2134 Spur Budlwey. [ASSEMBLY.) Railway Workshops.
Legislatibe Hssembly, Tae PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. The
Government ure not of the vpinion that
Tuesday, 9th October, 1906. there is likely to beany great loss to the
— Pace | COUDLTY Dby the construction of the
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Bill : Permanent Reserves Dedication, LK.
Land Act Amendment, Com, resumed, pro-
gress . ... 2163
Motion : Roilway Workabops Inquiry, Mr, Bolton's
Clarges, Royal Commission's Findings,
debate . 2184

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock p.m.

PrAYERS.

QUESTION—SOUTH PERTH FERRY,
NEW JETTY.

Mg, H. BROWN, without notice,
asked the Minister for Works: Has the
Government refused the South Perth
Ferry Company storage for wood and
workshop accommodation at the new
jetty at the foot of Barrack Street?

Tae MINISTER FOR WORES re-
plied: For some time past the South
Perth Ferry Company, as an act of grace,
has been allowed tv store wood on the
foreshore near its jetby; but since the
reclamation works aud the construction
of the new jetty at the foot of Barrack
Street, it has been felt desirable that no
wood piles or workshops should be per-
mitted in a place which has been so much
improved. ~ Other facilities have been
offered to the company, which it has
refused. An attempt is being made to
make what has been a privilege into a
right.

QUESTION—KATANNING-KQJONUP
RAILWAY.

Mer. H. BROWN asked the Premier:
1, In view of the large loss which the
country wmay possibly sustain by the
construction of the Katanning-Kojonup
Railway (as per report of the Engineer-
ing Surveyor dated 7th May 1906, and
the Engineer-in-Chief dated 27th April
1906), 1s it the intention of the Govern-
ment to complete this railway ? 2, Ts it
heing constructed within the Lmit ap-
proved by Parliament ¥ 3, If not, why
not?

the limit of deviation is about 50 chains,
This was necessary to obtain a gradient
of 1in 60,

QUESTION—STORAGE CONCESSIONS,
FREMANTLE.

Mzr. BUTCHER asked the Premier:
What special concessions, if any, have
beea granted to werchants and importers
for the storage of imports by the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust ?

Tae PREMIER replied: In cases
over which merchants and importers have
go contrel, such as where goods have
been held for Customs inspection or
Government analysis, or when holidays
supervene, an extension of the prescribed
free period of 48 hours after landing has
been granted.

BILL—PERMANENT RESERVES DEDI-
CATION.

Introduced by the PrEmier, and read
a first time.

MOTION—RAILWAY WORKSHOPS
INQUIRY.

MR. BOLTON'S CHARGES.
COMMISSION'S FINDINGS—DEBATE.

Tue PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore) :
In taking into consideration the report
which was presented to this House on
Wednesday last, and which has since
been printed and is now in the hands of
members present, I feel sure that the
predominating feeling amongst members
generally must be one of gratification
that the inquiry iote the charges made
against certain  public officers has re-
sulted in those officers cnerging irium-
phant from the tribunal without a shadow
of a reflection on their personal character
or conduct as public officials, and I will
not exempt from that feeling the hon.
member who was largely responsible for
this inquiry being held. He, T feel sure,
must to a certain extent feel relieved at
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the result of the ingniry. Specia) interest
has been aroused througbout the State
in regard to this commission of iuquiry,
concerning us it did the characier of
officials controlling the largest depart-
ment of the pubhic service controlling
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some 6,700 officials and responsible for the

carriage of a large number of persons
annuaily over our railways, as well us the
collection of sume £1,634,000 of our
revenue, and for the expenditure of
£1,201,000. It was felt, and members
must realise, that however incompetent
any officer may be, however wanting in
tact, that it is essential the officers
controlling such an important depart.

ment must be worthy the confidence not *

only of theGovernment and of Parliament
but also of their subordinates and of the
people of the State generally. I would
not suggest for a moment that the
hon. member who was responsible
for this inguiry was actuated by any
unworthy motive, but I do say that he
neglected to take the precaution
satisfy himself that the churges which he
made werg based on fuct; and it is much
to be regretted that this was so. The
remarks of the hon. member on that
oceasion are within the memory of those
members of the House who are now pre-
sent, aud I am voicing the unanimous
opinion of the House, I consider, when 1
say it was one of the most regrettable
incidents that have occurred in this
House. The hon. member made deliber-
ate charges of theft and conspiracy
against men occupying some of the most

to |

important positions in the public service

of this State; and the hon. member in
support of his statements said that if
these papers were placed on the table of
the House they would disclose some very
startling facts. The Minister for Rail-
ways promised that these papers wonld
he made available the following duy ; but
despite the fact that these papers did not
substantiate in any way the charges
which were made, the hon. mecmber
neither retracted nor withdrew his state-
ment. The Government therefore decided
to appoint a Royal Commission to inquire
into the charges which bhad been wade
against these officials. :

Me. BoLrox: A most unfair way of
putting it.

Tre PREMIER: A Judge of the
Supreme Court wag appointed, one of
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whose impuartiality there was not 1he
slightest doubt. At this tribunal the
hon. member was given every opportunity
of proving the facts which he had stated
in the House, This be undoubtedly failed
to do. The Commissioner in his report
SIYS :—

I have no hesitation in saying that there is
not the slightest foundation for the charges
made against Mr. George, Mr. Short, Mr.

Julius. or any other high oficial in the Rail-
way Department.

Although this is a complete vindication ag
to the charges against these officials, it
must not be forgotten that those rela-
tives near and dear to them have suffered
a certain humiliation as a result of
the charges made hy the hon. member in
this House, charges which had no basis
mm fact. The first duty of that hon.
member, T take it, was to be absolutely
certain that the information which he
had was based on facts. It is unfor-
tunate that he did not satisfy himself in
this respect. The whole facts of the
case, as regards the inquiry, are well
known to members, and T do not think it
is necessary for me to reiterate them. I
certainly think, however, that something
is due to those officers who have been so
humiliated. T therefore propose to move
in the direction of asking the House to
place on recerd its approval of the finding
of the Commission, und its vegret that
the hon. member did not make full
inquiry before making the charges which
he did in this House. When the hon.
member moved—

That all pupers and reports dealing with
the departmental inquiry, dismissal, and
prosecution of certain officers of the Railway
Department Workshops, in January last, for
alleged making use of Government material
and doing private work in Government time,
be laid upon the table of the House—

he stated that he moved this motion
principally from bis belief that there had
been a policy of hush carried on by the
Commissioner, and possibly by the
Minister, although he suid he had no proof
of that. He referred to certain arlicles
which appeared in an evening mnews-
paper, and said the peculiarity of the
thing was that while it came tfo the ears
of the public like a bombshell it died just
us suddenly; that evidently if the Gov-
ernment dropped ihe affair as they did,

. they considered it was dapgerous to
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farther inguire into the statement. He

farther went on te say:—

I will convince them that higher officials
were implicated, not suggested to be im-
plicated but actually implicated, with this
surreptitious work.

He stated—

It brings me to this statement that
I believe the Commissioner knew this to be a
fact; and if the Minister for Railways did not
know, it wag his duty to find out.

