoats, that is Minister for Labour.
Then we have the ex-Alinister for Works
(Hon. W. D. Johnson), who has been put I
in charge of the Mines and Railways.
Then we have an entirely new Minister in
the present Mlinister for Works (Hon.
P. J. Lynch) ; and most important of all
another new Minister (Hon. T. H. Bath)
put in charge of the Lands, Department.
Formerly we had in charge of that
department a wan (Hon. 3.X3. Drew) who
was eudeavonring to do good. work ; and
now we have in charge of it a gentleman
-[T1a. IIEITMTANN: Who is en deavour-
ing to do good work]-who is one of
the strongest opponents Of the, farther

alienation of Grown lands; and I say wo
shall not get people to go on the lanc
unless they know that they'V will ultimateli
get their titles. Only the other day wi
had the members for Ciolgardie (Dr
Ellis) and %It. Magnet (Mr. Trot,
speaking at a conference and oppostnh
that plank of the [iabour platform
Experience haod shown them that settleri
wanted a title for their own lands; an
those bon. members changed their minds
But what will they do when the discussior
arises as to the nonalienation of Crowt
hinds? If the present Government bringi
forward that plank of its platform, wit'
those members vote according to theii
platform or according to their conscience'r

MR. HENSHAIT: Whatt will your leadei
do ?

MR. GREGORY: He will look aftei
himself, which is more than the hon.
member could ever do.

MR. CoNano: What about other
members of the Opposition V'

MR. GREGORY:- The bon membei
will shortly have an opportunity of
speaking. I now intend to sit down ; and
I hope the hon. member (Mr. Connor)
will give us all the statements he has
promised. I have explained the true
position of his party (Independents).
I ask again, what right have we
Lo expect from the present Government
better administration in the future
than it has given us in the past?
I have shown that the cost of the Works
Department has exceeded the cost in
previous years, and in regard to the
other departments, far less has been
spent on public works tha~n in previous
years. If that is so with an increased
revenue, the money must have gone in
administration. What right have we to
expect that with new men placed in
charge of those departments we shall
have better administration in the f uture
than in the past? Why were not the
new Ministers introduced immediately
after the close of last session, so as to
give themn a. chance to show us when
Parliament met that they were good
administrators? I have every confidence
in the integrity and ability of the
Mlinister for Works (Hon. P. J. Lynch);
but he is a new meember of Parliament;
he has never before been placed in charge
of a public department. The hon. mom-

rASSE'3111lY.1 Aow-ndjapulp.
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ber chased me all over my constituency,
and [believe got actually lost ou the track.
He tried to put me out of my con-
stituency, and as I always like to return
a kindness, I went backi to Leonora and
tried to do him as good a turn as be
tried to do me. However, on the plat-
form the bon. member always treated me
honourably, aind.I hope he will say I did
the same for him. We never go "in
bolts " while we were out there. Though
I have always been in opposition to the
party which is bound by the Labour
pledge., still I hope the hon. member
will give me the credit of saying that any
battle I had with him was fairly fought.
As to the old age pension scheme, what
is the use, knowing the feeling of the
Federal Parliament, of putting this on
the programme for the cur-rent year?
We know it is impossible for us to do
anything this year in regard to old age
pensions, and that the present Federal
Government are in favour of the prin-
ciple, and will do what they can to give
it effect. All we need do is to try to
impress on the Federal authorities that
we are prepared to let a portion of our
revenue go for an old age pension
scheme. We do not want to provide for
this State a scheme which will grant pen-
sions to none but persons who have
been here for a certain number of years.
A man going from here to New South
Wales or Victoria would not, till he had
lived there for a certain number of years,
be eligible for an old age pension. If we
are to have a, pension scheme, let it be
truly Australian and truly national. This
proposal of the Government is simply'
birdlime. I do not think the Govern-
ment have the slightest intention of try-

ing to bring forward the Bill this year.
One other matter-preference to union-

ists-this I have always opposed. I
believe in unions. I know that they have
done good work in the past. I am not
talking about Australia; but unions hive
done wonderful work for the toilers of the
old country and of America. It is mar-
vellous what they have done to better
the condition of the people, especially in
New York and in all parts of the old
country. But as to this system of prefer-
ence to men who belong to unions, I
think that the unionist, if his union is
good, should be able to show his fellow
workman that it would be to his advan-

tage to belong to the union, and thus to
get him to join.

Ma. MORAN: Unionists are asking for
protection only, and not for preference.

LisouR MEMBER: You (Mr. Gregory)
do not understand the proposal.

A. GREGORY: It was admitted by
the other side, when asked what they
meant by protection to unionists, that
they meant preference [MR. MORNw:
Surely yout can trust the court.] I do
not belileve in trusting the court if we
make it law that the court must give pref-
erence to unionists. I say that a wan's
union should be like a man's religion. A
member of a union should be able to
show non-unionists in his own calling
that it is to their advantage to join his9

Iunion.
Ma. MORAN: Men sometimes suffer for

their religion.
MR. GREGORY: Will the hon. mem-

ber advocate State legislation on that
account?~ Would he like the State to
interfere in such matters ?

ofMR. MORAN: The State has the duty
ofprotecting men in resp ect of their

religious convictions.
MR. GREGORY: Give them freedom

in their religion and give the workman
freedom in respect of his union.

MR. MORAN: And protect the' work-
man against undue influences.

MR. RENSHAW: Good old freedom of
contract!

MR. GREGORY: I know a case in
llew York where a man who for years
had carried on an industry and never
employed any but unionists failed, wanted
to start work for himself, tried to join a

Iunion, and was refused permission to join
although he paid his fees.

MR. MORAN: That could not occur in
Australia.

MR. DIAMOND:_ It occurred the other
day in Sydney.

MR. GREGORY: Surely we can follow
the example of the great uidons of the old
country, rather than that of what are
called unions here. I wish to say
distinctly that the unions here are only
political organisations, and not unions
for the betterment or the workers. Take
the British Amalgamated Society of
Engineers, one of the greatest Labour
organisations in the world.

-MR. MORAN: Political action hy unions
can be prevented, as the federal law
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proposes. The unions do Dot object to
that.

Ma. GREGORY: Most decidedly they
do.

MR. MORAN: They believe in a law
that balance-sheets must be published to
show that the union funds are not used
for political purposes.

MR. GREGORY: Here is an agree-
ment between the combined employers
and the Amalgamated Societ 'y of En-
gineers, one of the greatest and wealthiest
trade unions in the world;

Every workman shall be free to belong to a
trade union or not as he may think fit.

Every employer shall be free to employ any
man, whether he belong or not to a trade
union.

Every workman who elects to work in a
federated workshop shall work peaceably and
harmoniously with all employees, whether he

belong to a trades union or rot. He shall
also be free to leave such employment; but
no bolleetive action shall be taken till the
matter has been dealt with under the pro-
sions for avoiding disputes.

The federation do not advise their members
to object to union workmen, or to give pref-
erence to union workmen.

The rule is that the federated employers,
while disavowing any intention of inter-
fering with the proper functions of trades
unions, will admit no interference with
the proper management of their business,
and reserve to themselves the right to
introduce any conditions of labour. The
agreement continues:

Nothing in the foregoing shall be con-
sidered as applying to the normal hours of
work, or to the general rise and fall of wages.
or to the rates of remuneration.

There is a better system in the old
country than we find here; there is a
system of conciliation, which has been
found to work exceedingly well. The
secretaries of those large British organisa-
tions say they do not object to work with
non-unionists; and I think that should
be good enough for us also. What the
secretaries do say is, 11We know our
unions are for the good of the workman ;
we know they improve his condition, his
wages, his hours of labour; and we
advise him to join. If he will not join
we cannot compel him."

Ma. MORAN: How would you deal
with an employer who persecuted secre-
taries of unions for giving evidenceP

MR. GREGORY; That can never be
helped; because we often find unionists

1who will not do any work, and who thus
injure their unions. We find in all
ranks of society, among employers and
employees both, men who injure their
own side by the arguments they bring
forward. [MR. MORAN: That is not the
point.] The whole of these British dis-
putes are now arrmnged by combinations
of workmen on the one hiand and com-
binations of employers on the other ; and
the combinations of employers will not
allow one man to treat his employees as
the hon. member suggests. [MEMBER:
It is done.] How many years have
passed since there was a great strike in
BritainP The old country has its system
of conciliation ; the lodges, the executive
bodies appointed by each side, and in
which each side is equally represented.
Both sides come together and discuss
matters in dispute; and after the matter
is referred to the lodge executive it goes
to the general executive, and if they
cannot come to a decision, in most eases
the mnatter is referred to a Judge of the
Supreme Court, and both sides agree to
accept his award. The workers at home
will not have our Arbitration Act. They
do not believe in it. And the money
spent in strikes during the past 10 or
12 years in the old country is almost
infinitesimal. I think the Taff Vale dis-
puts is about the only big strike which
has taken place for many years in
England. Anyhow, we have here a state-
ment made by the secretaries of various
large unions in the old country. They
say they do not desire any preference to
unionists. They are quite prepared to
base their advocacy of unionism on the

I good work the unions do, and to use that
as an argument to compel the workmen to
join the unions. I am strongly opposed
to preference to unionists, and I hope it

Iwill be long before tbat is made com-
Ipulsory, or before a man must join a
union prior to getting work.
i THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND RAIL-
WAYS: You at one time supported the
principle. Your Government put it in a
Bill.

MR. GREGORY: Never to my know-
ledge. When you were absent I told
the House that I do not consider that
Labour people in Australia know what
trade unionism is. Here unions are very
good political organisations; but their
members know very little of the tenets
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or real trade unionism. in conclusion I
wish to refer to the remarks of the
member for West Perth (Mr. Moran) as
to the Seddon Ministry. The hon. mem-
her pointed to the good arid useful
legislation prepared and passed by Mir.
Seddon, legislation for which the Labour
party are at all time prepared to claim
credit. But the hon member might have
gone a little farther, and pointed out the
resolutione passed by a certain Labour
Congress in the Eastern States, to the
effect that their ideal was the nationalisa-
tion of all the land and all the means
of produaction and distribution. [Ifn.
MORAN: The power to do that already
exists,] That is really the ideal Of
the Labour party; and I think the
dispute is simply a question of indi-
vidualism versus collectivism. I want
to be able to emphasise my objec-
tion, and I desire to put the Labour
party out of power because I do not
believe in this system as opposed to State
commercialism, which means that the
State will do a certain amount of work
for the purpose of helping the individual.
People who talk about socialism to a
great extent do not know its meaning.
If I be right-aid I contend I am-it
means equal duties and equal rights; and
if it mean that, how can the building of
a railway mean socialism in any sense ?
It means commercialism; and it is work
done by the State for the purpose of
helping the individual, and not for the
purpose of helping the State collectively.
On the other hand, the member for
North Perth would like to have the State
farmer, and then the State carrier would
come alonag and take up the produce, and
the State railway would then tarry it
along and would distribute it to the
various manufacturing centres. Here we
have a trades and labour congress in the
Eastern States saying that it wants the
Government to conitrol all mneans of pro-
duetion and supply. Of course it wants
it gradually; but if -we are working to
this system of collectivism (and I believe
that is really the object of the Labour
party), I say I am entirely opposed to it;
and it is one of the strongest reasons I
can bring forward for supporting the
amendment of the leader of the Opposi-
tion. [LBOUR MEMBER: What about
the coalition ?] I presume if there was
a coalition the question of preference to

unionists would be first decided. Before
a coalition could be effected, surely it is a
good thing to give one's opinions before
going ove~r and finding out that they
want one to do certain things. It would
possibly be well to make a few remarks
in regard to the suggested coalition.
Anything would be preferable to giving
the right to a person to foist himself on
the House as at leader of the House.

Mn. MORAN: I am glad to know it is
a personal matter. We now know the
true reason.

Mn. GREGORY:- I have pointed out
that if the amendment of the member
for West Perth were carried, I take it it
would be the duty of the Governor to
send. for the person who moved that
amendment.

IMR. MORAN: I suppose the Governor
knows his duty best himself.

MR. GREGORY: We are all entitled
to assume what might take place. and I
believe my* assumption is correct'? I do
not state that the hon. member is pushing
himself into the position. My idea is
that if the amen dment of the member for
West Perth were carried, the Governor
would he entitled to send for the hon.
member as the one who carried the
amendment through the House.

Mn. MORAN: It would be far better to
have socialism.

Ma. GREGORY: Such a surprise as
that I might be asked by the hon.
member to take a portfolio under him
never came into my consideration.

MR. MonAN : You did ask me once.
Mut. GREGORY: That I would take

a portfolio from you ?
INIa. MoRAN:- No. You asked me once

concerning a portfolio. It was twelve
months ago.

MR. GREGORY- The hon. member
knows.

Mn. 'MORAN : Did you or did you not?
Mn. GREGORY:. The hon. member

knows.
10n. M ORAN : I assert the bhon. mem ber

did.
N.P GREGORY: Mr. Speaker, I

desire that that statement should be with-
drawn. The hon. member says that I am
making an untrue statement. That is
the substance of what he says,

Mit. SPEAKER: If the hon. member
did make such a. statement as the bon.
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member for Menzies declares, he should
withdraw.

Mn. MORAN:- I did not.
ME. GREGORY: The hon. member

says that I came to him and offered him
a portfolio. I did not do any such
thing.

ME. MORAN: NO. Surely to goodness
you were in no position to offer anybody
a portfolio. The hion. member wats only
small dog for somebody else.

ME. GREGORY:- I can retuin the
taunt The hon. member never was and
never will be in such a position. I have
here a sttemen-

ME. MORAN: I think this matter
should be cleared up. This time twelve
months ago the member for Menzies
approached me in this Chamber and
asked me how I stood in West Perth if I
had to go for re-election; and I said,
"You can go back and say that nobody
in this Chamber has a6 right to offer me
a portfolio yet." and that closed the
negotiations.

kin. GREGORY: I do not follow the
hon. member. I have had many a chat
with the hon. member, and I might have
asked him what chance he would have
had in West Perth. With. reference to
the portfolio, that only existsi in the hon.
member's imagination. There are many
discussions outside this Chamber in
regard to the positions of members.

MR. MORAN: Then why bring them in
hereP

Mn. GREGORY. I have not.
Mn. MORAN: You have done go ever

since you. stood up to speak, mating
imputations.

Mn. GREGORY: The hon. moember is
entirely wrong. Hle suggested. that if he
were sent for I would not have the oppor-
tunity of being offered a portfolio.

MnS. MORAN; I will put the bon.
member on the list with the greatest
freedom-about tenth, T think.

Mn. GREGORY: If there is any
member in this House who has touted
less for a portfolio than I have, I do not
know him. I have stayed away in the
back country until after Parliament met,
so that I could not be here scheming or
working anything up as to how this
business went. There is perhaps nobody
who has so little to say about inside work
as myself. I wish to make no farther
remarks in regard to this debate. We

intend to oppose the amendment brought
forward by the member for West Perth,
and we are going to do all we possibly
can to try and get onur amendment cardied
in an honourable and fair way. I hope
that when the division is taken it will be
found there is a. majority on this side of
the House in opposition to the present
Administration.

[MB. QUINLAN took the Chair.]
Tnn MINISTER FOR JUSTIOCE

AND LABOUR (Hon. B. Hastie):- I
fancy it will be expected when anybody
rises to address members that he must
make a speech of about two hours or
more. In my experience in Parliament I
have not found it an invariable rule for
such lengthy speeches as I have listened
to in this Chamber this session. I can
congratulate the member for Menzies
upon coming up to the usual limit. His
speech was very lengthy; and I might
also say, from his point of view, it seemed
very fair; but in every respect it makes
me feel somewhat diisappointed. I have
been reading about a number of addresses
given by the hon. member on the gold-
fields before and after the Leonora elec-
tion; and I was in hope that the bon.
member would have taken advantage of
his position as member of this House to
repeat those statements here so that
members might have an opportunity
of refuting them. Some have been re-
peated in much milder language than the
hon. member is credited with having
used on the gold fields; but before I
speak on that, I wish to say a word or
two upon some matters touched upon
by hon. members in this House. I shall
be particularly brief, because I notice
the member for West Perth (Mr. Moran)
has left the Chamber at the present
time. The member for Mienzies referred
to what had been said by the me mber for
West Perth concerning the Midland Rail-
way. I only wish to take this oppor-
tunity of stating again in a few words
the position of the Government in
regard to that question. The Govern-
ment are and were very anxious that
members should have an opportunity of
considering whether or not the Midland
Railway should be purchased; and we
found also that the only way it could be
done was for the matter to be brought
before the House before the Slat of this
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mouth. The Government were anxious
that the House should have an oppor-
tunity of saying whether the purchase
should take place or not. I was not in
the House when the member for West
Perth spoke; but if the member for
Menzies quotes correctly, he quotes the
memb~er for West Perth as saying that
he would do his very best to see that the
House would have no opportunity of dis-

cussing whether this railway should be
purchased or not. If that be a fair inter-
pretation of what the member for West
Perth said, I only wish to say that I
strongly protest against that view of the
question . I have never been blamed as
an enthusiastic purchaser of the Midland
Railway, but I think that members of
the House should take the responsibility
of saying whether the railway should be
purchased or not. I hope the matter -will
be brought before members before the
time comes for closing the option. [Mx1.
TAYLOR: There is no chance.] I wish to
say a word also upon the question of the
Pilbarra Railway, touched upon by the
member for Menzies. Members of last
Parliament will know that I was one of
those who strongly opposed the Pilbarra
Railway being built by private enter-
pris. Last Parliament passed a reso-
lution that certain things should be done,
and that Parliament itself should have
an opportunity of saying whether any
tender for the construction of the railway
should be accepted or not. I accepted
that position, and in the same wayv
I am prepared to accept anry vote agreed
to by this or any other Parliament; and
in conformity with that resolution we
have said that we will lay the matter
before the House so that the House will
be able to say whether it will grant the
permission for the construction of the
railway or not. I ame quite certain that,
unless members are very anxious to get
some particular reason against the con-
duct of the administration of this Gov-
ernment, they will not severely criticise
that action; and I am more certain that
the Government would be far more
strongly criticised if they had refused to

giv members an opportunity of saying
whether this railway should be built
by private enterprise or not. [Mu.
OsREOn: When was that resolution
passed?] It wais passed a session or two
ago. The present leader of the Opposi-

tion practically controlled the debate.
It was said by him that certain
things should be done, and then the
House passed the resolution. We have
tried our best to carry out that resolution
framed by the member for Guildford,
and we would have been ten times more
strongly criticised if we had not. [MR.
A. J. WILSON: What was the resolution
carried?] I have not got the resolution
with me at present. I do not refer par-
ticularly to the resolution, but to the
speech of the member for Guildford,
which was taken as a fair statement of
[he case. If the hon. member will read
my remarks in Ran8ard he will find that
my opposition was stronger than the
opposition of anybody else; but at the
same time, though I objected to the
matter, I found it was my duty to try
and do my best to see that the resolution
had effect ? I do not wish to speak, of
general political affairs; because, as
mentioned by the Premier the other day.
we resolved not to keep the debate going
any longer than we could help, and that
we should not in any way occupy the
time of the House, except to rebut the
charges made against the administration
of the various department. The member
for Menzies mentioned several things in
connection with the Department of
Mines, of which I have had control.