He farther stated—

I am certaiply of opinion that the Commis-
sioner knows that certain individuals were
implicated. If he does not, I say that evidence
¢an be produced that furniture is now in the
houses and windmills are in the gardens of
high officials, and that they were made in
Government time out of Government material
and by Government servants. If the Commis-
sioner did not know it hefore, he knows it now
and should take some action.

The hon. member stated in conclusion—

There is only needed an impartial inguiry,
or an inquiry in which we ¢an have at least
some faith, to prove that at the present
moment there are furniture and windmills and
motor or steam lnunches fitted with Govern-
ment materials, made in Government time by
Government workmen, in the private houses
of officials of the Railway Department.

The Minister for Railways, in reply to the
hon. member, stated : — *

I heard that the hon. member intended to
move this motion; aad I asked him, becsuse
I heard that he intended to make rather
demaging statements, to go to the Railway
Department to examine the papers and to see
whether there was anything serious in those
papers before he made any such statements
here. Apparently the hon. member did not
want to be satisfied that the charges were
groundless; and I believe that nearly every
word of the allegation will be proved to be
absolutely gronndiess.

In his reply, the hon. member said :—

I did not bring the cage before the House to
blacken any man’s character. It may reem a
bit hard to some oflicers, bot I claim that when
this matter has heen finally settled these
officers should think well of me, and will
probably take my hand and say “The charges
which have hung over me for some time I am
row clear of,” and instead of getting some-
what flecy, as the Minister did, they will he
able fo thauk m> if the resnlt has been to clear
them of a stigma which has rested on them for
50 long.

In regard to the report of the Royal
Commission, it is briefly summed up.
Mr Bolton admitted that the Hansard
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report wusg correct, that the high official:
veferred to were Messrs George, Short
and Julius, and that be lmew nothing o
his own knowledge about the charges
The charge against Mr. George was tha
of suppressing knowledge that be bad o
the misconduct of Mr. Short, of Mr
Julins, and of Foreman Baker. The
charges against Mr. Short were that h
had had certain repairs done to his
launch, and a hattery fitted by men whe
were employed and paid by the Govern
ment, and that he bad had a dinner
wagon made at the Government Work
shops.  Tie charges against Mr. Jultu
were that he had had some orvamenta
turning done and furaiture painted anc
polished by Government servants i
Government time. These churges wen
proved to be unfounded. There wa
consequently no misconduct on the par
of Mr. Short or Mr. Julius, the know
ledge of which could be suppressed by
Mr. George. As to the Baker ease, th
Royal Couunissioner said : —

I am satisfied, after hearing the evidence o

the Solicitor General, that he was responsibl
for the procedure adopted,

Again the Royal Commissioner said :—

I am unable tn find anything to snpport th
suggestion that these ncts were connived o
or done by the high officials, or that any me
bave heen dismissed because they have givel
information. After carefully considering th
verbal evidence, and reading n mass of doen
mentary evidence, much of which seemed t
be quite irrelevant, but which I thought migh
possibly give me the clue to some materin
information, I have no hesitation in sayiny
that there is not the slightest foundation fo
the charges made sgainst Mr. George, Mr
Short, Mr Julius, ov any other high official i
the Railway Departinent.

So there was a complete exoneration
The hon. member no doubt was influ
enced to some extent possibly by som
of the sensational statements made in th
Press in conmection with the railwa;
worksbops; no doubt they were to :
large extent a factor in inducing him t
take action in denouncing what be, 1
my opinion, honestly thought was
scandal ; but admitting the excellence o
the hon. member's intention, it did no
absolve bin from undertaking the fulles
inquiries before making them int
charges which were cruel and shocking
and which inflicted on nen who wen
precluded by virtue of their position
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from taking the ordinary steps to defend
themselves against aspersions of such a
character.

Mx. BoLrox:
ment.

Tre PREMIER: I am satisfied that
the House shares with me in any regret
that these statements should have been
made so strongly and without better
foundation. As public men we recognise
that our actions are often misconstrued,
and I think we should rejoice on this
occasion that we are able to express onr
belief in the integrity and honesty of
those persons whose chaacters and con-
duct have been inquired into. Let us
always remember that old quotation —

Who steals my purse steals trash
Buf he who filches from me my good nune

Robs me of that which not enriches him,
And makes me poor indeed.

Another unfair state-

deed to me to see the upavimity with
which members on all sides of the House

[9 Ocrosen, 1908.]
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public service will be upheld if the House
supports the motion which I now feel it
my duty to submit:—

That this House, having considered the

report of the Royal Commission appointed to
inguire into the serious charges made against

. certain officials in the Railway Department,

weleomes the complete vindication of the
character of the Comuwmissioner of Railways
and his officers as conveyed in the finding of
the Commissioner, and expresses its deep regret
that the member for North Fremantle should,
under the protection of the privileges of
Parliament, have made accusations of such a
seriong nature without having the slightest
foundation for them.

Mr. T. WALKER (Kanowna): T
feel greut diffidence in approaching this
question.  Two things especially are
dangerous: first, saving toeo much and

' being misunderstood; and next, saying

_ too little and not placing the matter
Only last week it was very pleasing in--

sprang to their feet to defend what they -

considered was to some extent an asper-
sion upon the character of a high official
in connection with the public service of
the State; and that 1s as it should be.
We should remember that as far as pos-
sible we should endeavour to temper our
cxpressions with moderation. Let us
not forget that he who circulates a false
statement is equally guilty with those
who originate it.

Mg. TaYLOR :
is false.

Tue PREMIER: 1T say, provided be
knows it is false. WhitI endeavoured to
impress on membersisthenecessity tomake
sure of their foundation hefore damaging
statements are made in this House. State-
ments are sometimes made in the heat of
the moment which inflict pain on per-
sons absolutely free from guilt in
respect of the charge made against
them. I have npothing farther to
add, except that it has been suggested
that drastic steps should be taken in con-
nection with the result of this inquiry we
are now discussing.

Me. Bouron: Suggested by whom ?

Tae PREMIER: I do npot say it
has been suggested by responsible in-

Provided he knows it

* the

dividuals, but it has been suggested that

certain extreme steps should be laken.
However, I think that the honour of this
House and of Parliament and of the

¢learly before the public and this House.
There is one thing I must congratulate
the Premier upon, and that is the mild-
ness and the geveral tendency towards
charitable comsideration, if charity be
needed, towards the hon. member for
North Fremantle. 1 am pleased he has
not aceepted those drastic suggestions
that have been tendered, I trust by
no mentber of this House; and I
must  congratulate him  alse on the
evident carefulness with which he has
endeavoured te place the case before
House; bat at the same time,
perbaps owing to lack of memory or
a loosening of his grip on the facts, he
has not been Fair to the member for
North Fremantle in stating the sequence
of the case. For instance the Premier
has wade ont that the member for North
Fremantle brought deliberate charges, as
charges from himself, against certain
high officials. Now I lieard the speech
of ‘the member for North Fremantle,
others heard it,and T aw sure they would
have taken from it the impression I took
frow, it, namely that what the wember
for North Fremantle said in effect was
this: that certain charges had been
made; that these charges wer> current;
that they had already been expressed in a
public print of the State, and they were
were also spoken at the very street
corners—I do not know whether he made
use of that expression, but his meaning
wus thal everybody waus listening to these
charges; that such charges should not
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be allowed to hang over such public
servants ; and that it was the duty of the
Government to investigate the charges,
in order, if possible, to vindicate those
very officers. And the quotation the
Premier made in his speech just now
bears me out. The hon. member for
North Fremantle, according to the state-
ment of the Premier —the cuotation is
from Hansard I believe—stated that “the
officials wonld have canse perhaps, after
the inquiry was made, to take him by the
hand and thank bim for having made the
speech he did.” If that be the correct
position, if that be true--and it is on
record —then why the necessity in this
motion for this appurent censure P If to
clear these officers of these charges was
the object of the hon. member for North
Fremantle, as expressed and quoted by
the Premier in these words—

It may scew a bit hard to some officers, but
I claim that when this matter has been finally
settled those officers should think well of me,
and will probably take me by the hand and
say “ The charges which have hung over me
for some time 1 am now clear of,” and instead
of getting somewhat fiery, as the Minister did,
they will be able to thank me if the result has
been to clear them of the stigma which bhas
rested on them Eor so long—

what wrong is there in a. motive of thau
kind 7 How can any mortal man with
sense clamour for drastic measnres
against one who woves for an iuquiry
that these characters may be cleaved if
necessary ¥ That is the position of the
member for North Fremantle. Farther-
more, the Fremier scarcely stated the
facts correctly when he stated that the
Royal Commission was appoiated be-
cause the hon. member refused to retract
or declined to retract. [Mgz. BorTon:
Hear, hear.] I fancy I heard every-
thing in connection with this mnatter, and
that is not correct. [Mr. JoHwsoN:
Hear, hear.] The facts are these. The
hen. member moved for the papers.
There was some hesitation at first, some
debate as to their necessity or otherwise.

TeE MINI1sTER FOR BAtnways: Where
from ?

Mr. WALKER: I suppose from the
hon. the Minister in the first instance.

Tue Minister : No.

Mr. WALKER: T beg the hon. mem-
her’s pardon. The first time this matter
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took the stand that these were mere
ramoars, and not worthy of notice.

Tue Minister rorR Raimnwavs: You
suid there was some objection to the pro-
duoction of the papers. .

Mr. WALKER: T thank the lon.
member for the correction. It was 1n

counection with & farther statement.
It is with that T am dealing. U
is not with the production of the

papers, but with the subsequent step.
It was after Mr. George had himself
spoken and expressed some opinions on
the matter that the Minister for Railways
took upon himself. and rightly T think,
the full responsibilifty of appointing w
commission ; not because the hon. member
had refused to back down or unything
else, but because these charges were to be
sifted to the utmost. I do not blame the
Minister for taking that course, but it is
wrong to say that such o course was
taken becanse the hon. member would not
ratract or back down. That is not the
position. He never was asked to do it.
[1 was never suggested that he should do
it, and I do not think it oconrred to the
hon. member to do it, because what he
did desire was this investigation. And
now I want to go one step farther
Although this investigation has absolutely
cleared the characters of the persons men-
tioned, it is, I venture to assert with all
respect, scarcely the thing to say that
there was no foundation whatever for the
action taken by the hon, member. T am
qnite convineed that when the Premier
looks at it calmly, and when all the ex-
citement of the matter has died away, he
will see that he was wrong. There was
very much foundation for it. I do not
wish for one moment to detract from the
triumpbantvictory Mr. George, Mr. Julius,
and Mr. Bhort have obtained. They are
entitled to it under all the circumstances.
But without I hope being misunderstood,
T say that the investigation was scarcely
salisfactory. In the first place, what was
the conduct of the Government towards
the hon. member? He simply wanted an
inquiry and they wanted to make him
prosecutor ; and the Judge in this very re-
port from which the Premier quoted ex-
plains to us a good deal of the difficulty in
which the hon, member for North Fre-

was broached the Minister for Railways [ mauntle was placed.
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Tue PreEMier: But did
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not  the

Minister ask him to look at the papers .

before he made the charges ¥

Mr. WALEER: Such charges as be
did wake he made. He touk this stand,
rightly or wrongly, and I hope he will
not be misunderstood or misrepresented
on this point, that these charges werenot

of his creating, and it was the duty of °

the Government to investigate thew and
not for him to do so. That is the
position be took up all through. When
the papers were there, they did present
some features that might require in-
vestigation, a.nd he took this ground all
along: “It is not my business; I am
sunplv doing the work of one who draws
the attention of the responsible Govern-
ment of the State to the charges that are
afloat about the officers, and it is the
duty of the Government to make the
investigation fully and completely and
not make me a public prosecutor in the
matter”” The Government in the first
instance placed him or endeavoured to
place him in that false position, and I
regret to say that is repeated in this very
motion, or at least in the speech of the
Premier to.day. ‘The hon. memher is
made to appear as a prosecutor, as
persecutor in fact, and sympathy is
extended to the others because of the
action of the hon. member. T want
members to know from the facts which
are evident that the member for North
Fremantle pever tonk thal, position; and
I was going to quote from what the
Judge said, but 1 think members are
familiar with that. The Judge practically
says that Mr. Bolton had no charges of
his own, and no one—and this is a point
—to present his ¢ase for him. All of us
are familiar with Mr. Bolton, and we
know his abilities and his failings;
we know what we may expect
from him. But I think that whilst
we may give him every credit for the
energy and honesty he dlsp]aved in the
prosecution of his purpose and helping

must say he is not so qualified as one
might desire to take charge of » case of
this importance and ploperlv wass his
evidence and conduct the proceedings,

w o

_ evidence,

and in every way to make the best of Lhe

features of the ecase as a trained lawyer
would, He asked for a lawyer. He
asked for the assistance of the Crown,
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and it was the Crown’s work to help bim
to place his case and have it properly
conducted so that there shouid be no
failure to give the evidence that was re-
quired on one side or the other. But be
was denied that privilege, and although
it, wus the Clovernment’s inquiry it was
made to appear to be his. He had no
lawyer, and naturally enough he was not
ahle—I say it frankly—to do the work as
it would have boen done if the best legal
talent had occupied the place where
he was.

Tur MivisTer For RaiLways:
might have substantiated it ?

Mr. WALEKER : I am not saying any-
thing of that kind ; DHutT assert that svine
of that evidence—and it is only fair to
the hon. member that these facts should
he broyght out—was exceedingly unsatis-
factory as it was presented to his Honour
the Judge. For instance, take for a
moment the evidence of the man Flint in
reference to that aviary. There is the
evidenece of Deary, and 1 would point
that out first with regard to this aviary.
I want to read what an independent
outside witness says npon the point:—

He

Would you make such an aviary for £10#- -
No; I would want double that sum. Of course
that is a guestion which is out of my line. I
am a cocper, and [ onty work in onk in its
natural state.