Mu. GREORY: Deal with some of the
charges I made on the goldflelds. You
made some statements a little while ago.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: If I sam not able to
answer the chargea at the present time, I
will withdraw them. I had a note of
them, but I think I have left it behind.
The member for Menzies made a strong

prtetagainst one of the factory in-
spcosvisiting Menzies. He said this

was very extraordinary to him. Until
the hon. member spoke, it did not seem
to beout of the way to me. We had an
inspector under the Factories Act on the
Eastern Goldfields, and he was asked
when he bad an opportunity to visit the
principal towns of the Eastern Goldfields
to see if the provisions of the Factories
Act were being fairly well kept. In con-
formity with these instructions, the
inspector visited Menzies and was there
two or three days. He also visited
Kookynie, and I think Leonora. I feel
certain, had he remained all the time at
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Kalgoorlie and had not gone to Menzies,
the member for Menzies would have
found serious fault with him. The hon.
member mentioned a good many things
about the Mines Department of which I
had control for a long time, and I wish
to answer his charges. I have not
had anything to do with the Mines
Department for over a month, and I amn
not nble to give figures with as much
accuracy as I could had the debate taken
place two or three months ago. Let me
deal with one or two questions. The
first is, why has there been so much
secrecy in connection with the arrange-
ments of the smelter at Phillips River?
I do not know that there was any secrecy.
There has been far more publicity in
connection with the smelter at Phillips
River that in connection with any other
smelter on the face of the earth. When
Minister for Mines, I refused to allow
every person at Ravensthorpe to know all
the details of what was going on; but all1
information of public interest was given
to the people the moment it wats avail-
able.

MR. GREGORY: All they asked was
what amount they would get for their
ore.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
ANTD LABOUR: That was given to
them. The hon. member must know we
cannot realise on copper matte in a
moment. The ore goes to London and
it takes a considerable time to get the
returns. The people at Ravensthorpe
demanded that I should tell them the
exact amount they were going to get for
their ore in London. I did not know.
We had returns from three or four
parcels. Whenever we got the third
return the information was made avail-
able to the public.

[The SPEAKER resumed the Ohair.1

MR. GREGOY: You knew the assay
value of the parcels.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: We knew that, and
there was no difficulty on the part of
anyone at Ravensthorpe knowing the
assay value. The hon. member finds
fault with me for re-starting the s 'ystem

-of making advances. Memubers of the
House will recollect that this matter was
explained in the House last session.

MR. GREGORY: The charge I made
was for taking up all the bank advances;
not making fresh advances.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: Well, taking up the
bank advances. I think I can explain
that matter very clearly. Some time ago
it was arranged that ore should be
bought at Phillips River at the rate of

£150 prtnof copper. That was a high
price, and at every opportunity I have
stated that I regarded the price as
ridiculously high. However, that was
the price paid at that time, though it was
not justified. After a time it was found
there was so much ore coming in that
until the smelter started it was thought
by the Government and the Minister for
Mines that it would be unwise to continue
buying ore at that price.

Mn. GREGORY: Not at that price.
TH3E MINISTER : The buying was

stopped.
MR. GREORY: The money was done,

except that there was sufficient to com-
plete the smelter.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: If it had been wise to
have done that, more money could have
been got. The people who wished to sell
copper ore at the smelter approached the
banks, who offered to advance money on
certain terms. They were to pay 10 per
cent. and there were several deductions.
It was understood the Government were
not in a position to buy fresh ore until the
smelter started. Up till the time of
starting the smelter, or just before that
time, I found on inquiry that the banks
had only arranged to continue the ad-
vances for a certain time. It is true the
Government did not directl y guarantee
the bank advances, but the people who
had received the money from the banks
had to pay a continuous heavy interest,
and it seemed only fair that some arrange-
ment should be made so that those people
who had dealings with the banks could
be placed on exactly the same footing
as people who were selling ore to the
Government. The only advice I had
fromt the officer of the department was
that the moment the money was available
and the smelter started we should tale
up the bank advances, and relieve the
people from the heavy terms the banks
were charging. I arranged that. The
money became available and I thought
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that was the best thing to do. The
member for Menzies made a lot of comn-
plaint about some particular wickedness
of mine. He said that. up to the time he
left office the monthly costs of the public
batteries were published, but since then
no monthly returns had been made
pujblic.

Mx. GREGORY: I stated they were
suppressed.

THE MINISTER: What is the mean-
ing of that?

MR. GREGORY: We have had some re-
turns during the last few montbs.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: I say they were not
suppressed. All the costs I got were
published in the newspapers ; every
one of them. I went into the Mines
Office on the 10th of August and con-
tinued to publish the working cost of
batteries up to and including November.
Thehion. member says that during last year
there were some monthly costs published
which were only estimated. He counted
them and compared them with the ulti-
mate retnrn of costs and found a discrep-
ancy of £5,600. I found the same thing
last year. The returns are of no use
unless they are a9curate, and I declined
to published them until I could find out
whether they were accurate. I decided
that no returns were to be given out
until there was a better system of mak-
ing them up. That took some time-I
believe three months passed before any
returns were published. Then the
returns were published in April I think,
and in May. Since I left the Mines De.
partment one other return has been
published. It is now the custom to
publish the return of cost, but not the
approximate cost. It takes four or five
weeks to get all the costs checked ; and
members will find my system is different
from that of the member for Menzies.
Instead of finding a discrepancy of
between five and six thousand pounds, as
was the case under his system, during the
whole of my term there will not be a dis-
crepancy of £50. While costs are
estimated there will always be inaccu-
racies. The bon. member then referred
to the cost of crushing at public batteries;
and I heard him make his usual state-
ment that during the term of his adminis-
tration the public batteries were made to
pay. I wish to give another side of

the case. Almost every battery has a
cyanide plant in connection with it, and
up till now the two systems have been
kept distinct. But if one wishes to com-
pare the cost one has to refer to the cost
of batteries alone. Cyaniding has always
been a comparatively profitable under-
taking. More especially w-as it profitable
previously, because there were tens of
thousands of tons of sands abandoned by
the original owners which became the
propert y of the Government. The
Government treated the sands and took
credit for them. That return has to a
certain extent ceased. In order to comn-
pare matters it is wise that we should
treat the batteries by themselves. During
the year 1902 there was a loss on the
running of the batteries of the State of
£2675; during 1903 there was a loss of
£5,800; and when I went into the Mines
Department in August last and wished to
know the cost, to my asl onishment under
the economical management of the hon.
nlember for Menzies I found that the
cost from January to June, 1904, showed
a loss of £83,917. 1 said that something
required to he done at once. We tried to
be as economical as we could, but wo did
not accomplish anything like what I
expected. The result of running the
batteries during the second six months,
most of which time they were under my
administration, was a loss of £2,681.

MR. GREGORY: You are talking of
1903.

THE MINISTER: Of 1904.
MR. GREGORY: I am prepared to dis-

pute 1908, because we have the return.
THE lWINISTER FOR JUSTICE

AND LABOUR: I have spoken about
cyaniding operations and I said it was
usually payable. I find that during the
year 1902 there was a profit on the
cyanide plants of £2,360; in 1903 a

profit of £25,800; and that profit enabled
the hon. member to square his accounts.
But during the first six months of 1904
on cyanide, this very profitable thing,
there was a loss of £1,068. That I tried
my very best to stop, and during the
second half of that year there was a
profit of £2,522. These figures give
members a slightl 'y different idea from
that of the wholesale manner in which
the member for Mienzies is accustomed to
sounding his own praises in connection
with the batteries upon every platform
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he speaks from in this country. During
the first five months of this year we have
not found that all the batteries have
been so economically managed as we
expected ;but there is a: considerable
decrease of cost as compared with what
was done during the first six months of
last year. I have not got the figures up
to date, hut I know that the profits from
cyanide operations during the first five
months of this year amounted to £2,351.
The total loss from batteries and cyanide
operations during the first half of the
year 1904 came to £24,980.

ME. RAsow: There must be some
mistake there.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: During the second
half of last vear the total loss was £159,
and yet in face of that the hon. miembe~r
and others have been speaking very
strongly against the tremendous loss
that occurred during my term of office
last year. I think 1 have shown tije
House fairly well-if it is necessary I
shall give them farther figures-that
the batteries are fairly economically
managed. But I was not satisfied. I
had found that it was usual within
this State to establish a public bat-
tery wherever there seemed to be a
very big demand for it, and the usual
result was that while for two and some-
times three years those batteries were
kept fairly well employed, after that time
they were only working spasmnodic'allv.
I also found that some of the batteries
had very large staffs, and I believed
that great reductions could be made in
that respect. I set about to inquire and
see how that could be done. I thought
that it was my business to see that the
batteries should be run as far as possible
on business lines, and that men who had
charge of these batteries should be
treated in the Fame way as any, battery
manager for any pnivate individual. tI
found that public batteries bad a battery
manager, and then there was also aii
assayer, a man who had charge of the
cyanide operations. I came to the

opinion that we should have a manager
w o could do that as well as ordinary
battery work, and the result was that
during the past year-during my time at
any rate-s iveral assayers handed in
their resign% ius; and also during that

timue there were several changes among the
managers who manage those battes.

MR. GREGOY: You mean that you
asked a good many for their resignations
and appointed a good many more.

Tax MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: In no case where we
asked for a resignation did we appoint a.
new man outside the department for that
position. Then I was not satisfied. I
believed that the cost of crushing could
be very greatly reduced. We had at
that time a very efficient gentleman who
was inspector for public batteries, but
although in many respects he was parti-
cularly good, in some respects I did not
think he exactly filled the position, and
we determined we would get the best
battery cyanide expert, so far as we knew,
whose services were available. That
gentleman was appointed. That is seven
officers have been changed in the Public
Battery Department. I affirm that the
member for Menzies during the Leonora
election spoke very lightlyon this question,
and told the people there that this gentle-
man (Ifr. Powell) was appointed simply
because he happened to be an employee
of Mr. A. E. Thomas, and he spoke very
mysteriously about some political infin-
once having been used in the appointment
of that gentleman.

MR. GREGORY (in explanation):
The hon. member might state that the
assertion 1 made was that the only know-
ledge that the department had was that
he had made a purchase of some sands
at Mount Ida, and he had failed to treat
the sands and failed to keep his contract
with the department.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: I wish to say that
statement is absolutely incorrect. Because
he had no other knowledge of it, the hon.
member says the department had no
farther knowledge. The department,
however, had every knowledge of that
gentleman. That is all the hon. mem-
ber remembers, but the department had
learned one or two things since be left.
I wish to tell the House exactly the
position. It was this. I wished to have
the services of the best man available for
the position of inspector of batteries.

MR. GREGORY: That is why you called
for applications for the position ?

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR; We wanted to put him
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into a very strong position, to give him
almost absolute power; and I did not call,
and I would not dream of calling, for
applications under those circumstances.
If you call for applications, you can
easily get several hundred applications,
and you will get a lot of undesirable
people as well as most probably desirable
people. What we wished to do was this.
We wished to appoint the man who we
were most certain would fill the position
well.

Ma. A. J. WILSON: Did you not know
anything about the othersP

MR. GREGORY : Did not know anything
about him.

Tur MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: I wish to assure the
House I knew a great deal about him.

Ma. GREOaY: It am talking of the
department.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND) LABOUR:- I say farther that some
officers in the department knew a great
deal about himi also. Finally, after
considering the question seriously, con-
sidering the personnel available, we came
to the conclusion-at least I did-that
Mr. Powell was not the best man. There
was another gentleman who was strongly
favoured, a. man very well known
throughout the Golden Mile, and I
expected that gentleman could be in-
duced to take the appointment; but
if he would not, then the next best
gentleman available was the Mr. Powell
I have already spoken of. At the last
moment, however, after waiting some
considerable time, it was found the
gentleman I mostly favoured was not
available, that he could not accept the
position. Then I wished to consider the
question of the appointment of Mr.
Powell. There was one particular sub-
department as to which I was doubtful of
his knowledge, and I tried to get that
information from the only man whom at
that time I could depend upon having a
full knowledge. At that timne I wrote a
long, and private letter to 'Mr. Thomas,
thet member for Dundas, who was the
authority I Speak of.

Wit. GREGORY:- He was a partner of
his in a lot of deals on the fields.

TaxE MINISTER FOR JUJSTICE
ANT) LABOUR: The hon. member
always likes to bring in any possible
insinuation he can. I tried to be as fair

as I could in the matter. The bon.
memnber's statement that lie was a partner
or employee will give a kind of insinuation
that there was some sort of political
influence. I wrote to Mr. Thomas and
asked for Powell's qualifications about the
erection of batteries. That was the only
qualification I was not satisfied about;
and Mr. Thomas sent me a wire stating
that he had absolutely every confide~nce
in him. And that was all. 'Mr. Powell
was appointed. Mr. Thomas, the member
for Dundas, never expressed an opinion
one way or the other except by this wire
in reply to my letter. So mucb for this
particular insinuation of the member for
Menzies in the Leonora district. There
is one other matter. I sincerely regretted
to hear the member for Menzies sneer-

ingly refer to the inspector of public
btteries, and also to the superintendent

of batteries, to point out that these
people did not seemi to know too much,
that the superintendent did not give
correct fig-ures. He insinuated that the

Inspetor was nothing lik-e the man we
ought, to have if we had advertised.

Mt. GREGORY: I never mentioned it.
1 said I would not discuss the appoint-
ment in any shape or form. I was only
speaking of the ,instructions that were
given by the Minister, I spoke most
distinctly. I said I would not discuss
the appointment in any sense.

Tun MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LA.BOUR: At any rate, the hon.
member was speaking in some dis-
respectful terms of the superintendent.

Ma. NELSON: The hon. member
desires to withdraw.

MR. GREGoRY: It would not be much
loss if the hon. mnember did.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR:. All I wish to say is
that during the time I was Minister for
Mines that officer seemed to attend to his
work very well, and seemed to be an
honest and very conscientious officer, and
I know of nothing lie has done which
warrants the hon. member in speakinig of
him as he has done.

MJR, GREGORY: What did I say about
any officer Y

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: Then the hon. member
refers to second -hand batteries which have
been bought. It is true that during moy
time at the Mines there were Several
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second-hand batteries bought, and I have
yet to learn, and the member for Menzies
has yet to learn too, whether a mistake
was made or not. I have seen a lot of
repeated references in the goldfields Press
which belongs to the member for Menzies.

Mn. GzsEooar: That is not correct.
Tirr MINISTER FOR JUSTICE

AND LABOUR: I especially refer to
the Noirtk Cool gardie Herald, about these
second-band batteries. One of these is at
Randalls. I was very doubtful whether
we should have bought that, but I know
that plant has been working after re-
erection for a considerable time, and that
it has done fairly well. It has done prob-
ably as well as was expected under the
particular circumstances. That battery
was bought because it cost the State from
£22,000 to £2,500 less than the cost
would have been if we had sent up a new
battery.

Mn. Gasoony: What plant is that?
THE MINISTER: Randells.
MR. GRGooRY: Is any of it left thereV
Tas MINISTER: What does the hon.

member meanY
Mn. GREGORY: I thought nearly all

of it was old.
THE MINISTER:- The hon. member

thinks nothing of the1 kind. All the
real information the hon. member has of
that battery he got from me.

MR. GREG;ORY: From the engineer.
TnsE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE

AND LABOUR: I recollect the battery
before I was Minister for Mines being
at Randall's, and I remember seeing the
battery and informing the member for
Menzies that this battery did not seem a
very efficient one, that the boxes were
not in good order. Afterwards that
battery was bought. The first thing of
any consequence done to it was to put
new boxes in, and I have not heard that
any other part of the machinery was
taken away. Th~e hon. member is no
doubt quoting from his own newspaper,
the North Cool gardie Herald, in that
respect.

Ma. Gaaox: I am quoting the
opinion of the engineer, Mr. Leslie Hall.
He would not accept it for £2100.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: The hon. gentleman
gave this House to understand that the
bulk of the battery was taken away, and
now he says he is quoting Mr. Leslie

Hall. I do not think that battery was
Iparticularly good ; but I think the 11deal "
was fairly good. I hope it will turn out
well, and that the people at Randall's will

I not have to wait too long for their crush-
ing. For Yarrn an old battery was
bought; and. I recollect that one of the
first men who Praised that battery was
the member for Menzies; the State
Mining Engineer and others said it was
a good batter~y; and on the strength of
those reports and on the recoanmenda-
tion of another departmental expert,
I agreed to the purchase. Another
second-hand battery was bought for Pig
Well, for the reason that there was
plenty of water there, and the battery
was very cheap. I anm told it was a good
bargain; and since it was bought it has
crushed many hundreds if not thousands
of tons, with great satisfaction to the
people, and has uot, so far as I know,
broken down even once, or stopped
except for a few days when a new bailer
was being provided. Another second-
hand battery was put up in the Pilbarra
district. It has been a success. That
success may not continue; but until the
battery proves a failure, I maintain that
the hon. member's criticism is unjust.
Then the hon. member-and I do not
find fault with him-blames the Govern-
ment for the great delay in the erection
of the Yarrn battery. I as much as
anyone have found fault with that, and
a great deal more fault than the hon.
member; and I am yet unable to say
exactly why that delay occurred. It is
ridiculous, however, to say that the man
sent to Yarni knew nothing whatever
about batteries. That is not true. He
was sent there as an expert engineer.
He has probably put up as much
machinery, in the South-West District at
all events, as any other man. H~is know-
ledge is very sound. I am not sure
whether he had previously erected
batteries; but when, a. few months after
the battery started, the hon. member
informed mie that there was some doubt as
to the man's ability to erect batteries I at
once agreed that a battery manager should
visit the spot to assist him. This
manager was accordingly sent in January
of last year, with instructions to take
full charge if he thought fit to do so.
He wrote repeatedly to the department,
telling us that things were being done
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very well, and as quickly as possible.
Notwithstanding, there has been undue
delay; and I hope and believe that the
present Minister for Mines will inquire as
soon as possible, and see that the pro-
spectors of the district are not kept wait-I
ing too long for their crusbiag.

Mna. Onnoony:. And will also get
justice for the manager who was sent up;
because from the papers, some of which 1I
have perused, justice does not seem to
have been done him.

Turn MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR:- I have perused the
papers. Before he went up we had aI
conversation, and he was given orally to
understand that if in his opinion he
could improve things he could at any
moment take over that battery. He did
not take control; therefore, if things are
going on badly, I do not think be de-
serves so very much sympathy. At any
rate, although the Minister has to be
guided largely by the responsible officers
of the Mines Department, yet I do not
wish to shirk responsibility. None of
those appointments was ever made with-
out my consent; in fact, with many of
them I1 had more to do than had my
responsible officers; and if there is any
blame, I candidly admit that I am to a
large extent responsible. I agree with
the membc.r for Menzies that we should
do nothing to depreciate the great value
of public batteries. If they are useful,
they are useful wherever established. It
is proved that many of t 'hem do not pay
the State directly; but they pay well
indirectly. No district has ever yet been
killed by the erection of a public battery;
many districts have been considerably
assisted; and it is because 1 be-
lieve strongly in the continuance and
extension of p)ublic: batteries that I
did my very best while at the head
of the department to reduce the cost as
far as possible, so that we could say to
Parliament, "1Give us money to put up
batteries, and we can promise that they
will pay their way." The bon. member
referred to an arrangement I made with
Mr. Morgan Field about some slines at
the Leonora battery. I feel sure that had
not the hon. member found out that
matter at the time of the Leonora
election, be would not have talked of it as
he did. It happens that Mr. Morgan
Field is a. personal friend of mine, as he

is doubtless of many other members.
Some months ago, Mr. Field, late manager
of the Boulder Perseverance, aud some
other gentleman, were experimenting with
Moore's process at Boulder. They deter-
mined to extend the process, and Mr. Field
asked the department to allow them to
try some experiments at a public battery.
I asked which? and he said the Leonora
battery would be most suitable. I asked
the State Mining Engineer to look into
the question. From that moment I had
nothing more to do with it, except in one
respect. The State Mining Engineer and
Mr. Field agreed to try experiments at
that battery. They' intended to erect a
very small plant; and Mr. Montgomery
suggested that a fair royalty should be
paid. I asked what would be in his
opinion a fair royalty ; and he replied,
about '2s. That was in my opinion a fair
sum. An agreement was made accord-
ingly with Mr. Field and his friends, to
put up a small plant; and for any slime.
they took they were to pay at the rate
of 2s.