Wag there oalk in this aviary ¥—I could not
say what wood was in it

Did you cver hear any talk in Altfield
Btreet nbout this aviary, or as to how Fiint
made it?—Am [ compelled to answer that
question ?

And he does not answer that question.
Mr. Justice McMillan asked a ques-
tion:—

What did he say about the aviary P—The

aviary was simply sent to me for sale just pre-
vious to ¥lint leaving for Midland Jurction.
That was in Junuary, 12 months ago,
ohserve,

Did he say he made it himself *—Yes.

Did he say when he had made it 7—He had

. . 1 just completed it.
the Government to make the inquiry, all ' ? v

That is 12 months ago. TLet us see what
Mr. Flint says upon that point, and
observe the nnsatisfactory nature of the
He was asked :(—

What was the rough value of the aviary you
had in Fremantle 3—"Thivty shillings or £2.
Qbserve that enormous contradiction.
Opne man would not make it for £20, and
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the other when he is asked says 30s. or
£2. Then he is asked : —

What would the glass in that aviary be
worth?~I do not remewber that there was
any glass.

Again—
What class of woud was used in it >—I can-

not remember.
Who made it *—TI did.

[ASSEMBLY.)

‘Who did the turning >—There was no turn- -

ing upon it.

Where did you get the wood with which to |

make it —I don’t remember.

Then you cannot produce any receipts for
timber or glass P—I cannot say.

Was there any American oak in this aviary ?
—1I do not remember using any American ocak.

What timber did you use in this aviary °—1I

cannot say.
This is the kind of evidence. Of course
it is the only evidence presented, and the
Judge cannot go behind it. Are we to
believe that a trained lawyer would have
been satisfied with these answers?  But
now observe this man goes on:—

To whom did you sell itP—I cannot re-
member.

Do you know it was exhibited at the Clare-
mont Show ?P—I did not know it.

That is not the evidence that is wanted
on an inquiry from this witness. The
Judge asked him—

Have the papers produced at the inquiry
got the architect’s signature upon them ?—I
cannot say.

You had better produce those which arve
signed if you preduce any. How long did you
live next door to Deary P—Four or five years.
First he could not remember that he had
ever seen Deary. He said he did not
know him. When Deary came into court,
he remembered baving seen him, having
offered the aviary to him to scll for him,
and baving hived next door to him for
four or five years.

Deary says you asked him to sell it about

Christmas, 1905 ?—It was made beforve that, T
think in 1904.
Let members fix that date in their minds.
Tt was just finished when he offered it to
Deary for sale. That is the evidence of
an indepeundent witness: it was just
finished. That was in January, 1905,
Flint now says that it was made before
then, namely 1904. Then we want to
know where he got the receipts from in
that respect. The Judge asks him later
on when he is recalled : —

When did you cowmmence making this
aviary 7—In 1902. Later you will see I
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boupht the wire netting. The receipts am
for timber in 1902.

What is the value of evidence of tha
kind to clear an individual's character !
I amn not saying now that it was right o
wrong, but here are absolute contradic
tions and inconsistencies that no lawye:
would have nllowed to pass unnoticed. )
am using this to show that had a lawye
been upon this case these men would ne
have been allowed to give this loos
inconsistent evidence. That is the only
evidence these men tendered, but hette:
evidence could have beeu got out of ther
on one side or the other—I am not say.
ing which—had not the member fo
North Fremantle had to deal with thes
witnesses himself. And then again it i
saild that the case turns especially on the
matter of Baker. I will read the para
graph from his Honour’s remarks :-—

As to the Baker case, I am satisfied, afte
hearing the cvidence of the Solicitor General
tbat he was responsible for the procedur
adopted. Although DMr. SBayer’s recollectior
of the articles taken and of Baker’s length o
servige was inaccurate, his evidence is in al
material respects fully supported by the docu
wents to be found on the file.

Now let us look ai the contradictior
shown by Mr, Sayer, even though T speal
with regret of the imconsistency show:
by him, because I hold his character ir
high esteem ; but vevertheless my duty
compels me to draw attention to the dif
ference between his evidence aud the
facts to which he had afterwards te
draw the attention of his Honour. Mr
Justice MeMillan asked Mr. Sayer, ut
the course of his evidence before the
Commission-—

I see from the file you were consulted it
connection with the Baker case ?—Yes.

Tell me shortly what happened ?—My in
structions were received from the detectiw
officer employed by the Commissioner of Rail
ways, and I was asked to assist him in laying
an informativn against Baker for stealing
railway property from the workshops at Mid
land Junction. There had been, I belicve, ¢
search warrant. In fact, T think the firs
matter on which I was to advise was as to the
¢btaining of a search warrant, and I wasin
formed that the result of the execution of the
warranf was o discover a few things of com
paratively small value, which apparently hac
helonged to the Railway Department—a few
second-hand tools used apparently by Baker
in making some articles of furniture at hit
home, and perhaps the material of which I
was made might bave been taken from the
workshops ; but as to that there was little, i
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any, evidence. However, T helieve the tools
were capable of identification, bnt the value
of them was alwut £2 or £3, not more, I
think. As a result of the warrant, proceed.
ings were to be taken against Baker.

Mr. Sayer continues farther on—

In view of the value of the articles, and

more particularly in view of the antecedents
of the case and the fact of the man having
been for so many years in the service—I think
for 20 years—and having risen to a high
position there, and also in view of the fact

that he had already been dismissed from the -

gervice on these goods being found in his pos-
session, that in itself heing a very serious
punishment to a maun of his years and family,
I was anxious that the offence should ba that
of stealing simply, in order to give him the
epportunity of pleading guilty und being dealt
with summarily.
That is a clear stutewment; and he says
farther —

Although from the moment I knew the
result of the search warrant——
Showing he had examined the result of
the search warrant, and knew what the
search warrant disclosed —

I desired to give him an opportunity of :

pleading guilty
This is extraordinary, and I do not
know how it bas got iuto this evidence,
or into the wouth of the Solicitor
General
. I desired to give him an opportunity of
pleading guilty, and going away.

A most remarkable thing! However,
members will now see that all Mr. Sayer
then said the mnan was guilty of was bis
being in possession of a few second-band
tools and a little material to the value of
£2 or £3; that the man bad been in the
railway service for 20 years, and because
of that 20.years service he was entitled
10 some compassion, In the papers laid

on the table of the House there is the

detective’sreportalluded toin the evidence
of the Solicitor Gemneral, The report
states that —

In accordance with your suggestion, he
(Baker) agreed to accompany me to his rooms
for the purpose of making a search, and we
proceeded to Baker's house in Hill Street,
Beaconsfield, South Fremantle. 1 might
mention that Baker occupied two ronms in the
house rented by Mr. and Mrs. Cecil.
rooms were furnished by Baker himself, and
used as a sitiing-room and bedroom. In the
sitting-reom I found a dresser and book-case

with sliding glass doors, about 4ft. Gin. by -
3ft. 6in. wide, and about 16in. to 18in. deep. 1

questioned Baker with reference to this. He
explained that he had made it himeself about

[9 Ocrorer, 1906.]
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two years hefore, when he resided in Mandurah
Road. [ also found a framed wirror about 2ft.
long, similar to lhe one now hanging in Mr.
Kushton’s office.  "This Baker said he had also
wade hiwself, in his own time, and of his own
material; and the reason that it resembled
the micror in Mr. Rushton's office was because
he bad used his own designs in making the
mirrors for the department. I also found
three pieces of hevelled mirror glass, 4ft. by
15in. wide, unframed, two pieces of bevelled
glass 18in, by 12in. which had been hand-
painted, and two picces of bhevelled glass
mitrror 18in. by 12in., which were unframed.
- This glass Baker said he had bhought some four
years ago from DMr. SBedgwick, painter and
decorator, William Street, Perth. In his bed-
room I found a small mirror with no frame
2ft. by 15in., and ulso ome piece of bevelled
wirror glass without frame, 2ft. by 15in., one
roll of canvas similar to what is used in the
= workshops, and ong smull tumbler wmarked
W.AGR.

Now observe: would any barrister act-
ing on behalf of the member for North
Fremantle have let pass a discrepancy so
enormous as that between the report of
the detective and the evidence given by
. the Solicitor General? = A few secound-
- haud tools”! What sort of second-hand
tools are mirrors in every room ¥  What
sort. of second-hand tool is a bLook-
case with glass sliding doors? And how
can an article of that kind be classed
a8 “worth at most £2 or £3” 7 Butlet
us go farther. All through the Solicitor
General throws a doubt on whether there
actually were a few second-hand tools.
He speaks of them as * apparently ” used
by Baker in making some article, and
says, “perhaps the material of which it
was made might have been taken from
the workshops.” Let us see what was
the absolute disclosure in the evi-
dence : ——

Throngh information gathered from Mecken-
stogk, I took him {o Fremantle and allowed
him to inspect the furniture in Baker's sitting-
room. Meckenstock at onceidentified the book-
. case as one made by him in the workshop

early in Jaunuary, 1905. He positively identi-
- fied it by his own workmanship.

There can be no question where this
came from; no *“mights™ or *per-
hapses” or “appuarently ” about that.
The waterial was posiively identified.
Again, the detective proceeds in  his
report to the Cowmissioner of Rail-
Waysi—

On January 1Ith Baker again attended at

I your office, and admiited in the presence or
| Mr. Hume and myself that the articles of fur-
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nifure found nt his house had heen made in
the workshops from material belonging to the
Government, and in Government time, ind
expressed regret at not having told the truth
the day previously when asked about it by
yol].

Me. Bouron:
then ?

Mr. WALEER: No second-hand
tools whatever. There must have heen
some terrible lapse of memory on the
part of the Solicitor General. I do not
accuse the Solicitor General of an inten-
tien to be dishomest; but this lapse of
memory is the most marvellous that 1
have ever noticed as a public man, in the
whole course of my life. The detective
goes on—

Owing to farther information baing received,
it was not considered judicions to exvcute the
warrant until the 19th.

Mark yon, it is on the 11th that Baler
absolutely admits that the materinl of
which bis furniture was made had been
taken out of the workshops, that the
goods were made at the workshops, and
that the charge is true in every respect.
I must read back. sothat members may
follow the context :—

On the 16th inst., baving heard that Baker
intended to leave the State, I procured &
warrant for his arrest, and cautioned him not
to attempt to leave the State or he would be
arrested. Owing to farther information being
received-—

Here is the whole crax of the matter—
it was not considered judicious to execute

Where were the tools

the warrant until the 19th instant, on which .

date he was arrested and taken before Mr.
Fairbairn, R.M., Fremantle Police Conrt, and
charged with stealing a quantity of timber
and glass from the railway workshops at Mid-
land Junction, the property of the Commis-
sioner, on Japuary 1lth, 1905. To this he
pleaded guilty, and acting under iustructions
from the Crown Law Department I agreed to
the charge being altered to one of simple
jarceny.

With all due respect to the constitute:l
anthorities of the State, this is indeed a
marvellous evidence of the pliability—
to put it as mildly as possible—of our
law. Here is a man pleading absolutely
guilty to this charge. He is put in the
dock with that charge aguinst him; and
while he is there, having pleaded guilty,
and being in the eyes of the luw a gnilty
man, his accusers alter the charge to one
less serious. Why ¥ To enable him to
go away for svme purpose or other. I
admit T know personally that Mr. Saver

[ASSEMBLY.]
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has been kind to more than one man in
this State, but this kindness is extraor-
dinary. This goes beyond compassion.
Does Mr. Sayer interfere in this manner
every day of his life? Are there not
others in this State more deserving of
pity than the brazen-faced abductor of
the material of the State? In these
circumstances, how came this eompaszsion
for him? Had our friend from North
Fremantie been represented by a lawyer,
this discrepaney would have been laid
bare, and the case would not have heen
left in its present condition. Not being
represented by counsel, the hon, member
could not, there and then, marshal his
facts and effectively cross-examine the
Solicitor General.  And let me say, it is
only the bave stutement of the Selicitor
General thut has gone forth to the world in
his evidence. How did the correction come
about? How did the Solicitor General
wake known to the Judge that there was
an inaccuracy ?  Only because the mem-
ber for North Premantle, as a man, went
to Mr. Saver and veminded him; and
what then had Mr. Sayer to admit ¥ That
he had made a gross error in saying his
chariey had been exercised because Baker
had been for 20 years in the service of
the Railway Department, when as a
matter of fact he had been in it for only
ahout seven vears.

Mr. Borrow: Just over eight years.

Me. WALKER: "Just over eight
veinrs ' had been extended to 20, in order
that there might be some justification
for the exercise of special, particular,
and I repeat peculiar compassion in this
instance. The anomaly is giaring. With-
out in the least impugning the correct.
ness of his Hosour's judgment on the
evidence submitted, [ am pointing oul
that this is scarcely satisfuctory. Hie
Honour had to say what he said; bul
such is the evidence that guided the
Judge. Waus it satisfactory, and iz if
fair to say that the hon. member has nc
justification for his condoet? What dc
we find disclosed unequivocally in the
evidence? I will not dwell at great
length un this point; but we find that
certain employees of the Government
worked for Government officers, some of
the emplovees heing paid and getting
special holidays for the purpose, getting
holidays from their superior officers fo
the purpose of working for those officers
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I say that if no greater wrong than that
had been committed. the wember for
North Fremuntle did w service to the State
by stopping such practices fur the future.
[f T as a public officer am able to take
men from the service of the Government,
get them holidays or not to work for me,
even though I pay them, I confer an
honour on the workmen so selected. Do
as we will, we cannot obliterate buman
nature from all our proceedings; and the
men who get o holiday, though they do
not rob the Government in the sense of
rebbery, who get a boliday 1o work for a
distinguished superior, feel that by doing
that they have earued from him some
gratitude; they feel that by this means
they have ingratiated themselves—I1 was
going to sy in an vofair way—in his

[9 Ocroner, 19086.]
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. will leave the responsibilities of the Gov-

vrnment service, even for half an hour, to

~assist or henefit in any wav the private

J——

favour, and that he caonot treat them as

he otherwise wounld or refuse to give them
a helping hand; they have done him
a service, and service requires gratitude
and therefore mercy perhaps when they
are in the wrong. It Is u wrong system.
I do not say that the men we huve in the
service will take advantage of it; but
there it is; it s a grievous wrong; it is
liable to abuse; and i the member for
North Fremantle has made it impossible
for such abuse to exist in future, the hon.
member should be thanked for the course
he has taken, instead of censured. More-
over, there is another point. It has
distinctly been evidenced that Mr. King,
in the working hours us a sularied officer,
assisted Mr. Short. I wish to say just
this, that there again is a gross abuse,
absolutely un abuse, True, Mr. King
did not get paid.