Mn~f. Gutr.OnY. Was there anly limit to
the tonnage ?

THiEMINISTER: I cannot remember;
but there was certainly this. Mr. Morgan
Field could not claim all the slimes there.
That. was never considered and never
suggested.

MR. HRfDWICK called attention to the
state of the House.

Bells rung and quorum formed.
Tnnm MTNISTER FOR JUSTICE

AND LABOUR:- Technically, that may
not have been a. very good arrangement;
bat I had an object in making the
arrangement. Sllimes are now treated
only by the expensive filter process, which
costs before it can be started f ully £3,000;
and its upkeep is most expensive. The
Moore process promised to be much
cheaper. I believe it is in the best
interests of the State to encourage such
experiments. This experimentwas entered
into in good faith. However, the pro-
jectors have not been able to find the
money to start the process. The bargain
is oil; and I understand nothing farther
will be done in the matter. I shall refer
to only one or two other changes made.
For instance, while I was Minister for
Mines the charges for crushing were
reduced for very large parcelis. We
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*wished the parcels td be as large as pos-
sible, and we reduced the charges for
parcels of 150 tons and over by 25 per cent.
We also introduced a system by which
the tailings were bought immediately
after the crushing, instead of after they
had been treated. I do not think I need
say anything farther with reference to the
Mines Department, except as to the win-
ing regulations of which the hon. member
spoke. I greatly regret that these regula-
tions have taken so long to prepare. For
a considerable time before I left the
department the regulations were ready,
and we were waiting for the schedules
only. If the hon. member looks at the
schedules, be will find that their number
is large; many of them are very import-
ant, and thieir p~reparation took a long
time. They were published as soon as
reaidy. The hon. member, as I expected,
does not agree with every one of them;
neither does any other person. I believe
I am responsible for every clause, every
word, even for every mistake in them;
but I do not say they are absolutely the
best possible. They are, however, the
consolidated regulations. The Govern-
ment has now an opportunity of improv-
ing them, and must improve them; and
I hope that the hon. member and every
other mining member in this House who
has suggestions to make will assist the
Minister to improve those regulations
when amendments are considered. The
bon. member says I complained to
a deputation of prospectors that the
granting of prospecting areas meant a
loss of £7,000. Surely that statement is
unfair. I pointed out that the granting
of prospecting areas and the reducing of
the first year's rent from £21 to 5s had
caused a loss of £7,000; but I made no
complaint. Not once did I complain;
and nowhere did I hear or see any
complaints mentioned, unless in the
newspaper owned by the bon. member.

Mr. GREGORY: That is quite untrue. I
am not the owner of that paper.

TuE MiINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: I have always under-
stood that the hon. member is part owner;
and my particular reason for believing
that is that while the hon. member was
in ister for Mines, he and the Mines

Department were strongly backed up by
that paper. After I took office it treated
me very fairly for some time , but the

moment the hon. member became an
out-and-out Oppositionist. that paper
changed also, and became one of the
most inveterate and most untruthful
critics that I had during my office in the
Mines Department.

Mr. GREGORY: Why does not the
Minister make some clear statement of
something that has been done, so that he
may be refuted ? Let him state some
charge that has been made. He must be
thinking of the Democrat.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
AND LABOUR: Is the hon. member
willing in this House to defend the North
Cool gardie Herald P If he is, I shall be
glad to take up the challenge, and shall
find my doing so one of the easiest things
I could tackle. I need not continue.
I think that in the opinion of this House
I have fairly defended the administration
of the Mines Department; and if in the
course of this debate, after the present
amendment is defeated and when we are
considering other matters connected with
the Address-in-Reply, anything else is
stated concerning the department, I shall
be glad to give the House every informa-
tion in my power.

At 6.30, the SPEAKER left the Chair.
At 7.30, Chair resumed.

MR. A. E. THOMAS (Dundas): It is
well on an occasion of this sort to get
straight to the point. I absolutely
decline to remain upon this Independent
bench silent any longer, without contra-
dicting the lying statements put forward
to this country regarding the attitude of
the Independents. As is known by the
members of this House, I am a mining
man; and as a rule at the start of a
session I devote some time in the debate
on the Address-in-Reply to dealing with
mining subjects. Several references have
been made in the Governor's Speech to
the mining industry with which I will
have to disagree. Ordinarily I should
have referred, perhaps at some length,
to the questions affecting the mining
industry, the encouragement necessary to

begiven to prospectors, and the public
battery system. I should also have felt
it incumbent upon me as the representa-
tive of Dundas tW devote some attention
to a subject near to mns and dear to my
constituents, the proposed Norsemnan
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Railway, and to have dealt also with the
question of the Phillips River smelter;
and perhaps on details of policy outlined
in that Speech it would have been neces-

sar for me to have given the attitude I
bad decided to adopt regarding the same;
but I recognise that in a political crisis
of this sort it would be far better to
postpone one's remarks upon any of these
general questions until a later occasion,
and to devote one's time to clearing up
the tangle in which we appear to be at the
present time, and to make a calm and de-
liberate statement which I hope will prove
without any doubt whatsoever the honour-
able attitude which has been adopted by
members on this bench. I intend to
review the actions taken by myself and
other members upon this bench in refer-
ence to the late Government and also in
reference to the attitude which has been
taken by them in the support of the pre-
sent Administration. In the last session
of the last Parliament I sat on the front
Opposition bench by the side of Mr.
Pigott, the then leader of the Opposition,
who saw fit to move a motion of want of
confidence in the James Administration.
As I stated then I state now. We
brought a big enough indictment and
levelled enough charges, which were
proved up to the hilt, to have hanged
twenty Governments. Unfortunately,
however, that motion was defeated, I
regret to say, by the aid of the Labour
members who then sat in this House
and who then occupied the position, and
were proud to occupy it, that the four
Independents occupy in this House to-
day. I tried to prove tbat the Opposi-
tion at that time, numerically small as it
was, was discharg ing a public duty,
feeling as we did that we had the country
at our back in asking that the James
Government should be shifted. The
Labour party at that time had deputed
some of their members to wait as a depu-
tation upon the then Opposition to ask
them to resign the Opposition benches
and allow the Labour party to go and
attempt to turn the Government out.
We went to a general election and seven
of the then Opposition were returned to
the present House, while two or three
new members were returned upon the
same platform on which we others had
been returned by our electors. At my
own election I was asked the question:

" If we were successful on our return to
Parliament in turning the James Govern-
ment out of power, whom would I sup-
port? " and I stated to them in clear
and unmistakable language that I faced
my electors as an Independent man, and
that I sought to be returned as such,
though pledged first of all to attempt to
turn the James Government out of power,
and that after this had been accomplished
I reserved to myself the right to decide
as to what I thought to be in the best
interests of my constituents, and to sup-
port whom I might think fit. I was
strenuously opposed at that time by the
Labour party, though during last session
of Parliament 1 was found sitting in this
House giving them support. At the
beginning of last session the Premier,
who was then leader of the Opposition,
tabled an amendment to the Address-in-
reply, implying want of confidence in the
Government; and in supporting that
amendment I made these remarks:-

The country has undeniably asked for a
change of Government in returning several of
us pledged to oppose them and by returning
also a vast number of Labour members. The
late Opposition ran eight men at the election
-nine if you include the two for the combined
Kimberley seat-and we brought back seven
out of eight. The Government brought back
only 18 out of some 40, including new members
also. We brought back seven old members and
we sit her esolemnly to vote in accord with our
pledges. The country han undoubtedly asked
that the Labour party shall occupytheTreasury
benches. I think itis their duty to do so, and
that it is our duty at any rate to give them a
fair trial. I am prepared to give any Govern-
ment a fair trial; then if it does not suit me I
would do the same as I would try to do with
any other Government-endeavour to turn it
out. At ay rate, I think it is our duty, and
in keeping with what the country has asked,
to throw the present Government out of power
in order too give the occupants of the Opposition
benches a chance of seeing what they can do
when they occupy the Treaury benches; and
I intend to record my vote in keeping with
that.

Ma. MoRAN: Hear, bear; to-morrow.
Mu. THOMAS: It is well known that

the seven men who voted to bring about
the present state of affairs in this country
consisted of Mr. Moran, Mr. Conner, Mr.
Butcher, and myself from the Independent
benches; you, 11r. Speaker, who were a
member of our party, and the members for
Katanniug (Mr. F. H. Piesse) and Bever-
ley CMr. Harper). These were the seven

iwbo succeeded in deposing the James
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Government, and who were then, I think,
morally bound to at any rate accord
moral support to those who inevitably
took over the reins of government.
However, only four of that party crossed
the floor of the House when the Labour
part/ assumed office;i these four then
united-no difference between us except
on minor points that were never raised;
united then, as 1 am proud and pleased
to be able to say we are united to-night.
No attempt from any section of the
House will be able to break the good
feeling and understanding which we four
men have with one another. [MR. H.
BRowN: The dauntless four.] Pour
men who have never been afraid, and are
not afraid in this debate, and never will
be afraid to express their fearless opinion
regarding public matters, and to allow
them to go to the country, and to chal-
lenge the country to repeat the vile asser-
tions made by some in the ]ast week or
so in regard to the actions which we have
seen fit to take. These four men came
and occupied the seats which they at
present occupy. The me~mber for Kini-
berle *y suggests "adorned." I am sure
he would adorn any seat which he occu-
pied. [MR. DIAMOND: A sort of mutual
admiration society.] We do at any rate
admire one another's principles and stick
to one another; and we know the mean-
ing of the term " political loyalty," which
apparently the hon. member is doubtful
about. Towards the end of that session
there was considerable talk inside and
outside of this House of a motion of
wnt of confidence to be moved by the
leader of the Opposition, the member for
Guildford; and at that time a conference
was held between the Independents iad
the Premier representing his party, and
a certain policy for the running of the
country was agreed upon by both sides-
[11x. flAgoN: Last session ?]-towards
the end of last session. The announce-
ment was made to this House by the
Premier, and to the Press by the
Premier and by Mr. Moran authorised
by and representing this bench; and
afterwards the planks of the agree-
ment were given to the Press by myself.
It is well, in placing the position in a
clear light before the country, to tell the
House that the full details of the con-
ference and the arrangements arrived at
were published at that time in the Press.

And since our present session has started
the three initerviews-the one with the
Premier after the first conference, the one
with Mr. Moran, and the one with myself
-also the farther statement which we
issued to the Press, after the last Subiaco
speech, appeared in the Morning Herald,
Tuesday, July 11th. The statement given

Iby the Premier and the member for West
Perth was considered by some meinhers
to hide something; and the question was
asked, what price was being paid for the
support of the member for West Perth ?

I The Press at that time, or certain sections
of it at any rate, hinted all sorts of dis-
hononrable actions on the part of the
member for West Perth, and hinted, even
as they do now, disboneurable actions,
greed of office, greed of some highily-paid
appointment, to every other member who
occupies the Independent bench. I
thought it necessary then to clearly define
the planks one by one; and I wilt read
here the statement which I then banded
to the Press:-

A workable agreement was wrived at
between the two parties, and everything with
regard to it has been disclosed. 'The Inde-
pendents, notwithstanding denials, were re-

I peatedly approached by the Opposition to se
if there was any chance of getting a majority

toverthrow the Labour Government. In
negotiating with the Premier, no personal
considerations were brought in, and no per-
sonal denmands were made on either side. An
agreement was arrived at to advocate a
certain definite policy, which, as I have stated,
has already been given to the Press by the
Premier and Mr. Moran. A common policy
wra agreed upon-first, immigration, with the
clearing of land; and we were prepared to
support the Government in a bold mid careful
imniipation policy, even involving the ex-
penditure of £2100,000 a year. A bold public
works policy was decided upon, and it
included:

(s.) The Narrogin and Jandakot Railways.
(2.) The railway to the Norseman goldflelds,

if inquiries justified it.
(3.) The Fremantle dock.
(4) The farther opening up of the Great

Southern and South-Western agricul-
tural districts, either by main lines
or spur lines, and the comparative
merits of which would be immediately
inquired into.

(s.) The purchase of the Midland Railway
en equitable terms.

Mn. EASON: What?
MR. THOMAS: " The purchase of the

Ilidland Railway on equitable terms."
Mn. H. BRowN: Your leader savs

"not at any price."
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ix. THOMAS: I repeat, for the in-
formation of the hon. member, "the
purchase of the Midland Railway on
equitable terms." Also-

(6.) Artesian boring in the pastoral dis-
tricts.

(7.) Immediate inquiry into and considera-
tion of the construction of the Pit-
barna Railway,

(8.) A big prospecting vote.
Generally a bold policy for the development
of every portion of Western Australia, to be
carried out by a combination of parties who
have confidence in their country, and who are
determined to see the country go ahead.
That wats the compact then entered into. I
may as well say here that I am attempt-
ing to demonstrate to this country the
attitude that the Independents adopted;
I am attempting to prove that not one
step or action 'was taken by them which
anyone who has the strictest regard for
honour and integrity can cavil at. I ask
members if possible not to interject; but
if they do, I will dot down their points.
But I do not desire them to lead we
away from a calm and delibrate state-
ment which I have put forward. If the~y
do interject, I will deal with them and
give them ever 'ything they desire imme-
diately I have made the statement lead-
ing to the conference of the two parties.
As a result of that conference, and the
parties on this side being united, there
were 26 members instead of 22, with the
possibility of the support of other four.
The "mark-times'policy-socharacterised
throughout the country-was abandoned,'
and a more progressive policy in keeping
with the national sentiment was inaug-
urated, because the Government knew
they had 26 men who would attempt
to see that the forward policy was carried
out. And here I may say, because I
shall be referring to it later, that the
Independents now want to see that for-
wrard policy carried out, and to see that
the public works are inaugurated. Just
before the conclusion of the last session
of Parliament, the Premier stated that it
was desirable to get into recess, that he
had appointed Ministers who were some-
what new to the departments they had to
administer, and that it was necessary
before a farther mueeting of the House to
give them as lengthy a time as possible
to become thoroughly in touch with the
departments they had to administer.
After the last Subiaco speech some weeks

Iago, this party had another lengthy
meeting, and as a result gave a farther
statement to the Press detailing all the

poits of the policy put forward and the
attitude of the Independents regarding
the same; and we added then in con-
elusion:-

We have given the Ministry a. fair and
generous support, but we would certainly not
be understood as being satisfied that the
Ministry as a whole have diplayed that
strvngth and masterly administration that is
indispensible at the present important but

Iuncertain epoch in our country's history.

That I have no hesitation in saying was
the opinion of this bench (Independent),
and that perhaps may have been one
factor leading up to the negotiations that
subsequently followed. Before the meet-
ing of this House on June 5th, as members
will remember, a caucus meeting of the
Labour party was called; and in the
following week, June 19th, another caucus
was called. This farther meeting was
adjourned to June 26th. This meeting,
on the initiative of some of the so-called
malcontents in the Labour ranks, as
we know from the reports in the
Press, lated a considerable Lime, and
amongst other matters debated was a
motion of no-confidenice in the Premier,
for which the Press stated that three
voted, but for which I am given to under-
stand four voted, the member for Mount

IMargaret and the member for Murchison
refraining fromi voting on that occasion.

Mn. MORAN: They are staunch friends
of his now.

Tnnx MINISTER FOR MINusS AND RAIL-
wAYs: 'I hat is not correct.

MR. THOMAS:- In the official
aunnounc;ement made to the Press after
that, and in the comments thereon, the
public were informed that a resolution
had been passed that it was necessary a

Iconference should be held at the earliest
possible (late between the ,Ooverument

Iand the Independents, with the object of
attempting to arrive at a common basis
of working; and it also became public

Iproperty prior to going into recess that
Ithe Labour caucus had passed a resolu-
tion that the Independents should be
met in conference as early as possible.

MR. MoRAN: That was seven months
ago.1

MR. THOMAS: I would point out
that so far in my speech I hare been

A(bfroas- in -rfply ,
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giving the attitude of this bench from
the lat session of the last Parliament, of
which we were all members, up to the
time when we came here at the beginning
of this session, and everything else lead-
ing up to the negotiations for a con-
ference. I have here in the form of a
statement, to which 1 have attacbed my
name, an account which I desire to read
to the House and toe place in members'
hands, knowing as I do that the mem-
bae of the House will believe that I am
giving them an impartial statement of
the ease, and am not attempting to mis-
represent any member of the 26 who
happened to be at that conference. At
that time it became public property that
prior to going into recess some seven
months ago the Labour caucus had
passed a. resolution that the Independents
should be met in conference as early as
possible. This was in keeping with the
Premier's official statement last session
to the Press, when he stated that it had
been decided that on all. matters of

i mportance likely to be discussed in
Parliament the Independent party was

to be consulted. I wish to lay stress on
the point that no such conferences were
called. On July 11th the Independent
party, presumably after pressure bad
been brought on the Premier for the
calling of a conference, received a circular
asking them to attend a meeting of Gov-
ernment supporters. This was signed by
the Government Whip, and the only busi-
ness mentioned in the circular wan Ltle
consideration of the question of the ap-
pointment of a Chairman of Committees.
A circular was issued by the same person,
Mr. Gill, the Government Whip, to the
members of the Labour party conveying
this same information, but adding, a
paragraph that on the day following a
caucus meeting would be held to consider
the political situation. This was after
the present mnotion of no-confidence had
been moved by the leader of the Opposi-
tion. As the political situation was not
to be discussed at the joint, meeting, the
Independents unanimously decided not to
attend. No business was done at that
meeting, and it was adjourned until the
following day, Wednesday. It was then
definitely decided that a, conference
should 6e held at the earliest possible
moment, and that the Independents
should be invited t. a free and open dis-

cussion. It was suggested by the Premier
himself to our party that the meeting
should he held on the W,.dnesda4y even-
ing after the adjournment of the House.
This was inconvenient to us. The next
day was then suggested, but as I had
decided to go to Cue, I stated that it
would be impossible for me to attend a
conference until the following Wednes-
day, after my return. The Independents
told the Preinier, some of the Ministers
and. some members of his party, that
negotiations for a conference, if desired
by the Labour party, would have to be in
writing-that they would attend no con-
ference on a verbal message except the
same was sent to us on thle e xpress wish
and desire of the Labour party, and the
same was signed by its leader, I produce
a copy of that invitation:-

Perth, July 14th, 1905.
Dear Sir,-I beg to invite you to attend a

meeting of Government supporters, to be held
in the Ministerial Roonm, Parliament House,
on Wednesday next, at 11 a.m., to consider
the political situation.- -Yours faithfully, H.
DAGLISa.

That was addressed to me; the other
members of the party received a similar
invitation. In consequence of the ex-
pressed wish to meet us in conference, it
was decided by us to attend. A strong
point which I wish to make in this state-
ment is one I am now going to read. I
wish it to he perfectly understood, and I
challenge the Premier or anyone to deny
this statement, that the Independents
never hampered hie party in the silightest
degree, never attempted to interfere with
them, and never demanded any conference
or any terms for their continued support
of his party. This is a statement I
make, and a statement which, if believed
by this Rouse, clears up every charge
which has been made against the occu-
pants of these bentches.