Mr. Bortron: Yes; excuse me, he was
paid by the Government. Tt was admitted
1n evidence.

Mr. WALKER : He did not get paid
Ly Mr. Short. He did oot get special
pay for this service, but he was taking
time from the Government, and what is
the excuse? The excuse he ulleges is
that being a salaried officer, at times
he works cvertime for the Government,
and therefore it appears
discretion to work for anyhody he likes
during the working hours of his office
and duty, providing he, at his discretion,
will put in ten minutes here and ten
minntes there, and so make it up; but
the wan who, being a Government officer
in u responsible Guverninent position,

to be his

property of his superior officer, sets a bad
example to all the service; und nut only
does he de that and spread in the service
disorganisation, but at the same time he
is robbing the State of the time that he
is giving to his superior officer. Tt fol-
lows that in doing work for an officer
outside and having to wake it up hy
overtime purely at his own discretion, he
nmay matorally kuy claim. to being over-
worked and may neglect inaterial matters
that devolve upon him. I say, there-
fore, that if the member for North
Fremantle has made it impossible at any
future time for an officer even to give a
suspension to enable another officer to
worlk for hitn away from his official duties,
he has done good service to this State;
because what can it imply, if it does not
imply favouritism when a wan can get
away from his duties to go and patch up
w yacht for his superior officer? Can.
that man’s actions from that day forth
ever be viewed by an unbiased eye? If
T for any member of this House neglect
my own work for which T am paid, to do
that hon. member a service, can he think
unkindly of me? WNay must he not
always think charitably of we; and must
not my offences in any regard in the
future be wore lightly considered by him
than if I were not thus in his esteem, and
it he had net owed me some debt of
gratitude ¥ A. velutionship is established
by that, inmmical to the proper service
of the State. There should be none of
this favouritism, none of this possibility
of & man shielding bimself from his
faults by the gratitude owed to him
by his superior officer for services ren-
dered. The member for North Frewantle
hus prevented a repetition of that.
There again, I sav, he has.done good
service to this State; but let me mention
also something that, to my mind, more
than all things justifies the hon. member
for North Fremantle in the course he has
taken. These officers themselves admit
that there is some foundation for these
charges; that is to say, they adwmit that
the charges existed before they were
given voice to by the member for North
Fremantle. The hon. member is prac-
treally accused as the inventor of the
charges, of having brought them forward



2144 Raitlway Workshops :

with some vindictive mohi\*t,, but T do
the Premier the credit of saying that he
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with the utmost zealousness and jealouns-
ness the officials of vur public service and

at least believes that the hon, memhcr ' all the ramifications of administration ¥

for North Fremantle was honest in his
purpose, which every member must
bcheve after what has been revealed by
the evidence iiself. Let us see the fullest
justification for the action taken by the
hon, member, Mr. Julius bad been
accused. Baker himself, the man who
escaped, had mentioned Mr. Julius.
What does Mr. Julius o his evidence
testify ¥ He was asked a question about
the visit of Detective Hutchinson, and
this is what he was asked :—

Was that the first time you ever heard of
any Dcha.rges of this kind being made against
you:

Mer. Borrow: Asked by whom ?

Mr. WALKER: By Judge McMillan,
And the answer was:—

No; I have heard charges as far back as [
can remember; for the last five or six 3 ears,
And then he goes on to say :—

' I know on more than one occasion foremen—
Not outsiders at the street corners, not
tittle-tattlers us some would try to make
out, but foremen in the railway service —
have approached me, who have heen persuaded
into believieg that "this work was for my own
private use, and they wanted to know if it was
850,

For five or six years charges have been
hanging over the head of Mr. Julius.
They are removed to-day—by what
action ? By the action of the member
for North Fremantle; and shall we
censure the hon. member who gives this
man an opportunity of letting the public
know just how the facts stand ? For five
or six years this man bas been under an
accusation, and foremen, mnot street
corner men or tittle-tattlers, but men
right through the service believed that he
was guilty of these charges. These
charges have been brought to him by
foremen themselves. Six vears he was
under that aspersion, under that calumuy,
under. that gloom. That gloom is lifted,
that calumny is dispersed and the accusa-

tions bave vanished; and to whom does

Mr, Julius owe it? To the member for
North Fremantle. There is no gainsay-
ing it, and shall we censure the hon.
member for it? In this motion there is
involved a great principle.

House for but to redress grievances, and |

to inquire into grievances, and to guard

That is why we are here, and if we cen-
sure a man who asks for an investigation
when charges are hanging over a person
for five or six years, where can we remedy
tbe defects in our service, where can we
put car hands on them? There may be
great danger in irresponsible statements
being made under the privileges of this
House. It may so happen that wrong is
done to private characters, and that
feelings are burt; but will there not be
a much greater wrong if we allow civil
servants of every kind aud character to
belivve that no man dares lift up his
voice to criticise them in this Chamber ¥
Think of the danger we are taking by a
step of that kind. We may transgress
the limits of Parlinment, but that iz »
safer course to take than to allow these
men in all kinds of the Government ser-
vice to be allowed to believe they are sar-
rovuded with imwmunity, that no onpe
dares io bring them to task for what
they do, and that the moment a man
lifts up his voice against them the whole
House will be, not against the trans-
gressor or wrong-doer, but against
the man who draws attention to it.
It would be wrong. We should not
think of setling a Dbad precedent by
any means through ouwr conduct in this
House. The member has some founda-
tion ; that foondation is admitted by Mr.
Julius himself; it is given to the hon.
member by the evidence of that gentle-
man outside who said that for five or six
yeurs he has been under these churges
and has known of them. Very well, then
the hon, mewmnber says, *“ Let us inquire
into them.” There may not have heen
foundation for the charges in fact, but
there was a foundation for an inguiry ;
and that is all the hon. member desired.
He could not and. did not say thut these
things were absolutely true, but he
desired to know the truth, and the
foundation for it was that for five or six
vears one man, a public officer, a man of
distinction in the service, has lahoured
under these aspersions. Those are found-
ations for inguiry. That there was need
fov inquiry will any hon. member deny ¥

What is this | With the facts disclosed by the docu-

ments laid on the table, would anyone
deny that there was foundation for the
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inquiry ?  And that is all the member
moved for. Shall we censure a man and
place an uspersion on his character
because he asks for an inquiry which has
dooe justice to these officers and lifted
their characters from the calumuy which
clouded them? Shall we punish a
man who clears our public service from
charges? Shall we tarnish him as an
evil-doer who seeks to uplift the public
service of the State? Is this the state
we are coming to, that we allow our feel-
ings to govern us and do not look at the
facts? The evidence declared the abso-
lnte need for an inguiry. That inquiry
has been held; and we may rejoice
that it has cleared
were in a doubtful haze before. We
may be pleased that service has heen
done, but let us not punish the instru-
ment, of the doing of it. These charac-
ters have been cleared by the conduct of
the member for North Frewantle, and
having been cleared I cannot vote for the
motion which puts a stigma on the mem-
ber's character for deing a public duty,
and places a menace before every member
of the House for doing his duty in the
future, and makes us all subservient and
craven to the civil service and railway
officers ontside. I cannot vote for the
motion ; peither can 1 vote for the slate-
ment in the motion that there is not the
slightest evidence for the charges. There
was abundant evidence and abundant
reasons why this iuquiry should take
place. The member for North Fremuntle
had the courage to draw attention, per-
haps vot wisely, perhaps iu some un-
guarded language, perhaps going at too
great » length with the charges, but
honestly and candidly, and with a sub-
stratuic of reality to justify every step.
that has been taken.

Mg. H. E. BOLTON (North Fre-
mantle}: In my few remarks, for obvious
reasons T shall not refer to the evidence
that has been touched on by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. I would just
like to briefly make a statement to the
House, for I want my position to be
made perfectly clear, When I made my
speech on the 22nd August, it was largely
composed of extracts, as the Premier put
it, from an evening paper, the Evening
Mail; and, as he put it, & good deal had
been taken by me from that newspaper,

characters that -
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but that isall. I want to put this at
least clearly before members of the House.
According to the Premier's motion I
tave doune a wrong. If members think
that, then I ask them personally to vote
for the motion, if they think I have done
a wrong knowingly. I waut them to un-
derstand and believe me when I say that
when I made that speech Imadethe charges
without the least intention of any malice
towards those officials. I think at least
members ou both sides will acquit me of
any malice when I moved as Idid. I
deemed it my duty to move in that direc-
tion, and I did so because I thought it
was in the interest of the State to do so.
It was looked ou by me as a public
question, and the proper place to bring
forward soch a question is in thig
Chamber. Again in the motion submitted
by the Premier reference is made to
‘“under the protection and privileges of
Parliament.”” I demy that absolutely,
and why? Had [ wanted to hide myself
under the privileges of Parliament, as T
read it, all it would have been necessary
for me to do, and I must say the Premier
implied as much in his speech, would
have been to withdraw my speech. T ask
members which was the fairest and most
manly atiitude for me to adopt, after
having made the speech, to do my best to
agsist the Government and the Commis-
sion to bring it to a final conclusion one
way or the other, or to let that speech go
broadecast through the country, and then
for it to be withdrawn by me.

Me. Trov: You took the most manly
course.

Me. BOLTON: I think the officials
named by me, in addition to members in
this House, will give ine credit for want-
ing not necessarily to prove these officers
guilty, but to have this matter cleared
up. Surely members whbo have known
me so long will admit that it is a greater
pleasure for me to see an officer proved
mnocent than to see him proved guilty.
If members keep that in their minds
they will sce my object was not to drag
these officers in the mud and prove them
guilty, but to have this matter sifted to
the bottom. I must go a little farther
and say that in my opinion, although
this motion is very nice for the officers, T
think it is & very uofair motion. I main-
tain no injury has been dome to these
officers, and perhaps some members
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may agree with that way of puotting

it.  But as pointed out by the
Deputy Leader of the Oppositivn
these officers have known of the rumours.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
only referred to Mr. Julius. Personally
I said to Mr. Short at the Commission,
“ You are evidently the gentleman they
have been trying to get at for a long
time, and it is you they seem to bhe
strongest about.,”  Mr. Short’s words to
me were, “I know that. I cannot find
a reason for it. My conscience is clear,
although they have been heckling at me
for a long time.
the reason of ib. Do you know £ I
said “ No, Mr. Short.” And I have in
this case to refer to the alleged charges
again.

Mr. Moncer: If I were you I would
pot go much farther.

M=r. BOLTON : T have to go a good
deal farther directly. At least these
officers will admit they are in a better
position than they were prior to the
inquiry. They will not say they are in
a worse position. From the highest to
the lowest the result of the inquiry has
been to prove the officers innocent, and,
as the Premier put it, of all members
and of all men T an one who is glad to
see them out of it. I am absolutely
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the only roek on which we split. If
wembers of this Chamber helieve in the
renl sincerity of u man who takes up a

. question of this sort, they cunnot support

the motion of the Premter.

Tae Prewmier: It asks that you
shounld have made farther inquiries.

Mz. BOLTON: The notion does not
say auything like that. The motion
asks members to say that under the

. privilege of Parlinment I made accusa-

glad they have proved their inneceuce :
: tives felt keenly, and I sympathise with

without question. And now 1 say
that the State must repose the ulmeost
confidence in these officers.
that had happened prior to the 22nd
August and had been rumoured can no
longer be rumoured or spoken of.
sequently I ¢laim I simply discharged
what appeared to me to be a public duty,
and these officials have suffered no
injury. 1 want to say emphatically, and
with due respect to the Chamber, and to
the officers, and to the public of the
State, viewing the circumstances as 1
did, I have no regrets to ofter, for I con-

Anything

tions of a grave nature without having
the slightest foundation for them. That

| has not occurred, notwithstanding the

I would like to know | . hear-hear” of the little gentleman from

Fremantle. If members believe in the
sincerity of n member who brings a
mutter before the House, 1 say it is the
greatest blessing any man can have. Tt
15 better than being reckoned a clever
mun. I am satisfied in being felt
stncere by members of the House. When
I brought the matter before the House I
absolutely believed the truth of my state-
ments, or they never would have been
made or brought to this Chamber.

Tee Presier: Yon compluin of the
term ¢ slightest foundation.”  That was
the finding of the Commission.

Mr. BOLTON : I complain altogether.
I understand from the remarks of the
Premier that the officers und their rela-

them ; they felt out of place whilst this
matter was on. It will be something for

© rhem in years hence to Jook back with

Con- ;

" the officers a

pride at and to say that nothing can be
hurled at them in the future. Even if it
be street-corner talk, these officers would
not have had the chance to clear np that
street-corner talk without the Com-
mission. It iz not necessary to give
dose of physic such
as this, because they are absolutely
cleared, and without -equivocation I

' accept the verdiet of the Juodge, be-

sider the men are in a hetter position -

than they were prior to the inquiry, and
the State has ut least gained something.
Consequently T have no regrets and no
apologies to make. I honestly and sin-
cerely suy this, well knowing what I say.
It was with the deepesi sincerity T moved
the wotion in the House.

Tae PreMIER : No one guestious that.