Mit. H1. BROWNv: You were the tail
wagging the dog.

Ma. THOMAS:- I say again that the
Independents never hampered the Labour
party in the sligh test degree, never
attempted to interfere with them, and
never demanded any conference or any
terms for the continued support of that
party.

Ma. GORDON: That is, up to that
Wednesday P

[ASSEU BLY,!, Jfv. Thowa-R'it Stalement,
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AIR. THOMAS: That is prior to that
conference. The joint conference con-
vened by the Premier between the Labour
party and the members on this bench
was held at Parliament House on
July l9tb, at 11 a.m. There were pre-
sent: Messrs. Daglish, Bath, Lynch,
Hastie, Johnson, Drew and Angivin, all
the present Ministers; Messrs. Holmnan
and Taylor, the ex-Ministers; the four
Independents, Messrs. Connor, Butcher,
Moran and Thomas; and the following
members of the Labour party: Nelson,
Horan, Keyser, Ellis, Needham, F.
F. Wilson, A. J. Wilson, Seaddan,
Heitrnann, Henshaw, Bolton, Gill, and
Tray, Mr. Watts being the only one
out of the 27 absent. With the 27
is iucluded Mr. Drew, member of the
Upper House.

The Premier took the chair, and, as
convener of the meeting, stated the
reasons for the calling of the conference.
He outlined the political situation and
expressed his wish and desire that a
coalition between the Labour party and
the Independent party should eventuate,
and asked the meeting to express their
views on the proposals.

Mr. Heinmnn, member for Cue, ex-
plained his speech at Dayflawn,and stated
in his references that he would rather

reigbis seat than be subjected to the
ditton of Mr. 0.3J. Moran (the high and

mighty) only meant that he would not
continue to sit if the procedure of Labour
caucus were done away with, or if the
partyv would be required to sacrifice its

prncpls. He cordially agreed to a
caiinif the policy speech wats not

forfeited.
Mr. . F. Wilson, the member for

North Perth, expressed his desire for a
stable Government, and was prepared
for an alliance.

In reading these members' names, if
any thinks I have not given a fair and
impartial reume of the remarks, I should
be glad if be would rise to a point of
explanation stating the remarks he did
make.

Mr. Keyser, the member for Albany
-and here I would like to state this
before I go any farther, that if I had
spoken on Thursday last I might have
been led to make a vigorous attack upon
the member for Albany. because I con-
sidered that be was guilty of making a.

deliberate misstatement to this House.
I am satisfied, after reading his explana-
in the West Australian on Saturday
morning, that he was not guilty of making
at misstatement, and that unfortunately
that impression went to the country
which the member did not desire, and
did not wish should be taken as his state-
ment to this House. Mr. Keyser stated
that at the last election 22 Labour mem-
bers were returned, whilst 28 were returned
opposed to them: "We have now achance
of forming a party of 26." He was in
favour of a compromise, and he entirely
agreed with everything Mr. Moran had
-said.

Mr. Afaran, before the proceedings
went any farther, asked the Premier to
state to the conference whether be had
ever been approached by the Independent
party, or whether he had been hampered
by them.

the Daglish gave an assurance to
teconference on behalf of bis Ministry

that such had not been the case. Mr.
Daglish went on to some detail in
connection with the Midland Railway
in connection with the proposed pur-
chasing, and stated that that matter
should lie a strictly non-party one, and
that, be had only consented to purchase
the railway in order to give Parliament

Ian opportunity of discussing the proposal.
THE5 PREMIER: I said that was the

only way in which Parliament could get

aMR. TRIOMA 8: I am quite prepared

to have thatt added. I know he stated
that in his opinion that was the only
way in which Parliament could be given
a, chance to discuss the proposed pur-
chase.

Mr.3Moran, the member for West Perth.
then at the request of the conference
addressed the meeting. He outlined the
policy of the Independents, and in regard
to the various points took up exactly the
same attitude as in his speech in this
House, when. he spoke and moved the
amendment, that he would never consent
to the present purchase of the Midland
Railway. He dealt fully with the
financial questions, and stated that he
was opposed to the nonnlienation of lands,
that he would favour the principli of an
unimproved land tax and income tax. He
doubted whether the time was opportune
to exhaust our last means of taxation,
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but if the principle were requi red to
induce closer settlement hewas thoroughly
mn accord with an unimproved land tax.
He pointed out that there was a strong
chance of a high productive duty in the
Commonwealth which would operate
against this country, and bie the means of
considerably decreasing our revenue, thus
rendering it necessary for the utmost
economy to be exercised; and that we
wanted to view these questions in a most
careful and guarded manner. He spoke
regarding a vigorous land settlement
policy and the immigration schemes, and
found fault in regard to the immigration
Royal Commission, I may add. He stated
that the Independents were pleased to
accept the invitation to attend that
eonference; that there was no disguising
the fact that to a certan extent there was
a split in their own ranks, not in our own
ranks but those of the Labour party to
whom be was speaking, and that it was
with the end in view of trying to heal this
breach the Independents were present,
and trusted that a working alliance would
be the outcome. He stated that the
Independents did not desire that the
Labour party should give up their caucus
meetings or their usual procedure, but
that a conference should be held fort-
nightly between the two parties, on ques-
tions arising in the House.

Mr. Lynch, Minister for Works, sup-
ported the member for West Perth as in
the main in accord with the polity put
forward. He was pleased that the Inde-
pendents were present and that they were
meeting on square and above - board
grounds.

Mr. Horan, the member for Tilgarn,
appreciated the presence of the Indepen-
dents. Let us try and combine ourselves
together to work on one common ground.
Welcomes the alliance.

Air. Nelson, the member for Hannans:
Essential thing that the Independents
should support the policy as outlined in
the Governor's Speech; wants an honour-
able understanding, measures not men.
Cheerfully would accept the alliance.

Mr. Connor, member for Kimberley,
regretted the Independents had not been
invited to a, conference before, in
keeping with resolutions, and stated
that in the past he for one had cordially
assisted the Government.

Mir. Bolt on, the member for North Fre-
mantle, suggested that at least every mem-
ber of the 22 Labour members should
express his views. Cordially supports
coalition on one ground alone, because if
we are in opposition we cannot put the
policy speech on the statute-book. Our
duty then is to coalesce if we can carry
those principles.

I (Mr. Thomas) next add reused the con-
ference. [Mu. B3OLTON: Who took the
shorthand note then ?] I have not such a
short memory as the hon. member has,
as I will prove to this House when I
refer to him and a few other members of
his party who seem to have forgotten
what they said, in their statements in the
Press subsequently. I will leave the
party to which the hon. member belongs
to say whether my' statement is impartial
or not, and I venture to say that every
man whose opinion is worth having wil

Iassert that my statement is a fair and
Iimpartial one, and, as Mr. Nelson told
me last night, more than faiir as far as
the Independents are concerned. I next

iaddressed the conference; regretted that
Iwe had not been invited before; stated
that the policy outlined in the Governor's
Speech, with the exception of a few minor
matters on which they themselves dis-
agreed, met with my cordial support, and
that I desired to support that policy.

Mr. Butcher, member for Gascoyne,
Iobjected to the nonalieuation of Crown
lands, supported an unimproved land and
an income tax.

Mr. Troy, the member for Mlount Mag-
net, stated there were some people present
who were mnalcontents. Nothing against
any member of the Independent party.
Would not agree to any alliance unless
the terms were stated in writing. Would
not agree to any violation of the
policy. Anxious to agree on common
grounds.

Mr. Johnson, Minister for Mines,
supots measures and not men.
Desraleto try and continue. Was

prepared to support an alliance which
met with the approval of the majority of
the party, and was even prepared with
that end in view, if necessary, to stand
down.

MVr. Lynch, the Minister for Works,
was also prepared to stand down if
necessary.
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Mr. Taylor, member for Mount Mar-
garet, wanted to know the form of the
alliance. If it were a fair and square
deal, he would cordially support it.

Mr. Hen8Aam, the member for Collie,
another gentleman with whom I will deal
later, wanted the full terms, and sup-
ported an alliance.
Some of them "will Dot touch us with a
4Oft. barge pole" now.

Dr. Ellie cordially supported an alli-
ance.
The meeting was given to thoroughly
understand again that the overture
for a conference came from the Gov-
erment party and not from the In-
dependents. It was agreed that an
alliance was desirable. Not one member
spoke in opposition to the same. It was
then proposed that a sub-conference con-
sisting of the seven Ministers, the
Independent party, and Messrs. Taylor
and Holman, should be held to discuss
terms and to report to full meeting after
20 minutes' adjournment. [MEMBER:
Who proposed it? ] It is perfectly imma-
terial who proposed it. It was proposed
and carried.

Air. A. 3. Wilson, Forrest, objected at
first to the composition of the conference
as proposed.

Mn. E. NEEDHAM : I rise to a
point of personal explanation, at the
invitation of the member for Dundee.
Heo has said it was the unanimous desire
of that conference to have a coalition with
the Independents.

Ma. TnODIAS: I said it was agreed;
and not one member spoke in opposi-
tion.

MRt. NUEEDHAM: I was the member
who moved that the conference be held,
because there could not be an agreement
till we knew the terms of the alliance.
The hon. member has not quoted that in
the record placed before the House to-
night.

Ma. THOMAS: The hon. member has,
by his remarks, just told the House that
he did not object. He wanted. to know
the terms.

MR. NssrnAx: And when I heard
the terms, I objected to them-

MR. THOMAS: Later on, two other
statements will probably be read to this

House. The member for Gascoyne (Mr.
Butcher) took, notes; the member- for
Murchison (Air. Holman) and the Gov-
ernment Whip (Mr. Gill) took notes.
My record goes on:

Mr. A. 3. Wilson (Forrest) objected at
first to the composition of the conference
as proposed, but did not speak relative to
the proposed alliance. [MR. NEnDHAM:
What about Scaddan?] I think the
member who interjects was afraid to
speak.

Mr. Holman (Murchison) said he had
expressed his views in the Press on the
8th June, and he did not desire to attend
the conference unless the members de-
sired it-presumably thinking that the
member for Forrest had objected to his
being present at that conference.

Mr. Connor pointed out that for
anything to eventuate in the way
of an alliance it would be absolutely
essential that there should he unanimity
amongst the members of the Labour
party; otherwise it would be useless to
waste time in discussing any terms.
Before the sub-conference met, the mein-
hoe present were asked if any others
desired to speak; but throughout the
whole of the conference no voices were
raised in opposition to the proposed
alliance, although naturally several stated
that they would wait for the terms.
That covers Mr. Needhai's recent inter-
jection.

MR. NEE3)Hm: I moved the motion.
MR. MORAN: It was thoroughly under-

stood that no man of the 22 was pledged
till after all the terms were laid on the
ta ble.

Mn. THOMAS: But it was thoroughly
understood that unless they were first of
all in agreement to an alliance if the
terms were suitable, we (Independents)
should not waste the time of the party or
our own time in coming to a conference.
At the sub-conference then held every
member appointed was present, Mr.
Daglish bieing in the chair. Now we
shall be able to show to thle country
whether the accusations that we Inde-
pendents have been office-hunters are
true; and I will deal with the member
for Katanning (Mr. Piesse) before I
resume m v seat, and will show whether
his statements are correct.
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Mr. Moran first spoke, and stated
that the desire of the Independents was
to heal the differences in the Labour
ranks, and to form a party capable of
carrying on stable government. Being
asked for suggestions, be gave what he
thought to be a fair basis: that there
should be two honorary Ministers; that
Mr. Taylor should be re-included in the
Cabinet; that Mr. Holman should have
the refusal of a portfolio, on account of
his health, and should then be elevated
to the position of chief whip and parlia-
mientary secretary to the iarty. So that
he could have the honourable reinstate-
went to which he was justly entitled.
Hon. members make funny interjections.
I do not know what are their ideas of
honour-able actions. Our party, at any
rate, wanted to see that justice was
dons to everyone to whom we con-
sidered injustice had been meted out.
Farther, that the Independents should
have one representative in the Cabinet in
an honorary capacity; that Mr. A. 3.
Wilson, member for Forrest, should have
a full and complete inquiry into the
timber industry.

Mr. Holmaan stated that the conference
need not consider him, as he did not intend
to accept any office, and were he so
inclined, his health would not permit
him, and he valued his health far more
than any position. Asked what his
opinion was of the proposed alliance, he
replied that he would not express any
opinion at that juncture.

Mir. Taylor stated that he was quite
prepared to stand down, so as not to
block any negotiations; but he would
not on any condition support Mr.
Daglish as 'Premier. [MR. NnnnDAr:
That is the secret of the trouble.] Mr.
Taylor said farther that on questions
involving the fate of the Ministry he
would have to be bound by the decision
of caucus, but that afterwards he could
not give the Government his loyal support
while Mr. Daglish remained its Premier;-
that not for £10,000 per annum would he
be induced to join a Cabinet to give the
Premier any chance to betray him again
as be had been betrayed in the past. I
will appeal to the member for Mt. Mar-
garet (Mr. Taylor) whether that state-
ment was or was not made by him.
[Ma. T&mon: That was my state-
ment.]

Mr. Frank Connor said it would be no
good gaining the support of four men if
they lost the loyal support of others. It
was presumably correct that there were
malcontents in the party, and that if his
proposal could heal the breach, he would

Ipropose that Mr. Moran join the coalition
Government as an honorary Minister,
accepting the position as Premier, and that

iMr. Daglish should remain in the Catbinet
as Colonial Treasurer,

Mr. Daglish (Premier) stated that he
did not desire for one moment to stand
in the way of a working agrreement,
being arrived at. He could not, how-
ever, remain in the Cabinet except as
Premier, but would go out of the Cabinet
and give the new crowd a, loyal support.
He asked the other Ministers to act as
they thought best.

Mir. Johnson stated that he would
follow his leader; would not remain in
the Cabinet except with the present
Premier, but would sit in support and
would fight strongly for the new
Ministers.

Mr. Hattie, Mr. Drew, and Mr. Lynch
spoke in the same strain.

Air. Angwin stated that it would be a
pity if matters were not fixed up, and if
the majority should be ruled by one man-
presumably referring to Mr. Taylor.

Mr. Lynch moved that 'Mr. Daglish
have power to reconstruct his Ministry,
and that a portfolio should be offered to
the ]Independents. The next statement I
wish to make perfectly clear.

Mir. Moran again addressed the meet-
ing, saying the Independents would take
no emol umen ts; and that if it were desired,
he would be prepared to serve iu the
Cabinet in an honorary capacity. Did
not desire the leadership, except if the
same would heal the breach, and would
sierve in a subordinate capacity. That
disposes of a great deal that the Press
has bad to say Lately.

Mr. Taylor rpeated that he would
have nothing to do with 31r. Daglish
as Premier.

The conference thus proving abortive, it
was suggested by someone that we simply
report to the larger meeting that no result
could be arrived at, without giving any
details. From this view I dissented, and
moved that every detail should be placed
before the full meeting, and also that

[ASSENBLY.] Mr. Thomai's Staiement.
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everything in connection with the whole
matter should be made available to the
Press. The Lull meeting was then held;
the various proposals made were sub-
mitted to it; and Mr. Taylor. in the
course of a subsequent short discussion,
repeated the statements made in the
smaller conference. The Independents
spoke, and stated that it would be
useless to attempt to fix up anything
unless there were unanimity. I stated to
the conference that we had been informed
in the smaller conference that there were
five malcontents. This being disputed, I
could only state that this was the only
conclusioni to which the Independents
could come, after repeated conversations,
and that the assertion as to the five mal-
contents was made by someone who spoke
in the smaller conference. Several mem-
bers of the Labour party gave it as their
opinion that although the negotiations
had apparently failed, it was pleasing to
find that everything had been straight
and above-board on both sides, and the
action of the Independents honourable
in every step taken; and it was also
stated by others that whatever step the
Independents wished to take afterwards
in this House, the members of that
(Labour) party could not get away from
the fact that we had mest them on strictly
bonourable lines, and parted on a strictly
honourable understanding. I proposed
to that full conference that everything
should be published, and that Mressrs.
Daglish, Moran, and Taylor be appointed
to draw up a full report. The inclusion
of Air. Taylor was disagreed to. Mr.
Holman reserved to himself the right, if
that statement were not full and correct,
to make his own statement to the Press.
I explained that my motion gave that
power to everyone, and that the full
details should be maode available. I say
that because it may perhaps be considered
outside that I am divulging secrets. The
resolution was unanimously adopted that
every detail of that conference should be
made available to the Press. [MEmBER:
What about yesterday's conference?] I
will come to that. After mutual ex-
changes of goodwill, and regrets that the
bonourable negotiations conducted on
both sides had failed, the Independents
then withdrew, together with Mr. Drew,
the Minister in the Upper House, who
was not a member of the caucus; and the

Labour members remained to discuss
matters in caucus. I claim that this
statement now given by me to the House
and through the House to the country is
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, and will convey to the
public an ipression very different from
that which they have received from the
statements made, not bnly' by people out-
side this House, but unfortunately by
members who sit on my own (Govern-
ment) side of it. I cannot help saying
that the public bare, unfortunately, been
grossly misled; that gross misstatements
have gone forth to Western Australia as
to the action taken by these four men who
have been and are loyal to one another,
who have supported and will continue to
support one another, and defend one
another's characters whether any are
absent or all are present. Those mis-
statements have gone forth ; and the
ordinary man in the street, drawing the
inference which I claim he has the right
to draw, which from the statements he
was given to read was the only inference
possible, believes that we four men who
I claim-and I think the statement I
ha~e read proves it- have adopted a
straightforward and honourable course,
are devoid of all political honesty and.
honour, and have degraded ourselve I
the ey* es of the country, and through our-
selves have degraded the House in which
we sit. Before I resume my seat I shal
have in this connection once more to refer
Wo what I consider the grossly unfair
attacks to which I and others have been
subjected in a certain section of the
Press, to which I have referred before
and to which I refer again to-night. I
me'an the Morning Herald, published in
this city. I have no desire in my speech
to make any recriminations, I have no
desire to attack individuals if that can
possibly be avoided, but I do say it is
regrettable that statements should be
allowed to go forth to Western Australia
by the member for Fremantle (Mr. Need-
ham), the member for Collie (Mr. Hen-
shaw), the member for North Fremnantle
(Mr. Bolton), and others who have
spoken since that conference was held,
one of whom, Mr. Nieedhain, stated
that he, for one, would not touch the
members of the Independent party with
a 40-ft. pole, or would not touch either
Independents or Opposition with a
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40-ft. pole-a statement which must be
a matter for congratulation to me-
also the member for Collie, who stated
that the Independents had come to the
Labour party and had demanded termns,
and that the Labour party refused to
have any truck or dealing with them;
also the member for North Fremantle,
who spoke perhaps in a milder strain-
[MR. BOLTON. That is not fai rI-or who
differed from the Independents' attitude.
It is, I claim, regrettable that the other
members of a party who hadt something
Of honour-fib. MORAN: Especially
the leaders] -and something of loyalty
to those with whom they had loy1ally
worked in carrying on the government
of this country, the Premier and his
Ministers and other members of that
party, saw fit to allow these lies to go
forward to this countr 'y without, taking
any steps to contradict them. Lies and
gross misstatements, charging us with
practically every crime in. the calendar,
have gone forward to the public of
Western Australia, and have been pub-
lished in every newspaper in Western
Australia, and are the talk of everybody
in Western Australia, so much so that
we four men are laughed at and jeered
at as discredited and dishonest politicians.
These statements have gone forward to
Western Australia during the heat of
political arguments, when public opinion
has been roused to consider this question
and perhaps this question only as the
main topic of conversation; bit when
business has been quieted down and there
is no farther excitement. perhaps then the
Premier and his Ministers and the other
members of that party will see fit to put
a small paragraph in an obscure corner of
an obscure newspaper giving the truth,
when it will have no opportunity of
overtaking the lie which has done so
much that is practically irretrievable. I
for one object to that. When we,
as members of this party, have taken an
honourable step, as honourable a step as
honourable men could have done, I
object to this statement going forward to
the public without any attempt being made
by so-called honourable muembers to put
the truth before the public of Western
Australia.. I say this, and shall claim it
as a right which one section of this side
of the House may request from the other
sec:tion, that before the debate proceeds

much farther some member of that
Ministry shall stand up and tell the
louse that I have said. nothing hut the
truth regarding these negotiations, and
tell this House and through it the
country that the Government have no
fault to find with the Independents and
that they do not impugn their honour,
and that they shall rebut the statements
of the m ember for Collie and the other
members who have been guilty and

*through whom these statements have
been circulated in this country, and that
they shall repudiate the statements of the

*rank and file of their party.
MEL. NEIEDHAM: No matter who repu-

diates, I shall not repudiate moy speech.

MNI. T HHMAS: It was stated by
some of the Ministers, who in that con-

Iference muoved a vote of thanks to the
Independent members for attending the
conference, that everything had. been
strictly honourable, straight and above-
board, which was proved by the consent
of the conference to allow every detail of
that conference to be published in the
Press of the country, and that we had
been guilty of nothing but what was

*thoroughly honourable and upright. I
say these statements given forth to the
public must and shall be contradicted,
and that I shall not remain one who has
been a member of this House for many
years any longer without giving my
utmost protest against remaining under a
slur which will make it an impossibility
for me inside or outside this House
to take and shake the hand of any
man for whom I have any con-
sideration or who I think has a.
spark of manhood or honour in himu.
I will not allow lies to be disseminated
throughout Western Australia. I feel
sure the statement which I have made
regarding this matter will be pub-
lished; and I feel that the old mem-
hers; of this House, and also the new
members, will recognise that I have told
the truth, and that I have placed this
matter fairly and squarely and bonourably
before this House. Now I have finished
with the matter; and I intend to touch
very briefly on practically the only other
point with which I intend to deal to-night,
Chat is, the proposed purchase of the
Midland Railway. It will be the last part
of my speech; but before passing to it

[ASSEMBLY ] 31r. Thoiaas'8 Slatemetd.
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I desire to refer to one matter which has
been made, I regret to say, a subject
matter in this debate. I refer to the
appointment of Mr. Powell as Inspector
of Batteries. et it be stated straigh tawa y
for the sake of argument, that the blame
rests upon me for the appointment of that
man. I am quite prepared to accept the
responsibility on my shoulders-[TE
PREM IER: We will not give it to you]-
and to tell this House that I am proud to
know that the Minister had sufficient
confidence in me to ask my opinion as to
the character and ability of the man who
was about to lbe appointed, before the
appointment was absolutely made. The
member for Menzies, who is an old and
esteemed friend of mine, and with whom
I have always had the utmost of good
feeling and fellowship, and for whom in
his political capacity' I have bad the
greatest respect, and whose work in the
Mines Department I have always been
careful to extol in the various speeches
I have muate in this House dealing
with mining matters, saw fit in the
conduct of the campaign against the
Minister for Works to attack this appoint-
went, or rather the method of the
appointment, because I do not think the
hion. member could attack the man who
was put in to fill a position. I
sincerely trust that what I read in
Leonora Miner and in the Morning
Herald was inaccurate. If it wats
correct, I trust it was uttered in the
heat of the moment. At any rate, it was*
stated that this iman who was appointed
was an old employee of A. E. Thomas.
There was no necessity at Leonora to
refer to the new appointment and say
that the man filling the appointment was
an old employee of one of the men in
this House. Also, when the Minister for
Mines was speaking, following that hon.
member, I am informed that be told the
House that he had written to me regard-
ing the qualifications of Mr. Powell, and
that I had replied by telegram that he
was thoroughly competent and suitable
in every respect; and I am inform ed-
for I was not in the House-that the
member for Menzies interjected that Mr.
Powell was a partner of the member for
Dundas. I do not like these things, and
I may just as well say so. Mr. Powell
is a capable man, a man appointed with
full powers of dismissal. He was an old

employee of mine. I took him when he
practically first came into mining in
Western Australia; and I am glad to
say that he is thoroughly competent, and
to know that he has been given these
powers to sack anyone, without which it
would be impossible to carry out the
reform in the public battery system
which we desire.

MR. GREGORY: I May Say' that I
will explain aUl that matter to you out-
side.

Mra. THOMAS : I think the bon.
member will know that I did not go in
for any recriminations.

MR. GREGORY: Yes;
spoken to me I could
everything so far as you

but if you bad
have explained

are concerned.

MRI. THOMAS : In dealing with the
Midland Railway question, I shall deal:
i, with its past history ; , with the
subject treated on its merits, whether it
is advisable at the present time to pur-
chase; 3, re my question or motion for
a return in this House relative to the
200,000 shares; and 4, if asked to treat
with the matter, to treat it the same
as a business man should. I am only
outlining my objections to this pro-
posal. It will be dealt with on
documentary evidence when the main
question comes before us. Tt may be
said that its past liistory'does not affect
the purchase. 1 claim that it does,
because our Government practically built
that railway. We know that anyone who
has taken the same trouble as I have-
and I suppose nearly every' member in
this House has looked through the old
Hansards-will know that on three sepa-
rate occasions we came to the financial
aid of that company, and that the Gov-
ernment built the line and gave the com-
pany over 8,000,000 acres of land for
finding, perhaps, all told, the sum of
X150,000 capital. When the company
agreed to build the railway in the first
instance they did not do so, and I claim
they obtained their lands under false
pretences. When the first sod was cut
and the big banquet was held, their
balance-sheets and the records of the
company, all of which I have seen and

pe-sd howed that there was practi-
cally only £5,000 in the coffers of the
company. The whole of the money raised
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by the comrny has been out debentures,
and even the pound per share on the
original 200,000 shares was provided by
money raised by this means. The total
debentures apparently, that is the money
that came into the coffers of the com-
pany, or to pay the debts of the com-
pany. amounted to about X1,300,000 or
£1,400,000. The balance, if we purchase
at the price of X1,500,000, would go into
the pockets of the shareholders who never
found one penny of the money that was
necessary to build the railway. Time
after time in this House the matter has
been before members, and year after year
it has been argued, and several times
threatened, that the contract should be
cancelled. Their contract was never
carried. out. The original shareholders
never put up any money. The Govern-
went found all the money necessary for
the building of that railway; and I
claim that in equity we, the people of
Western Australia, ta-day justly own that
railway and its lands, ad not the per-
sons who have proved such an incubus
on the people of Western Australia.
If the subject be treated on its merits,
for the sake of argument let it be granted
that the railway and lands are worth the
money ask1ed. I say a bigger question
then comes in which on first looking at
the matter one might be inclined to over-
look, and I candidly admit that I for one
did overlook ft, the stagnation of our
public works policy. There is no getting
away from the fact that this country
is now on the eve of financial straits,
and it is true we cannot afford to embark
on an expenditure of one and a half
millions at 4 per cent., which practically
means £1,800,000. I point out that if
we purchase this line at one and a half
millions we will block the development of
our country, we will block the building of
other necessary railways to lopen up our
mining industry and agrieultural in-
dustry, for we shall not have the money
for both. And the whole of the money
for the purchase of the iailway will go
outside of Western Australia, and not a,
penny piece he spent for the benefit
of the people within its borders. We
have been told repeatedly that if we do
not purchase the land and railway there
is practically a. State within a State.
That I would be prepared to grant if it
were a fact that the Midland Company

were exempt from taxatio", exempt from
their contract which they have entered
into. In that case this country might be
prepared to make a big sacrifice. But
such is not the case. We have the power
to tax them in the same way as to tax
others. We have the power, and in this
Hfouse the member for West Perth has
asked during the last nine or ten years to)
make them carry out their contract. In
going through previous Haneards 'this
fact stands out clearly; and I will say
this in reply to snme people who have
said that the member for West Perth has
drawn a red-herring across the trail in
this debate in bringing the Midland
Railway matter forward-

MR. MORAN: It is a whale now, not a
herring.

MR. THOMAS; It has certainly grown
in dimensions since it was first men-
tioned. I wilt say this iu justification of
the member for West Perth, that time
after time he has spoken against this
purchase, and apparently the only time
he was in open hostility with his late
leader, Sir John Forrest, was when there
was antagonism over this railway. On
one occasion he muoved a motion in this
House which did not get a. seconder. I
am surprised the Government in this
matter- are being bluffed by the late
Colonial Treasurer, 'Mr. Gardiner, in the
great desire to exterminate private enter-
prise from Western Australia. That is a
nice argument for people who are strongly
against anything being owned in this
country by private people. I should like
to state that we ough t in at large mneasu re
to be guided in this matter by the
opinions given us by others. I have
strayed beyond the time I allowed myself.
and shall not therefore weary the House
by reading extracts which I otherwise
should have done in connection witb this
matter. But I shall content myself by
briefly referring to the same and shall
ask members to peruse the pages at
leisure; and I only particularly ask them
to refer to Volume 2 of Hansard, page
81, dated 14th March, 1892, and carefully
read the important cables sent to this
conuntry at that time by Lord Knutsford,
then Colonial Secretary in the British
Government. Those cablegrams, we do
not want anything more, were sent to
warn the people of this country from
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continuing to have the Midland Railway
in our midst. Lord Knuteford states:

Midla d Railway c)ompany yesterday opened
tenders for 6 per cent, debentures. X500,000
only applied for out of ,0o,000 offered.
£9120,000 out of this to be set aside for pay-
ment of interest on debentures for four years;
£240,000 for the purpose of concession 1-
peuses and promotion; leaving £2140,000 for
construction.
That is an official statement, not a state-
ment which I mnake and thus liable to
be contradicted ; it is an official state-
ment sent to this country by Lord
Knutsford. And he goes on cabling
time after time ur~ging the Government
to proceed with the intention-declared
to be the intention-of cancelling the
contract, and having done with the Com-
pany once and for all. Lord Knutaford
would not be drawn into the matter as
the representative of the British Cabinet,
but he urged on the Government to have
no truck with the company, whose official
methods were stated in the cables to be
l iable to the worst construction, and which
could only be construed as a, gigantic
swindle. Mr. James went througb this
important matter in a very detailed way,
and I1 suppose hie gave more attention to
this subject than anyone. I would like
the House to be guided to a certain extent
by the remarks which he made. They
will be found in several pages of Hansard.
Members will find those remarks on the
Railway Act of last session, and also in
a proposal that was then made by the
member for Mt. Magnet (Mr. Wallace)
as to the desirability of the purchase of
the Midland line. I understand after
the compam *y had made a violent protest
in the financial newspapers at home, Mr.
Janmes then issued a&full statement of the
case so far as the Government of Western
Australia were concerned; and in speak-
ing- to the House the only statement I
wish to quote, in backing up the assertion
I have made that we are not right in
purchasing at the price offered, is this:-

So far as this important company is con-
cerned, on whose behalf my friend is so
anxious, if they get the cost of construction
plus 10 per cent., they will get twice the value
of the line.

So that there will be no misunderstand-
ing regarding the financial transactions
generally of the company, I will inform
the House that I have perused many
documents which perhaps the Govern-

ment have never seen. I have in my hand
the last statement I can find that they
have issued to the public, because they
have not been holding any meetings for

Fyears past. This is a statement signed
by their own directors, and it works
out: total capiial received by the com-
pany, £1,460,000; discounts, X71,700;
net cash received, £1,378,800; cost of
construction and equipment- I leave
members to say whether that is a just
charge or not-is put down as £980,000.
I anm certain that money was never spent
in the construction and equipment of the
line. But allowing all that, that leaves a
bala nee to be accounted for of £448,800
according to their own statement. To

Ithis add £119,000 that was owing to the
company, making a total to be accounted
for of R567,800. This sum appears to
be expended as follows :cash to conces-
sionaire, £2144,000-presumably we had
£5,000 of that out here when we cut the
first sod-expenses of issue of guaran-
teed debentures, commission and under-
writing, X47,800; interest on debentures,
£278,000; fund reserved for costs and ex-
penses of survey and contract (June 28,
1990),.275,000; administration expenses,
£20,000; total, £564,800-- leaving,accord-
ing to their own statement, which one has
to ferret out, a balance of £2,500 to be
accounted for, ixar enough when one is
dealing with a financial company of this
sort. I come to the fourth point. If asked
to treat,weshould treat purely on abusiness
footing. If the railway is worth one and
a half millions it would have been valued
at that in the public market. I have
taken considerable trouble in this matter,
and I hold in my hand a statement pre-

Ipared by financial men in England. I can
vouch for the correctness of the state-
ment, knowing its source. It is prepared

Ifrom the actual quotations of the various
stocks issued by the company. I do not
think those quotations were issued in this
country. I have asked the Premier several
pertinent questions which apparently he
cannot answer; but until they are
answered the railway purchase is not
going through the House, and I tell the
House that as one of a party of ten who
have made up their minds on this matter.
Financial statements are somewhat boring
to read. I am dealing in this statement
with the capital, authorised capital issued,
rate of interest, total yearly interest,
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present market value, and the total value
of market quotations. [t See tabular
statement, bottom of page.] The first
issue was of £4500,000, issued £500,000,
4 per cent. interest guaranteed by our
Goverument-T want members to notice
the market value of these securities-
£C500,000 at 4 per cent., total yeatrly
interest £20,000; present market price
£100 to £2102; total value on market
quotations, £550,000. This was guaran-
teed by the Western Australian Gov-
ernment. Capital authorised (No. 2),
£200,000; issued, £120,000; rate of
interest, 5 per cent. ; total yearly in-
terest, £6,000; present market value,
£258 to £62-5 per cent. against 4
per cent. Government security; total
value on market quotations, £72,000.
This is termed prior lien debentures,
£140,000 authorised, £125,519 issued;
5 per cent., total yearly interest £6,276;
present market value, £48 to £52; total
value on market, £62,000, cumulative
income. The next issue was one million;
I will have something to say about that
million and what it was issued for, by-
and-by. Of the £1,000,000, there was
issued £973,024; rate of interest, 6 per
cent., total yearly interest £258,381;
present market price, £81 to £235 (6 per
cent. bonds) ; total value on market
quotations, £324,000. The next issue
was £250,000, of which £145,000 was
issued; rate of interest 5 per cent.,
total yearly interest £7,250; pre-
sent maryket value, £28 to £82. The
total value, according to the market
quotation, was £43,000. The total capital
authorised, which we are given to under-
stand is what is going to be paid or is to
be attempted to be paid, out of the
million and a half -and what is not paid

will be lost to the holders-is.£2,090,000,
and the issue £1,868,543. Of course
everyone judging of the amount which
carne into the coffers of the company
has to knock off from that the amount
paid to the concessionaire, the amount
paid for the underwriting, the huge
charges they had to pay in time of stress
to ratise money, and a lot of the deben-
tures issued for accumulated interest, a
lot more given for guarautees for money
borrowed. The total yearly interest bill
is £97,907. The total value in the
market before negotiations were finally
opened by this Government was £950,000
to £1,000,000. Here is the position.
These are quotations which could never
be realised, or anything approaching
them, if the market were flooded by any
of these shares, but they would have to
take a considerable discount. Yet
because we atre asked to take the whole
of them off at one stroke we are asked to
pay 50 per cent. advance. It is not good
business; at any rate it is not a business
to which I am going to give my adherence
in this House. The net earnings of the
railway now are about £34,000. I
think they have gone up to about
£X54,000. I am given to understand on
good authority that an audited state-
m ient was made that during three years
the gross profit--that is after paying all
expenses of running the line in West-
ern Australia -were £111,000. Take the
net earnings now. They have decreased
dluring the last two years to £34,000,
which leaves a deficiency or loss above
that profit to pay the interest on deben-
tures, £63,907. What is the position
regarding those 200,000 original shares?
I asked: Is there a liability of £5 a
share still on thoseP If so, if the Gov-

* Midland Railway Financial Posiion

(ref erred to bi Mr. Thomtas).

capital at I Total present TOW lValueon
Autborised. Isud Tueetyear'y Mre Market Quotations.

I ns Interest. Vle

500,00 50,00 4% i 20,000 £100 to £102' 5W0.000 I Guaranteed by W.A. Coversent.
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£-2,090,000 9863,3 . £9,0 ... '£930,000 to £1,000,00

Net Earnings of Baiany, about Mli.000; leaving a Deficit or Loss each year, of £M,97.
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erment took the line over, would they
have the right to call that up, and
if not, by whose authority was it can-
celled, and when V The position regard-
ing these 200,000 original shares, and also
regarding the 40,000 founders' shares, was
this, that when the £1,000,000 of 6 per
tent, debentures were issued, they took
over the liability on the 200,000 shares,
or at least attempted to take it over.
The trust deed was drawn up and signed.
A meeting was held of the shareholders
according to statute, and this agreement
was ratified ; but unfortunately for the
holders of those 200,000 shares it was
never confirmned, and that liability exists
to-day, so if the Midland Railway
were to go into the bands of the Receiver
at borne, the first action he would be
hound to take in order to safeguard those
poor unfortunate individuals whose stock,
for which they paid £100, is quoted at
£28 to £32, would be to call up that £5
per Share of liability. . No wonder the y
are in a hurry to get this country to conl-
seut to relieve them of that liability and
to pay £1,500,000 for the line and land."Ma. MORNx: The National Bank is at
the bottom of it all.

Mu. THOMAS: The com pany owe the
bank a large sum of money which they
cannot maize up. We have been told in
the statement given in the Press at home
last year. that in our Railways Act we
were attempting to despoil the debenture
holders, that we were going in for a
policy of spoliation and repudiatiou in

pooigthis legislation. I ask, who
is despoiling these debenture holders, we
or they in London ? I want to see these
debenture holders protected. and in order

topoetthem I want to allow the Mid.
lnCopany to go on farther and let

these new men see that the liability in-
curred by these 200,000 original shares
should be met, and that £21,000,000 for
which they are liable should be placoed in
the coffers of the company to carry out
their contract with the West Australian
Government. The main point of the
whole question, if we are to deal with it
purely as a business deal, is that we are
asked £600,000 more to take over the
shares in one block; considerably more
than we should be asked if we went upon
the market to purchase the same. That
is bad business, to which I will not con-
sent. We are also asked to pay £1,500,000

for the railway and the lands, a railway
that is being run at half the cost of the
Government railways, making a gross
profit of only thirty odd thousands per
annum, which it would be an absolute
impossibility for this Government to
make. Running it ou the expensive
method on which our Own railways are
run, it would be certain to show a loss
instead of a profit. They are making
now, includin4 payment of their interest,
a dead loss of nearly £070,000 every year.
If I am in negotiation for a business,
we will say for the sake of example that
I am after an hotel, that hotel may
honestly be worth £910,000 if properly
run. But if I know that the man in it
is not running it properly and is piling a
load of debt on himself which will bring
him down eventually, I am not going to
close on exorbitant terms at the start.
I am going to wait until I can make the
most advantageous offer possible. Every
other business man would do the same.
And when we know this railway has
that load of debt upon it, I say it is
extraordinary they should ask us to be
so childish and so foolish as to think of
paying them a million and a ball for it.
I shall not go into farther detail on this
matter; I shall produce documentary
evidence on the question when it comes
bef ore the House, if it ever does, and I
am doubtful] if it will.

MR. MORNy: Hear, bear; not this
session.

MR. THOMAS: If the Premier would
take a, tip from me as to political pro-
cedure in this matter, I think he would
give the company a hint that they need
not extend the time beyond July, because
it will be all the same whether they give
us three months or another month.
They told us they would not give us one
minute beyond June 30th. We have had
till July 31st. The best thing is to drop
it, so that the time of the Hloase need not
be wasted. I must apologise for the
length of my aoddress. I hope the state-
ments I have made have not been re-
criminatory to anyone. Ifind, on dealing
with the mnember for Katanning (Hon.
F. H. Piesse) that I must refer to a
charge he made against us. But I am
not going to deal with it at length, be-
cause I will not open old sores. I do
think, however, that it comes with excep-
tionally bad grace from that member if



364 Address-in-reply: [ASSEMlBLY.] Explanatiovs.

he will east back his memory to certain
compacts made in the last session of
the last Parliament. Remembering the
strong names which I found it necessary
to call him, and I produced his own hand-
writing in proof in this House, I am
surprised at what the hon. member
stated the other night. He said:-

That is the feeling I have to-day. it seems
to me so serious. It grieves me to the heart
when I see politics in this country degraded
as they hare been during the last few days by
the political intrigues, the Search for office,
made by a certain section of this Hlouse,
especially by its leader.

MR. MORtAN: The words are untrue.
MR. TH011AS : I should have

imagined the hon. member would have
thought twice before attacking the in-
tegrity of this bench, knowing as he did
his history in the last sessionl of that
Parliament. I refuse to go farther into
that subject, lest I might be led into
recriminations, for which, when I met the
hon. member outside, I might be sorry.
Still, I cannot allow him or any other
member to impute motives in regard to
what I consider the just and boniourable
proceedings of this bench, which we
consider-and we carried a resolution to
that effect-should be open to the public
of Western Australia, and should be
given to the Press for publication if they
so desired.

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.

Hou. F. H. PIESSE (Katanning) : I
crave the indulgence of the House, and
of you, sir, for the purpose of making a,
personal explanation. I think those who
know me in this House best-although
there must have been some misunder-
standing a. few evenings ago--know that
if there is one thing I detest, it is to he
either personally or politically in conflict
or to be at enmitY with any of my
political or personal friends in any way.
At the same time, I may say I was not
here this afternoon to hear the member
for West Perth. Under the rights of
this House, as a question of privilege, he
then made a statement, and his first
remarks were that he regretted I was not
present here to hear that which he had to
say with regard to myself. I may state
the reason I was not here was because
my business kept me away. I left my
own office at ten minutes past 2 with
the intention of coming here; in fact to

dictate some letters to the official short-
hand writer for the House who does that
work. On my way I met some friends and
afterwards went to an office where 1 was
detained, and to my great regret I found
I could not reach the House at the time
the sitting commenced, and did uot reach
here until some time after the speech was
made. The hon. member in his remarks
stated that he considered 1 should be
here. That is right, but T say if he
intended to take the course he did take
it would have been well to have given me
notice. [MR. MORAN: Which I did do.]
A few nights ago the hon. member spoke
to me, but did not say he intended
taking the course which he has done
to-day. To-day he said he had seen the
whip of our side, who should have
informed me of his intention. I have
not seen the whip since, but if he
informed the whip, the whip did not
inform me.

MR. THOMAS: Did you send notice
when you intended to attack us?

HON. F. H. FIESSE: I wish the
House to listen one or two minutes. I
was not here. I think any n= who
knows me knows I would not shirk the
responsilbility' of being here to listen to the
hon. member's remnarks. In fact, out of
courtesy to the member for West Perth,
a member of this House, I would, if he
had notified me, have come here. At the
same time I neither fear the hon. member
nor any of his accusations, as far as that
goes.

ME. MoRAN: I have made no accusa-
tion.

HON. F. H. PIESSE: The bon. mem-
ber said he considered I should have
been here. I have given explanation, of
that. The hon. member said:

On the morning of the Opposition caucus,
the member for Katanning himself approached
me in the reading-room, and Asked me for the
sake of old personal friendship, for the sake of
old days, to accept a portfolio from the
Opposition, whose cause he was advocating.
I do not know whether he wvss authorised to
do so-
I would say that on that day, the day
when the Opposition met in caucus, the
member for West Perth was the first
member of this House I met. I came
into the House and saw him in the
Newspper-room, and a conversation
Sprang up such as we have often had
before. [MR. MORAN: Hear, hear.]
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We discussed the question generally.
We were talking in regard to the ques-
tion of things being managed in the
country, and in a conversational way I
said, "I do not know how politics are
goihg." We discussed the question in
this way, and I was under the impression
that tbs hon. member had not settled the
course he intended to adopt. Then I
said, if some settlement could be
brought about in regard to the affairs
of this country I felt we should all
do our best to'bring it about. I also
said that 'whatever might happen, the
bon. member should do his best, and
should even be prepared to take a port-
folio in the Government which might be
formed by the Opposition. For saying
this 1 had no authority whatever. I had
not even met the leader of the Opposition
or one member of the party; and there
was much doubt as to my own action in
regard to the Opposition. The leader of
the Opposition wrote me, and there were
many expressions of opinion as to the
course I would take. I had not settled
that course; and I afterwards spoke per-
sonally with the leader of the Opposition.
I did not attend the caucus meeting that
day, and therefore was unable to bring
up the question of the member for West
Perth taking a portfolio if a Government
were formed by the Opposition. That was
all that took place between us. It was
merely a conversation whichb the hon.
member should not have repeated
here.

MR. MORAN: Why did you so grossly
attack me the other night?

Box. F. H. PIESSE: That was the
first conversation. His account of the
second conversation I take most seri-
ously, because the first was merely a
matter of unearthing private conver-
sation, a course which , if we pursue,
I think will lead us into baouble. As
to that first conversation I shall not go
farther, but shall leave the House to
judge, seeing it was only a private conver-
sation with the hon. member. I may
say, however, I really felt that if the hon.
member could see his way to help the
country out of the difficulty in which it
was, I should be only too glad to see him
take a portfolio.

Mu. MORAN: Why level any charges
against me?

liON. F. H. PIESSE: With regard to
the other matter, the report of the bon.
member's utterances continues:

The member for Katanning saw me before I
moved the amendment, and asked me to show
it to him. I did so; and he then asked me to
strike out all reference to the Midland Rail-
way. That was the only quarrel I had with
him. I said I could not do so, a it was the
main principle we had. He had no objection
to the rest of the amendment.

Mr. Gregory then remarked that he
understood I stated that I did object;
and the member for West Perth said,
" Let 'the member for Kateaing fight
his own battles." This is an important
matter, because the hon. member's
observations carry a sting. The fact is
that on the night in question I rose
immediately before the tea-hour with the
object of continuing my speech after that
adjournment. I wished to resume after
the tea-hour, having had all my notes
prepared. While I and other members
were in the Refreshment-room, an hon.
member told me the member for West
Perth wished to speak with me, and
asked would I have any objection to that
bon. member taking thie floor after tea.
I said I would consider it; and I saw
this member and later the member for
West Perth. I agreed that he should
deliver his speech. After agreeing to
that, I came back to the Corridor and
met another member, who said he under-
stood that the member for West Perth
would conclude with ain amendment.
Finding that this amendment was to be
moved, I again sought the member for
West Perth, and said that if he was to
move an amendment I should like to
know its wording. He at first declined
to show it. but later did so. Then I
said, " You had better tear that up and
put it in the waste-paper basket. You
are cutting your own throat." I knew
that the Opposition were endeavouring
to bring about a settlement; and if
members on the other side had sufficient
power to go on, T was quite pre-
pared to see them go on; but as
relations were so strained, it was my wish
to see the whole controversy brought to
some definite conclusion. I told that to
the hon. member. He said, "What do
you object to-to the Midland Railway ?"
I said, "I object to the whole amend-
ment."1
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MR. 3losnj: You told me there Were
other men on your side in favour of the
Midland Railway, purchase.

How. F. H. PIE SSIE: Thehon.
member's statement that I did not object
to the other portions of the amendment
is a mistake.

Mu. MORAN: Very well. I withdraw
my statement.

HoN. F. H. PIESSE: I did not
express myself in that way. I made the
statement so as to get on with the
business of the House, and not with any
other intention, such as subsequent words
of the hon member show he had in his
mind. Later on in his speech to-night lie
remarked:

T said I could not do so, as it was the main
principle we had. Be had no objection to the
rest of the amendment.

MR. MORAN: Do you withdraw the
imputations against me ?

HON. F. H. PIESSE: I Will Come to
them in a moment. In reply to an inter-
jection by the member for Menzies (Mr.
Gregory) the member for West Perth
said, " Let the member for Katanning
fight his own battles." The bon. member
(Mr. Moran) then said, " He who levels
charges like that and runs away is
entitled to only one appellation. Let the
public judge." I say that is unfair, being
a base insinuation against me. In this
matter all I had in view was to try to
bring about a Solution of the present
difficulty. I bad no other object.

MR. MORAN: What of your imputa.
tious about my intriguing for office?

HON. F. H. PTESSE: As to the other%uestions, if the speech made to-night by
t e member for Dundas (Mr. Thomas)
had been made earlier, perhaps there
would not have been need for much of
the recrimination and many of the re-
marks uttered; but that hon. member
himself, when speaking to-night, said he
considered inferences had been drawn by
members and outsiders from statements
publicly made and confirmed bv individual
members; and if those inferences were
drawn by other members of this House,
there was good reason for their being
drawn and believed by mec. Hence, when
I spoke the other night, I was distinctly
under the impression that certain intrigu-
ing had gone on; because I knew that
negotiations for a treaty' had already
been entered into on our own (Oppoai-

tion) side of the House, and I was under
the impression that a treaty was being
entered into on the Government side of
the House. With all that before me, and
the public reports, T felt justified in
making those remarks. Probably they
should have been tempered with more
moderation in regard to expressions of
opinion; but the inference I drew was a
fair inference and a public inference.

MR. MORAN: Do you withdraw it?
How. F. H. PIESSE: I will not be

pressed by the hon. member. Be patient.
The public inferred there was intriguing.
The bion. member brought into this dis-
cussion a private conversation I had with
him; he brought in also the matter of
the amendment; and I say lie has cast
against me an undeserved imputation.
At the time I made the statement
I believed that there was intriguing
of the kind I mentioned. If the lbon.
member says such was not the ease, then
I feel that in the circumstances it is right
for me as a member to withdraw my
statement.

THE PREMIER (Hon. H. Daglish):
As the member for flundas (Mr.
Thomas) has asked that his statement of

iwhat took place at the conferences should
be either confirmed or contradicted, I
have no hesitation in saying that it is
substantially correct, and in fact is but
an enlargement of the statement pub-
lished in the Press.

MNI. THOMAS: The statement in the
Press was a ball truth, which is worse
than a Bie.

THE PREMIER: The statement was
published in the Press by the authority
of the member for West Perth and of
myself. The only difference is that the
hon. member's (Mr. Thotmas's) statement
goes into detail, and gives the remarks
made by individual members at the con-
ference. The statement supplied by the
member for WVest Perth and' y me gives
simply the bare facts and the conclusions
arrived at. The lion, mewmher implied
that I as leader of this Government, or
that Ministers, should have contradicted
the statements and insinuations made in
the Press.

MR. THOMAxS: And made by your own
members.

THE PREMIER: In regard to state-
ments made in the Press, when reflecting
on the Government and wben reflecting
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on myself individually, I have never
taken the trouble to give them Press
contradiction. I have been attacked again
and again. False statements have been
made in regard to what transpired at
meetings of the Labour party and in
regard to what transpired at the meeting
to which the hon. member alluded, that
is the one where an attack was made on
me personally, and where a motion of no
confidence in me was, brought forward.
Altogether garbled and inaccurate ac-
counts of that meeting were published;
and those accounts remain to the present
day uncontradicted. It seems to me
that the proper place for members to deal
with these questions is in the House. I
personally cannot accept the responsi-
bility for anyone's utterances but my own;
particularly utterances made at gatherings
where I am nut present. [Mn. MORAN:
In hotels ?] 1 do not know where the
remarks in question were made. I think
that some of them have never yet been
read by me. I do not at present know
the precise nature of the remarks referred
to. I decline to accept any blame for
them, and I decline to accept any praise.

Mn. THOMAS:- There is not much to be
proud of.

THE PREMIER: Whether it be praise
or blame, I amn not willing to accept it;
and I contend that in presenting a. true
though abridged statement of what tran-
spired at the conference between the dif-
ferent members on this side of the Rouse,
the member for West Perth and I did our
duty. I am willing, too, to admit that I
did the main part of the duty, and that
the hon. member principally concurred,
The hon. member was rather tired on that
occasion, and so was 1, because we had.
both had a worrying time. We had both
been present at the conference. The hon.
member had had the painful duty of
making a lung speech, and I had had the
painful duty, I was about to say, of
listening to it. I wish, however, to say
in all seriousness that the relations
between memibers on this side of the
House have been entirely honourable to
both parties which sit on this side. I
have the greatest pleasure in bearing
testimnony to that fact. I-am wiling not
to admit but to state that the Inde-
pendents met us in a thoroughly straight-
forward manner; that the gathering
was of a friendly nature, though I be-

liere the Press said it was not. And
the last thing that transpired at that
gathering was an expression on my part,
as chairman, of the pleasure I had in pre-
siding, ad in conveying to the members
of the smaller party (Independents) the
thanks of the members of the larger party
(Labour), and an expression of opinion,
I hope on the part of both sections, that
they parted on the best and friendliest of
terms. That was a fitting conclusion to
a meeting that throughout had been
harmonious in temper, if not always
United in opinion.

ME. A. J. WILSON (in explanation):
I rise to refer to the remarks of the
member for Albany on Thursday eveuing
last. When I was not present in this
Chamber the hon. member said that one
of the first things the Government did
was to appoint a select committee to
inquire into the timber industry of the
State, that the committee held mneetings
and went into the question thoroughly,
that the member for Forrest was con-
venor of that meeting, that the evidence
obtained by the committee might have
led them to report that the only solution
of the difficulty meant a reduction of
wages, and that for that reason probably
the report was never submitted to the
House. I want to say in explanation
that such a, reason never actuated either
myself as convenor of that committee nor
any member of the committee in neglect-
ing to bring forward the report during
last session of Parliament. The reason
why the report was never submitted to
Parliament was because the report was
never prepared, and the reason why the
report was never prepared was because
certain information which had to be
suapplied by the Commissioner of Rail-
way s with regard to railway rates charged
on timber in this State and in the Eastern
States had to be supplied to the com-
mittee before any report could be pre-
pared, and that information onlIy reached
me on the morning of the day on which
the last sitting of Parliament prorogued,
the 24th December. It was for that
reason and for no other reason that I
was unable to present the report in con-
nection with the hardwoods industry of
this State last session. Ibhope in justice
to myself the member for Albany will
accept this statement, and correct the
erroneon; impression liable to be created,
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MR. 0. 0. KEYSER (Albany): I did
not infer that such was the reason
actuating the committee in not bringing
the report before the House.

DEBATE RESUMED.

Ma. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret): It
was not my intention to address the
House to-night, until I heard the clear
statement by the member for Dundas
with reference to the attitude I took up
at the conference between the Indepen-
dents and the Government. The hon.
member's. statement is absolutely true,
as has been pointed out by the Premier
and acquiesced in by members on this
side of the Chamber. Having taken up
that attitude, it is only fair to me that I
should ask members who were in the last
Parliament to carry their minds back to
the attitude I took ;p during last Parlia-
ment. There is no necessity for me to
say that I was an uncompromising
opponent. of the James Government which
my hon. friends who now grace the
Treasury benches supported, and sup-
ported so loyally and much against mny
will and against the will of the workers
of Western Australia. [THE MINISTER
FOR IREs: Question.] That was proved
beyond doubt at the last general elections.
In the last Parliament there were seven
Labour members, and we went to the
country after five of those Labour mem-
bers bad consistently supported the
James Government for two years while,
on the other hand, the memg~er for Mur-
chison (Mr. Rokean) and myself opposed
that Government. Though the Labour
members supported that Government and
nursed it for two stormy Sessions during
the keen. debates in reference to the
Redistribution of Seats Bill and the
Constitution Act Amendment Bill, the
Labour party outside Parliament, as soon
as they got an opportunity of recording
their votes as to what th~ey thought of
the James Government, seut back to
this House 22 Labour members, which
was ample Proof of the justification
of the attitude taken up by the mem-
ber for Murchison and myself during
those two years in this Chamber.
(MsR. SCAnntw: It does not follow.]
The hon. gentlemnan comes from a con-
stituency and from a metropolitan area
on the goldfields where there is a larger
number of workers than in any Similar

area in Western Australia, and he knows
Ifull well that what I say is true and
absolutely true. What was the attitude
taken up by the Kalgoorlie people when
f addressed a meeting of four or five
thousand people in the open air in the
electorate of the present Minister for
Mines? I denounced the James Govern-
mnent just before the election.

Ma. SCADDAN: And denounced Mr.
Johuson.

Mn. TAYLOR: Yes; I denounced] Mr.
Johnson for supporting the James
Government.

MR. SOADDAN: And he was returned.
MR. TAYLOR: There was no selection

ballot for Mr. Johnson's seat.
ITHE MINISTER FOR. MIRES: Hear,

hear; unanimously selected 1.
MR. TAYLOR : I said that if Mr.

Johnson was returned at the selection
ballot I would support his candidature asl
supported every Labour candidate during
that campaign. It is necessary for me to
refer to the position I took up. It was a
position of which I am proud; and in
regard to the position I took up at the
conference between the Independents and
the Government party, I am mocre proud
of that to-night than I was the night
after I took it up. The very fact of my
saying that I had no confidence in the
Premier is justified by subsequent
evidence. Is it not justified when I find
that he is treating with the Opposition,
and when I find the Labour party are
prepared to prostitute every principle
they have th at they may retain off ce ?

MR. SPEAKER: Tkhe hon. member
must refrain from transgressing the rules
of debate. He must withdraw the
imputation he has made.

Ma. TAYLOR: I shall withdraw the
imputation, if you Say so. It is the
custom of the House, when an hon.
member is called upon to withdraw,
to do so. I withdraw; but my with-
drtwal does not detract one iota from
whbat I thin k of it. I will1 depend on you,
sir, to tellI me when I am in order or out
of order ibut I say my attitude has been
justified. I do ask, when the Labour
party were returned by a section of the
community on ,defiued principles after at
general elect ion campaign against the
hon. gentlemen who now occupy the
Opposition side of this House, what
must those electors think, what must
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those workers think after the fierce
battle of last election, when those they
returned to Parliament are anxious to
coalesce on some terms with those tbey
opposedP I do not know what those
terms are; but members say they are
willing to coalesce. The very fact of the
Labour party, the very fact of the Pre-
mier receiving negotiations from the
Opposition is sufficient for me to know
there was a desire on the p art of the
Government to coalesce. I do not know
what was in the mind of the member for
Guildford. I do not know whether the
hon. member approached the Premier
first;. or whether the Premier approached
the member for Guildford first.

SEVERAL LABOUR MEMBERS: YOU do
know.

MR. TAYLOR: I have this from the
Premier, that the member for Guildford
approached him.

MR. EnR~s Did you have that from
the Premier?

MR. TAYLOR: I tell you candidly
that I have from the Premier that the
leader of the Opposition approached the
Premier first with the object of coa-
lescinig. Mfy friends on this side raised
their voices and thought I was not going
to say so.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND RAIL-
WAYS: You hadl no intention of doing it.

MR. TAYLOR: It is just as well to
know whom you are dealing with. I
will leave it to the leader of the Oppo-
sition to say whether the Premier has
informed me correctly.

MR. RASoN: I shall deal with that;
don't you worry.

MR. TAYLOR: That is an inference,
I think, that I have been somewhat mis-
informed.

Ma. MORAN; We will have a public
statement on shorthand notes.

MR. BARON: It is better to have sworn
declarations on all sides.

Mn. MoRAN: We want them.
11R. TAYLOR: The state of politics

in Western Australia has come to that
pitch that it will be necessary for a man
to have a sworn statement before he will
be able to differ from another member.
In, regard to my leaving the Ministry, in
spite of what othier members might'have
said as to whether I am in any way hurt
by not occupying a seat on the Ministerial
bench, I desire to say it does not worry

ine in the least; but having been a
Minister of the Crown for ten months,
perhaps it will be wise for me to give to
this House, and through it to the State,
some of the administrative work I did as
Colonial Secretary. [Tns MINISER FOR
MINES: Hear, hear.] There has been it
deal in the Press and a, deal said at
various times in this Chamber with refer-
ence to the attitude I to~ok up regarding
Suanday concerts. It is a very small
matter; but it is necessary, on account of
what I have seen in the Press, that I
should put myself rig ht, and that those
who are to blame should be blamed. I
think I am perfectly in my rights in
doing that. It was no act of mine, nor

vwas it any desire on my part, that Sun-
day concerts should be prevented. I
opposed the closing of them; but my
hon. colleagues were anxious that they
should be closed. I gave permission to
concerts and plays, which I thought was
perfectly in order. The Press and a very
small Section of the people raised their
voices; and of course my colleagues who
were new in Government harness were
somewhat nervous and were frightened
by that criticism, and they advised me
to prevent the concerts. Loyal to my
friends, I did not issue instructions when
future applications were made.

MR. NELSON tAgainst your convic-
lions '

MR. TAYLOR: Yes. I unhesitatingly
say, and desire to go farther and say, that
I have ample proof on the file dealing
with the stopping of charges for Sunday
footbal-{Tun MINISTER FOR M~IRES: I

Iam solely responsible for that]-to prove
that up to the hilt. I would like to say
that I prevented my friends from stopping
Sunday football until within a fortnight
or three weeks of leaving the Colonial
Secretary's office. 1 wrote a minute
addressed to the Premier, giving my
opinion on the subject; but Cabinet
decided to ('lose down on the making ofa
charge for Sunday football.

MENBEB: What was your recoin-
mendation ?

MR. TAYLOR: It can be found on the
file, and members can read it. I want it
to he clearly understood that I foughi.
the Sunday football at every trench. One
of the last things that 1 did, I believe,
was to question the Cabinet ruling. I
do not believe in preventing people on the
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goldfields from having Sunday amiuse-
ments. By stopping Sunday football we
prevent the people in small places from

crrying on their football clubs. I do
notyknow what the present Colonial

Secretary has done in this matter. I am
prepared at all times to take &my blame
that I deserve.

THE MINISTER FOR MINER ANDRAL
WAYS: I took the blame on the gold-
fields.

MR. TAYLO R: The hon. member took
the blame on the goldfields, but it is a
marvellous thing that in every publica-
tion and in every Press in Western Aus-
tralia one will find that George Taylor
was the Colonial Secretary who stopped
Sunday sports and Sunday football, and
prevented the people from having health-
ful exercise on the goldfields on Sunday.
It has never yet been printed that the
member for Kalgoorlie, the present
Minister for Mines, had any hand or part
init. But I hope from what I haive said
to-night that it will reach the ears of the
people of this State that I am not to
blame for placing these unfair restrictions
upon the people of this State. I will test
the feeling of the House on the question
of Sunday football before the session is
over, whether the present Government or
any other Government occupy the
Treasury benches.

MR. CONOR; What about a dissolu-
tionP

Mr. TAYLOR: There is no possible
chance of a dissolution while there is any
chance of a coalition. Have I not been
long enough in this political arena to
judge the feelings of members. There
will be no dissolution. Members are
frightened, in the aggregate, to go before
their masters. I may perhaps entertain
some such fear, but t am prepared
to go to the electors. Members are all
more or less frightened; but I Say to
members, that if 1 was assured of a
dissolution I would be almost compelled
to vote agaixis my late colleagues. I was
in the Labour movement long before some
of the tacklers behind me thought of it.
I fought the battle of labour when it took
men of grit to fight it; and it would give
me inlfinitely more pleasure and greater
honour to fight the battles of labour out-
side than to be iked up with those jelly-
fiSh gentlemen who are trying to run the

country. The hon. member (Mr. Nelson)
could not fight any battles in the Chamber
for himself or anybody else. It takes
men to fight battles. I have made clear
the position in regard to Sunda-y football.
I want to touch upon something which
may perhaps interest members more, and
I am sure it will interest the country
more. That is the position I found the
harbours, wharfage, and light cha rges in
when I entered the Colonial Secretary's
office. Members must know that mail-

bos enern the port of Fremantle pay
a osldted charge of £20 per trip.

Other boats trying to do business with
us, ot coining under the consolidated

caghave topay £1 16 instead of £30.
When that was put before me by the
Chief Harbourmaster and the Chairman
of the Harbour Trust, I realised there
was something wrong, and asked those
officers to prepare me at statement of
the position, so that I could see if
something could not be done and the
charges altered. I have here a copy of
that statement, setting forth what I have
told members, that all mail-boats coming
here would pay a consolidated charge of
£30, which covei-ed all harbour charges
at our port, but if those same ships came
here not as mall-boats but as oversea,
ships the charge would be X116;. Take the
"Junina." That vessel delivered 71 tons
of cargo and paid in harbour dues under
the old rates £75 l~s. 5d. Under the
new regulations which I had prepared
the charges would be £33 6s. 8d., or a
reduction of £42 3s. 9d.

MR. RASON: You claim the athor-
ship ?

Mn. TAYLOR: I do not claim the
authorship. IL was laid before me bymy
officers, and I said, "It is not right:
prepare me a return showing me the
position." The figures were prepared.
The Premaierlibas said-and I do not find
any fault with him for it-that it was
necessary that he must bring forward
strong mien into his Cabinet. Perhaps
be was justified in doing so. I have not
questioned his right, and I do not intend
to doso. When I deal with the Premier,
I will deal with him on very different
grounds. I have no feeling towards him
for the attitude he took up; but I sayvhe
could have accomplished the same ends
in a more manly, straightforward, and
gentlemanly manner.
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MR. H. BROWN: In the ease of the
"Moldavia," you increased the fees fromn

£83 to 48 L08.?
Mna. TAYLOR: Because the "Mol-

davia" was under the consolidated
charge. There were many boats coming
here from India, landing corusacks, wool
bales, and ore bags, and it would
be cheaper for those baats to take
the bags to the Eastern States and
have them trausbipped to Fremaantle.
Perhaps a rather nervous man could have
dealt with this shipping matter. I do
not suppose it was necessary to have a,
strong man to deal with this matter of
shipping, wben one thinks of the volume
of trade arnd capital in the industry. But
I say if I did nothing from the time I
entered the office of the Coloni~l Secre-
tary until the time I left it than to put
that branch, which was one of the four-
teen controlled by the Colonial Secretary,
in order, I have done good work. And
I desire here to thank most cordially
the chairman and the secretary of the
Harbour Trust and the Chief Harbour-
master for the valuable service they
rendered me. As Minister, I could not
be expected to work out the position
unless I was faithfully served by the
heads of the different branches. The
member for Perth has said I increased
the charges in seone cases; 'but the
increases were to those sbips that had a
privilege 'and those that were coming in
at a. reduced price. Take the " Kent "
which landed 42 tons at at cost of £283
16s. 10d.; under the new system the
charge would be £36 2s. 7d., or a reduc-
tion of £48 16s. 3d. Anomalies like those
must be done away with. I will not go
farther with regard to the harbonr regu-
lations. 1 say it requires a strong man
who has some back-bone to tackle the
shipping companies, and place then) on a
proper footing. As to harbours, what do
we find in regard to Bunbury Harbour?
We find that there were repeated appli-
cations from wbarf iupers and the
member for the district, Mr. N. J. Moore,
for three or four years to place them
on some sort of sound footing by which
they could get the lumping on the wharf,
which they were justly entitled to.
I went do)wn there and inquired into
the matter, andi that harbour is now
on a satisfactory footing. These has not
been. one breathi of objection from either

*the employers or the employees. The
imember for JBunbury (51r. N. .1. Moore)
can, if he thinks I am misstating. correct
me. [Mn.. N. J. MOORE: Quite ight.]
The wives and famnilies of the workers at
Bunbury were practically starving. They
would hiave starved in many instances if
the storekeepers had not given them
credit, and who was doing the work?
Foreigners were doing it. The reguila-
tions permitted year after year foreigners
to go on these ships and do the lumping,
loading all the timber; whilst the genuine
workers of Bunbury could walk up and
down the jetty, and their wives and
children were, as I say, practically starv-
ing. When that position was laid before
me, I immediately had regulations drawn
up, putting Bunbury Harbour on a
similar footing to that of Fremantle. I
am not one of the Ministers of the late
Government cackling upon every adminis-
trative act I carried out as a hen cackles
over an egg, as if she performed some
great feat. I did work and was silent
atbout it. I was trying to organise the
department, and I endeavoured to organ-
isec it to the best of my ability. I may

Isay I got every help from my officers.
(MR. H airUAN: The hon. member
is doing a good deal of cackling now.]
1 am justified, after the way in which
I have been treated, in making a state-
mient in this House. I would like to tell
my friends that they are not in caucus
now; that if T had been similar to them
I would have been speaking at public

imeetings and denouncing certain people
wht'ther they were right or wrong, as my
friends were doing last Saturday night.
I am not that sort of man. I will say

iwhat T have to say in this House, rig'ht
up to the faces of those whom I say it
about. I was more than surprised when
I read the paper yesterday, and saw the
unfair and brutal manner in which my
hon. friend Mr. Moran, and the three
other Independents, were referred to by
my friends at those meetings. I say that
the actions of the four Independents at
that conference were fair, square, and
aboveboard; udions that could only have
been performed by hionourable and
straightforward. men. I assert that,
irrespective of what the other members
may say. [Interjection.] My friend the
member for Cue (Mr. Heitmann) thinks
he may be able by interjecting to
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somewhat lead me off the track. [MR.
HEITMAN: ITam not endeavourin to do
so.] The bon. member realises that I
am of a very nervous disposition; con-
sequently, of course, be is trying to do
so, I suippose. With reference to the
Harbour Works which were controlled
by the Colonial Secretary's department,
the Port Hediland barbour is in the elec-
torate of my friend the member for
Pilbarra (Mr. Isdell). That hon. gentle-
man was repeatedly making complaints
as to the way the jetty was run. The
jetty was let by contract and the contract
expired-I am speaking from memory-
last March, I think. I dealt with the
matter very fully and came to the con-
elusion that the Government should
run that jetty, not a contractor, and
give more satisfaction at Port Ried-land. I therefore put a man in
charge of that jetty. Until I left the
office everything was working splendidly,
and we were getting a handsome profit,
and so far as that branch of the Colonial
Secretary's Department is concerned,
whatever my friends on this side may
say to the contrary, I believe that the
administration has been satisfactory.
Theme have been no complaints, and the
people who are doing business with us
pay only for the business they do.
There are no shipping companies getting
any privileges now because they are big
companies and companies that are carry-
ing mails. All are to be on the one
footing. [Ma. HEITMARN: Nobody
ever questioned your administration.]
The hon. member said nobody ever ques-
tioned my administration. I assert it is
necessary I should make a statement to
this House. That is all I am doing. If
it jars on the ears of my hon. friend I
cannot help it. I would like to poiut
ont in reference to the Colonial Secem-
tary's Department, the reorganisation of
that department. I found there that
the medical department, the aborigines
department, and others were outside
that building, paying large rents. The
first opportunity I had I arranged they
should be brought into the public build-
ings, thus save rent, and be close to the
Colonial Secretary's office. Thathas been
arranged. I found also that the offices
of the Colonial Secretary's Department
were miserably pokey little places ; the
records clerks had not room to turn

round. Before leaving that office-I
may say again, with the able assistance
of my Under Secretary and my other
officers, and the courtesy of the Auditor
General and the Minister for Lands who
removed from their offices to suit the
arrangements which I desired to make,
and gave me every facility for doing
so, we were able to get in the Colonial
Secretary's LDepartment a record office
which will stand for all time, and which
is a credit to that department. I went
farther. In that department I found
there were 22 men doing accountancy
work in the various departments, and
just before leaving the office-and I sup-
pose my successor is carrying the work

ion-I a ppointed an accountant to have
the wholeof the accountancy work in the
Colonial Secretary's office under one
accountant. I dare say that work could
be done with five or six hands less than
before, because in some departments they
were not solely engaged in accountancy
work, and by having 10 or 11 men to do
the work, the other 10 or I11 men would
not be done away with, but there would
be at least five or six hands saved after
the reorganisation. I think, taking
these facts into consideration, that for
my short stay there 1 did as well as it was
possible for me to do. I may also say that
I took in hand the consumption ward at
Cooigardie. I had everything ready, and
had approved of tbe consumption ward
there, as it is recommended by the
medical men in this State as the best in
the cool months of the year, in the winter
months, for people suffering from that
disease. Unfortunately I was not able
to go on with it, as there was no vote
by which I could take the money,

Iand my friend the Colonial Treasurer
!was always anxious, like other Colonial
ITreasurers are, to save the money.
in discussing the matter with the
Treasurer, hie told me that we should
arrange for the money in this financial
year. The Treasurer may be able to say
whether that work is started. [THE
PREMIERAkND TREASURER: No.] I hope
my successor will without delay put it in
hand. I say, speaking fromn memory.
that an expenditure of from £2900 to
£1,000 will secure a building able to
aecom modate from 36 to 40 patients, with
perfect safety to the town of Coolgardie
and to the hospital. I have carefully gone
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into the matter, I have had the best
medical advisers in Perth, with ample
experience of this disease. Another item
that has caused much excitement is the
casualty ward, of which the member for
Boulder (Mr. Hopkins) spoke in this
debate. I visited the spot where the
ward is desired to be erected; and I say
unhiesitatingly that no person would
attempt to build a ward or leave anyI
patients iuj ured by a fall of earth or
other mining accident, in a ward on such
a site. It is situated in the centre of the
smoke, the fumes, the dust of the Golden
Mile, unless my friends have shifted their
site. The member for Coolgardie (Dr.
Ellis), who is a medical practitioner, and
other doctors, accompanied we from
Kalgoorlie, and I asked them whether they
would think it wise to leave patients
in a ward so situated. They replied,
"Decidedly not." I then received a
deputation, the members of which I say
ha no reason to give for the erection of
a casualty ward. There is a hospital at
Kalgoorlie. This hospital question has
been fought out in a formter Parliament.
I found from the various reports and
from the deputation, that this proposed
casualty Ward at Boulder was the
forerunner of a hospital at Boulder;i
and I say it is absurd to attempt to build
a hospital in that locality. I fought this
question right down to the round, not-
withstanding that the Golden Mile,
Kalgoorlie. and all the surrounding dis-
tricts are represented by Labour men.
What was I told by Labour people when
I went to Boulder? "You are aLabour
Government; we expect it from you.
We did niot expect it from Mfr. Hopkins
and his Government." I said, "1Your
requests are not just; and you cannot
have them granted by me. T do not
care if you are Labour people fifty times."
That was said by me at Boulder. Now
what do I find? The Premier and the
Minister for Works at that time (Hon.
W. D). Johnson) announced to the people
of Kalgoorlie, about five weeks ago, the
week before I left the Ministry, that they
would place a sum'on the Estimates for
this casualty ward. [MR. HEITMANN:
Did you make any objection?] I ob-
jected at the first opportunity. floes the
hon. member wean to tell me that the
'Ministers who made those statements on
the goldfields could expect to come to

Perth without being caused some trouble
hy me? My resignation was demanded;
and I suppose the trouble ceased. The
hon. member (Mr. Heitmaun) is very
persistent in interjecting; but his inter-
jections do not concern me. I now come
to a point in which he may he somewhat
interested , the purchase of the Midland
Railway. So far as the administration is
concern~ed I have finished; butlIwish to be
particularly clear on theMidland Railway
deal. That is one of the reasons which
caused me to say at that meeting of the
Independents and the Government that I
had no farther confidence in the Premier.
As to that I wish the House and the
county tobe perfectly clear. On the
1th January, I read a statement, in the

Perth Daily News, an evening paper,
to the effect that the Government
were about to purchase the Midland
Railway, and to do certain other things.
I thought that rather strange, as I had
not previously heard of it. I went to
the Premier; and when I reached his
office I found in it the gentleman who I
believe -wrote the article which appeared
in the Press; and I think the Premier
was chastising him for that article.
When the journalist came out I went int,
and said to the Premier, "Is there any-
thing in that Press statement regarding
the Midland purchase." He said, "No.
I am not doing anything in that." I
took that for granted, and the matter
ended. But a few days later the Premier
came down to Cabinet, and said that
representatives of the company were
anxious that the Government should
purchase the railway, and that he would
recommend Cabinet to have a valuation
made; that he did not know what the
company had to sell, neither did they
know themselves; and he pointed out
that it was necessary, before we could
purchase, to know what there was to
purchase. This was some time after the
13th January, the date of the Daily
News article. Needless to say, Ministers
agreed to that; and Cabinet decided as to
who should go to make the valuation, and
how they should be equipped. I did
most of the equipping. I thought then
that the conditions were as set forth,
that we were only sending valuators to
value the property which the Midland
Company were selling. We sent two
valuators, and 1 think the company sent
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olle. Alter I had lbeeu a week or ten
days out of the Ministry, T was asked
whether the Government intended to call
a special meeting of Parliament to deal
with the Midland purchase. I said
" No. I never heard of anything
of the kind." "Oh, what nonsense;
it is generally understood," said my
informant. I could do nothing in
the matter. I waited till the papers
were laid on the table of the House ,
showing the negotiations whic-h had
passed between Mr. Gardiner, represen-
tative of the companyv, and the Premier,
representative of the Government. I1 find
that on the file the first letter is dhated the
13th October, 1904, from Mr. Gardiner,
and it refers to another letter written byv
Mr. Gardiner and dated. the 11th October,
offering the lands and railway to the
Premier.

MR. H. BROWN: You infer that the
file is not complete?

MR. TAYLOR: I am not inferring
anything. 1 state what the file discloses.
The file discloses also a letter written by
Mr. Gardiner on the 25th October, 1904,
speaking as to the result of a conver-na-
tion with the Premier. The next letter
on the file was written by Mr. Gardiner
on the 2nd November, and it aid:-

I will be very pleased to receive the promised
letter, as my principalls are getting anions, as
it is three weeks since the offer was made.

Ma. MORAN: They are a bit more
annious now.

MR. TAYLOR: That is an extract
from the file. There are no answers to
the letters of the l3th October, 25th
October, and the 2nd November. The
next letter was written by Mr. Gardiner
on the 5th November, and it asked for
the promised letter " that it miqht come
to hand so that he might get the trans-
action advanced." The next letter was
the 3rd December. Mr. Gardiner wrote
Saying:-

My clients have waited more than patiently
for your promised communication.
Mr. Gardiner opened up these communi-
cations, the file discloses, on the 11th
October, and the first letter appearing on
the file, that of the 13th October, referred
to a letter written on the 11th, and Mr.
Gardiner continued writing until the
3rd December. On the Gth December
caet the Premier's answer, after Mr.
Gardiner had said in his letter of 3rd

December, "My clients have waited more
than patiently for your promised commu-
nication." The Premier Wrote-

Offer made to Mr. Gardiner of £1,250,000;
and will summon Parliament to deal with this
matter.
Thus the Premier on the 6th December
made an offer of £1,250,000 for the
property, and promised to recommend
his Excellency to summon a special meet-
ing of Parliament to deal with the pro-
position. On the 14th January I asked
the Premier whether the statement that
appeared in the Daily News at day or
so previously was correct, and he said
"No. I am not doing anything in the
matter." That is the reason why I
would not join a Cabinet led by this
Premier if there were Xeio,o00 a year
attached to it. I am perfectly justified
in the stand I have taken; and it is only
fair to myvself and to the people of this
country that they should know why a
man wlho has loyally served under the
Premier for ten months would not serve
under him again. 1 want to tell my
friends in this House that I am perfectly
satisfied to follow any gentleman of the
Labour party other than the Premier.
My loyalty to the Government for ten
months is sufficient evidence of my in-
tegrity. I sank too much of own per-
Sonial sand advanced ideas in order to jive
in harmony with the present Cabinet.
[MR. HEITTMANN: Why should you?]
Any man with sense knows that where
there are six or seven men whose delibera-
tions have to be decided upon by a
majority no one can get all he wants. I
appeal to my friends opposite, and I
appeal to the leader of the Opposition
who has been a Cabinet Minister for two
or three years, to bear out what I sy .
No Minister can get all his own way. I
I tried to get as much as I could, but I
broke down many of my principles because
of my loyalty to my party.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND RAIL-
WAS I should like to hear some of them.
I never heard of them.

MR. HEITMANN: You were absolutely
dumb in caucus, absolutely dumb.

MR. TAYLOR: I would like to tell my
friend that while I was a Cabinet Minister
there wats no necessity for me or any
other Minister to speak in QLucus in
defence of the Government. Caucus
was perfectly satisfied. There was never
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any necessity for a Minister to speak in
caucus. The Premier could lay matters
before caucus. He had caucus in the
palm of his band. There was never any
difficulty. I may say that if any member
tries to speak in caucus and does not
speak in the way some members want
him to speak, he needs to have a pretty
good force of character to make himself
heard. I need only refer to the attitude
of my friend the member for Cue. What
chance could I stand in caucus in uttering
my sentiments when the hon. member for
Cue has uo more respect for Mr. Speaker
than he has had to-night during my
remarks ? Voice the popular idea, and
of course you will know it. [A MINISTER:
On with ihe limelight!] I have outlined
the cause of my objection to following
the Premier. At caucus I accused the
Premier of this statement regarding the
Midland Railway. The Premier has
said to-night that personalities were
dealt with, or that caucus dealt with him
personally. This was the matter. When
I heard this information and was satis-
fied about it, though I bad no proof. I
asked the Premier whether these state-
ments which I have enumerated to-night
were true, and he said " No."

THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND RAIL-
WAYS: What is the statement in the
Press you refer to ? Read it.

MR. TAYLOR: The bon. member
knows well what it is.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND RAIL-
WAYS : What does it refer to ?

Mu. TAYLOR: To the Government

purchasing the Midland Railway or
taking an option on it.

Ma. BOLTON: Did not those negotia-
tions fall through ?

MR. TAYLOR: The hon. member says
they fell through. I know nothing about
that, but the Premier was treating with
the Midland Railway Co. and with Mr.
Gardiner, as is fully disclosed, unbeknown
to me. I say that as a member of that
Cabinet I was equally responsible with
any other Minister for the actions of the
Government while I was there. When
one is dealing with gentlemen like the
member for Cue, members can imagine
one's difficulty. All members have to do
is to watch the hon. member's attitude
to-night.

MR. HEITnxANN: You appareutly~ io
not like me ?

MR. TAYLOR: To justify my state-
ment as to being responsible for the
actions of the Government when I was a
member of the Ministry, I shall read to
the House the opinion of the Hon. W.
E. Hearn, QOC., M.L.C., on "The Gov-
ermnent of England, Its Structure and
Development." There is only one page
dealing with the position which I want
to place before this Chamber, and it 'nay
serve to educate my hon. friend the
member for Cue. Mr. Ream says:

The Cab iet of the present day may be
described as a Political Committee of the
Privy Council. As tha jndicial functions of
that ancient body are now exercised by a
committee specially organised for the purpose,
and as other committees have been in like
manner formed from, it for the exercise of
other parts of the prerogative, so the general
direction of all public departments and the
decision upon all important questions of
administration are now vested in a similar
committee. There is indeed a difference,
although not a material one, between the
Cabinet and the other committees to which I
have referred. The latter have a known right
and a statutable jiurisdiction. The growth of
the Cabinet bas been spontaneous, and its
powers and duties Ame fixed by custom. This
committee is nominated, like all other parts
of our Executive system, by the Crown, and
comprises the chief executive officers of all
the grat departments of State. Those officers
are members of either House of parliament,
and their opinions on the pressing questions
of the time agree generally with the opinion
of parliament, or at least of the House of
Commons. When this agreement ceases, they
make way for others who can fulfil this
essential condition. in accordance with the
advice of this body, however it be for the
time constituted, the King, while he retains
their Services, always acts. This advice, at
least on all important occasions, isthe result
of joint deliberation, is Communicated to the
King in a joint form or through their chief,
and is takes to be the advice of the collective
body. Each member of the Ministry, there-
fore, is responsible for all the proceedings of
the Ministry, and in like manner the collective
Ministry is bound by the acts of each of its
members. If any Minister is overruled on a
point on which he feels that he cannot submit
to the opinion of the majority he must resign.
If the Ministry feel that it is compromised by
the misconduct of a colleague, that colleague
must be immediately removed.
That is a very high authority on the
duties of Cabinet Ministers. I say that
I was unfairly treated by, the Premier.
I do not know whether the meinber for
Murchison or other Ministers were kept
in- the dark on this point, but I cannot
help remarking that it is rather strange
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that there were communications from the
Premier, covering a period from the 13th
of October till the 6th of December,
which I knew nothing of. I was more
than surprised, when that file was laid on
the table, to find that the Premier had
been negotiating on behalf of the Govern-
ment without his Cabinet Ministers being
aware of it.

THE MINISTER FOR MIN7ES AND RAIL-
WAYS: That is not correct. You were
not aware of it. Say, " I was not aware
of it."

Mu. TAYLOR: I say, I was not aware
of it. I suppose the Minister fur Mlines
will find some excuse.

MR. HlEITJIAHN: Disappointed Minis-
ters.

Mu. TAYLOR: I was not informed,
and 1 think it was unfair, ungentlemanly,
and not the action of a man who trys to
lead a party. especially a democratic
party, whose desire according to the r
ideals is to carry on the best formi of
Government for the people of the State.
Whilst such things occur in Cabinet we*
shall not get the best Cabinets. The
Premier should have informed his
Miniters before plunging the State into
a debt of X1,250,000 or £1,600,000.

THE MINISTER FORL MINES AND RAIL-
WyA: So he did.

MR. TAYLOR: With reference to the
last flotation, that was completed a day or
so before I left the Ministry.

MR. HEITMARqN: I would not tell any-
body.

Mu. TAYLOR: I am not ashamed to
tell anybody. I will tell the truth no
matter what happens. Whet-lier the loan
is successful or not, according to the law
in relation to Cabinets I am 'responsible
as a Minister for its Success or otherwise;
and when I find f romn the Premier's words,
and the words of the leader of the Opposi-
tion, that the Premier made a technical
blunder, practically illegal some members
say

Tuu MINISTER FpOR Wongts: Do you
regard the leader of the Opposition as a
sitandard authority?

Mu.. TAYLOR: I am not accepting
him as a standard authority; but I say
the leader of the Opposition in his attack
told. the Premier what I have said. And
when the Premier replied, he said -lie
in ght have committed a technical blunder

or done sowething illegal, but that it was
in the interests of the State.

THE PREMIER: That is not correct. I
never said anything at all1 about a
blunder.

Mn. TAYLOR: The Premier said,
when replying, that in whatever way he
had floated the loan, whether there had
been a technical blunder or not, he was
responsible.

THE PREMIER: I ask, if the hon.
member wishes to quote me, to quote me
correctly. Such an expression as he
refers to " a technical blunder " was not
referred to by the leader of the Opposi.
tion or mysef.

THE: MINSRn FOR MINES ANrD RA[L-
WAYS: Have another try.

Mn. TAYLOR: I am not allowed to
quote f romn Ransard, but I think I am in
order in refreshing my memory. I be-
lieve that before I resume my seat I shall
find in the Premier's speech the words I

ihave attributed to him. I find the
Premier said, "If I have committed a
technical breach of the law, I am quite

*prepared to take the responsibility of it
if the House is not prepared to justify
me." Therefore the Fremier practically
owned up to a technical blunder.

Tws PREMIER: I object entirely to
the hon. member saying any such thing.
I ask him to use my words, and my
words only.

MRt. TAYLOR: Whatever the Premnier
says, I desire to state that as a member
of the Government I should have been
informed as to the negotiations with
reference to that loan. That is the
reason I have very strong objections to
the Premier, and I cannot resume my
scat without saying that the treatment
meted out to Mr. Holmnan, who in the
old Parliament stood -up for those whom
he represented, was scandalous on the

*part of his leader. E do not know the
attitude mny friend takes on this point;
but I say the Premier was deeply
Sensible of the fact that Mr. Holman
was going to visit his electors. I

*heard Mr. Hoirnan say, - I am
going to my electorate on Thursday.
If there aire any announcements to make,
they can be made at the meetings."
The Premier and other Ministers said
"No," and the bon. member went

up. What was the resulte On the
Monday his resignation was wired for,

[ASSEMBLY.1 Amendments.
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without his knowing what was the
cause or anything else. That was treat-
mnent which the leader of the Opposition
said, I think, he would not mete out to a
dog. T will not sit down without making
a few remarksa with reference to the
coalition. I want to say here that I
offered no objection, nor do I offer any
objection now, to the Labour party enter-
ing into an honourable alliance with
their friends the Independents, who sup-
ported us since we have been a Govern-
ment in this country. The demand in
reference to the Independents having au
honorary position in the Cabinet was just.
I want to say that to my knowledge there
has been no desire on the part of the
Independents to take a portfolio which
carried remuneration.

MR. THOMAS : They refused to take
it.

MR. TAYLOR: They have refused,
and the statements which have been made
in the Press in that p~articular have been
unfair. The faithful statement road out
by my friend the member for Dundas
(Mr. Thomas) to-night will, I think,
make that. clear. I reluctantly decided
that I would agree to an alliance with
tbe Independents and the Labour party;
but I said then, as the Independents and
the Labour party will bear me out, that
if the whole of the Labour party were
satisfied with an alliance, and would
pledge themselves to go solidly and have
no quarrelling and bickering like there
had been since the last reconstruction,
the June reconstruction, and would be
satisfied to work, 1 would support the
Government.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND RAIL-
WAYS: You are not correct there.

MR. GREaORY: The condition %as
there.

Mu. TAYLOR: But I said, "I will
not give that. blind support to the present
leader that I could give to any other
leader, for I have no confidence, and I
will question every act that he brings
down. I will support the Government
with the present leader leading it, re-
serving to myself the right to criticise
from this seat."

THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND RAIL-
WAYS: You said " harass."

bin. TAYLOR: My criticisms may be
construed by the member for Kalgoorlie
as " harass." I said my criticisms would

be very scathing at times. There is no
doubt they will.

MR. HEITMANN : "Harass" was the
word.

MEL. TAYLOR: Well, -,Barris," if
my friend is married to " Harris." I say
I reserved to myself the right to criticise
the Government while led by the present
Premier.

M R. HEITMANN: If I Were a lady-
Mn. TAYLOR: If you were a lady

your sex would be ashamed of you.
Ithank heaven the lion, member is not a
lady! WF- have sufficient to carry in his
belonging to our sex. I certainly want
to make clear the poinf to which I have
referred. I suppose 1 shall be attacked
by my friends in the country. I want to
make clear that I reluctantly decided
upon any alliance. I believe the Labour
party should be a Labour party. But in
view of the experience of my friends on
the Independent benches for 12 months,
and the loyal support they gave to the
Government, we are perfectly justified
in forming a sensible aliaince with
them, and that; alliance was as out-
lined to-night, one of the Independents to
hold an honorary position in the Cabinet.
As to the conditions that I should
be reinstated, and that Mr. Holman
should have the refusal of a portfolio
owing to his ill-health and that he should
be Whip, the statement read out is
absolutely true. Members may laugh,
but they ought to laugh less and be
more honest in their statements to this
House as to what took place. I believe
that the Labour party can form an
alliance with their friends on this side
of the House and carry on the govern-
ment of this country in a manner which
will be creditable to themselves and
honourable to the State and to those they
represent; but by no stretch of imagi-
nation as Labour men can they enter into
any coalition with my friends on the
opposite side, without completely degrad-
ing the Labour movement.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Give us
your opinion of the action taken by this
side in regard to the coalition.

MR. TAYLOR: That is what I desire
to say on the subject. I opposed such
coalition in caucus at every stage, and I
will do so at every stage. I will oppose
it on the platform of this country in
every centre I go to later on. So far as
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I am concerned, I will not consent to a
calition with the Oppositton. All we
have to do is to think of the letter read
out by the Minister for Lands against
the leader of the Opposition, who by no
means is a political friend of mine. We
have been political opponents of the
bitterest class in the old days. and bave
been in this case. I have respect for the
hon. gentleman's opinions, and he nd
I are friends outside Parliament, but
when we come to politics we have been
alway s hostile. We have had a letter
read out which places the leader of the
Opposition in a bad light because he said
three or four years ago that he was pre-
pared to consent to the Labour plat-
form.

MR. GREGORY: 0 no, he did not!
ME. TAYLOR: Well, he was prepared

to assist the platform, or something in
that way. I am speaking from memory.

THE PREmiER: That is rather a credit
to him.

MR. TAYLOR: The Premier Says it is
rather to his credit. It was read out as
having the most damaging influence;
and we find that the Government are
prepared to go to the leader of the Oppo-
sition to save them from going to the
electors. The Government, in their
initiative, must have had a desire to
coalesce or they would never have called
the caucus meeting and appointed four
of their delegates to meet them and treat.
The terms offered barred the coalition.
It was not the objection of my friends
on the Government side to work with the
Opposition. It was only a matter of
conditions. I assert that the Labour
movement has, had its last shock, when
we find the Labour Government, a Gov-
ernment which boasts of being a Labour
Government, a Government which boasts
of having had little or no communication
with the Independent', who have sup-
ported their policy without interfering
with them, when we find a Labour Gov-
ernment composed of all Labour men
ready to go, at a crisis of this mature, to
the leader of the Opposition when
there is a no-confidence motion followed
up by an amendment. The Govern-
ment finding there was no alterna-
tive but to go to the country or
coalesce, tried to form an alliance with
the Independents, and they failed, and
then they went over to their enemy.

Chuck up the sponge, and take over the
enemy! I was never associated with
that kind of politics, and 1 hope I never
shall be. If I cannot represent the people
of Mt. Margaret and speak my mind in
this Chamber and at caucus meetings,
then I shall let someone else represent
those people.

MR. HEITMANN: You were dumb for
ten months.

Ms.. TAYLOR: Well, I am not dumb
now. I should like to tell the hon. member
that I had no occasion to raise my voice
at those caucus meetings. The Premier
held the caucus in the palm of his band;
and the other Ministers had nothing to
say. I appeal to those Ministers to
state whether there was any necessity for
Ministers to speak at caucus meetings.

*There was no opportunity; but now
there is any quantity of opportunity.
Undoubtedly7 the alleged unity is all
moonshine.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES AND
*RAILWAYS: On your part.

M a. TAYLOR: I exhibited my loyalty
to my party by my silence, knowin~g as r
knew the treatment 1 received from its
leader. 1 ask fair-minded people in this
country whether I have not acted loyally
to my party during the last five or six
weebs, when, bad I desired, I could have
filled columns in the Press. [Mu.
HEITMANN: What was the price of your
loyalty ?] My price was the welfare of
the Labour movement. My loyalty is
beyond question. I have represented
the workers in tighter places than in
Parliament; and I amr prepared to do
SO again. [AIR. HEInrANx: You have
misrepresented them in Parliament.] I
have not. That is for them to judge.
The Labour people k-now whether I
misrepresent them. I could not have
taken the stand I took three years ago,
fighting the Government of the day and
certain members of the Labour party,
and could not have done it so success-
fully, being returned unopposed at the
next election, had I not possessed the
confidence of my electors. Will any man
say that if I had not faithfully and well
represented the people, I should have
been treated in that way, nothwithstand-
ig that I had the Government of the

country and five Labour men stumping
the electorate against me ? [THE Mi~is-
TER FOR MINES: You wilt be opposed
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next time.] I may. be opposed ; but I am
prepared to say I will meet with the
same success as I met with last time.
Now I will thank members-[THE
MINISTER FOR MINES: For a6 patient
hearing.]-if the Minister desires it
should be considered patient, I will not
oppose his wish. I hope I have made
my position clear. I feel confident that
there is no time in the history of the
politics of Western Australia, or of any
part of the Commonwealth, when there
was such a political crisis as there is here
to-day' . I say it is necessary that mem-
bers on this (Government) side of the
House should make their position clear;
because I am perfectly satisfied that the
electors who returned Labour members
to Parliament are thoroughly dissatisfied
with the later developments of the last
week, in respect of the negotiations with
tbe Opposition.

On motion by MR. FouLsEs, debate
adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at six minutes

to 11 o'clock, until the next day.

Wednesday, 26th July, 1905.
PAGER

Business postponed.....................879
Adjournent, . fortnight....................579

THE ACTING PRESIDENT took the

Chair at 4-30 o'clock p.m.

PRAYTERS.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY, PRESENTATION.
THE ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon.

H. Briggs) reported that, in accordance
with the instruction of the House, be
bad presented to the Governor the
Address I n repl y to His Excellency's
opening Speech and tbat His Excel-

lency had been pleased to return the
following answer:-
MR. AcTiNe PRESIDENT AND GENTLEMEN OF

THE LEGaISLATIVE CQUNmL1,-
1 thank you for your Address in reply to the -

Speech with which I opened Parliament and
for your expressions of loyalty to His Most
Gracious Majesty the King.

FRED. G. D). BEDrORD, Governor.
Government Rouse, Perth, 22nd July, 1905.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the COLONIAL SECRETARY: 1,

Twenty-ninth Annual Report of the De-
partmient of Land Titles, being that for
the Year 1904. 2, Report and Returns
in accordance with Clauses 54 and 83 of
the Government Railways Act, 1904-
Quarter ended 30th June, 1905. 3, The
Inspection of Machinery Act, 1904-
Regulations.

MIDLAND RAILWAY AND LANDS,
REPORT.

On motion by the Hon. J. W. HACKETT,
the adjourned debate on the motion for
production of the full report of the board
of inquiry into the extent and value of
the Midland Railway and lands was
farther adjourned until the next Tuesday.

BILL POSTPONWED.
Bill for amending the F'ertilisers and

Feedingstulf a Act was also farther post-
poned.

ADJOURNMENT.
On formal motion by the COLONIAL

SECRETARY, the House adjourned for a
fortnight.