Mr. BOLTON: The Premier says
nobody questions iny sincerity. Thur is

lieving him to be one of the best
if not of the best standing in Australia,
T am absolutely satisfied with Mr, Justice
MceMillaw’s verdict in so far as the
evidence Lrought before him goes. No

. other verdict could have been brought

forward than that the charges were not
proved. I adwmit that the charges were

' not proved,

Tae MinisTer rForR Rarnways: He

does not say that.
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Mgr. BOLTON: I say the  officers
should be well satisfied. The Premier
did not do e justice when he said the
Royal Commission was appointed after
the papers were laid on the table of the
House and because I would not with.
draw. If the Premier had been as careful
to look up the speech of the Minister for
Railways as he was to look up the speech
of the member for North Fremantle, he
would have seen that during the first
speech by the Minister for Railways that
member said, “1 refuse to have any
inquiry other than that conducted by
myself.”” In his speech, when the papers
were being laid on the table, the Minister
for Railwavs said, * We have decided to
appoint a Royal Commission,” not *If
¥ou do mot withdraw.” Prior to the
papers being laid on the table, and when
they were presented by the Minister, he
said, “ We have decided to appoint a
Royal Commission, thus putting the
member on  his defence.”  All right.
Did I back down? Did I not go to Mr.
Justice McMillan, as be said in his report,
“Mr. Bolton offered to assist me in
every way be could,” and Mr. Bolton did
assist him in every way he could. The
Royal Commission was not appointed
because I had been given an opportunity

of withdrawing and did not withdraw ; |

but I would not have withdrawn if T had
had the opportunity, for if I had done so
I should have taken an nnfair advantage
of the officials named, and I preferred to
let them clear themselves, I want to
refer to the remarks made by the Deputly
Leader of the Opposition in reference to
Mr. Sayer, and I want to say this in
justice to Mr. Sayer. I went to see
him the day following that on which
he gave evidence,
he bad made a great mistake. He
said that he was correct in his evi-
dence that Buker was there for 20 years,
and not one piece of furniture was found
in his house, and only the second-hand
tools were identified. I had consider-
able difficulty in coovincing Mr. Sayer
that he was wrong, and tben after half
an hour’s argument he decided to ring
up the Railway Department and find out.
He did find out by telephone that Baker
was nine years in the service. He vame
back into the room and said, ** You are
quite right; I apologise. Baker was not
there 20 years, but nine years,” and 1
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and I told him

the Charges, debale. 2147
said, “ Make the same inquiries about your
otherstatements, and I willuask vou to make
vourselfright with 3. Jusiice McMillan.”
He said he would, and as Mr. Sayer's
statement had gone forth to the public
of this State [ deemed it ounly fuir Lhat
the other stutement submitted by the
detective should be published with it. T
approached the West Awstralian and
the Morning Herald, and they refused to
take the risk of discussing the evidence
at that time, althongh another paper, 24
hours earlier than they, did not refuse.
I then requested that the papers should
call on Mr. Sayer and ask if he would
like to cxplain it. His explanation was
that he bad made two slight inaccuracies
in his evidence. I want to say nothing
about Mr. Sayer, except this, that it was
hardly fair to me, and he could have been
much fairer in that interview than he
was. The statement that there were two
slight inaccuracies was not fuir to me and
to the public after what had gone forth,
I bave vothing farther to add, and I
suppose I bave not said wmuch. The
motion goes a great deal too far, in my
opinion. I ask members who doubt my
sincerity, who doubi that I believed in
the truth of what 1 brought before this
House, to support the Premier in the
motion. If the motion is carried—and it
may be carried by that majority—it will
be necessary at least for we to consider
my position, becaunse such a motion as
that is altogether out of place.

Tae MINISTER FOR MINES AND
RAILWAYS (Hon. H. Gregory): Im
dealing with the motion before the House
it is undoubtedly to my mind one of
vindication of those railway officers who
were maligned here on a recent occasion,
also a motion of censure on the member
for North Fremantle for abuse of the
privileges of this House.

Mk, Scappan: He has not abused the
privileges yet; he has not withdrawn
what be stated.

Me. Bovrox:
what I stated

Tug MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Whether the hon. member has committed
an abuse of the privileges of ithe House
to-night is beside the question. Most de-
cidedly I do not think he has, nor do I
think that any other memher has. But
I did not expect, when a motion of this

I have not withdrawn
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nature was tabled with reforence to the
report of Mr. Justice McMillan, we would
hear in any degree an attempt made to jus-
tifv the charges in that speech of his. I was
rather surprised at some remarks made
by the Leader of the Opposition to-night,
because if his memory serves him well,
and he remembers the speech made by
the hon. member opposite on that memo-
rable occasion, he will recollect that the
hon. member left us in no doubt whatever
as to who he considered had been guilty
of these nefarious practices. It was not
the common foreman, as members can see
from Hansard, but officials in high posi-
tions, very high positions indeed, that
the charges were made against; clear,
decisive charges. There was no attempt
I think to make us believe that thesc
were alleged offences, but according to
the hon. mewber himsel these officers
were not even suggested to be implicated,
but were implicated in the various matters
he brought forward. And in dealing
with this question we must remember
that we are dealing with the Railway De-
partwent of Western Australia—a bust-
ness in which we have expended some-
thing like ten willions of money, and a
business from which, as the Premier cx-
plained to mewmbers, we have an enormnous
revenne, and there is an enormous ex-
penditure. Necessarily, therefore, amongst
the large crowd of officials and workers
engaged in that service, nearly 7,000,
there are some who ocoupy important
positions.  Some of those officers are en-
trusted with the traflic arrangements, and
have day after dayand night after night to
watch with care to see that no accidenls
occur in our service. The whole safery
of the working of this large seryice
is dependent. entirely upon the werk
of these oflicers, and it is a matter
of very great credit indeed that during
all the years of owr railway adminis-
tration in this State we have had but
few aceidents. Of course this is due 10
the good work of Lhose whu veeupy high
and low positions in the service. Cor-
tain of these officers, after going through
years and vears of training, and of good
and honest work, have reached high and
bonourable positions in the service, some
being engaged with regard to mainten-
ance, architectural, administration, and
mechanical or other engineering work.
The assistance of this House is required
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50 that their characters shall not he
maligned as they were maligned the
other evening by the hon. member.
Despite the allegations made, this State is
proud of the officers of the Railway
Department. I do not kuow what can
be more seripus thun the destruction of
their character. There is no doubt that
the railway expert, or other expert,
expects that his administration will be
criticised. We way discuss the question
of slow trains and undue expenditure in
connection with the Railwavy Depart-
ment, and other matters in regard to
railway work, and such discussion is fair
and just ¢riticism.  But these officers in
whom we place this great responsibility
and this great trust would be worse than
common thieves if they had done what
the hon. member alleged he knew they
had doue.. The hon. member stated that
ne injury has been done these officers,
Does le not remember the newspapers
coming out uext day with headlines
pointing ont the statements he had made
to this House? Tu connection with this
subject, no matter what is doue, it will
be impossible to clear these officers’
reputations in the eyes of wany of the
people.

Mer. Bowron: If those headlines
couut, 50 do the headlines on the report
of the Commission. If ome headline
counts, surely the other headline will
count,

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
If there are headlines here, those head-
lines are justified ; but once you start an

! untruth, it is impossible to catch up toit.

Although I fail to see the head!ines here,
I sav those headlines would be justified
beeause that report is a complete exonera-
tion of the officers charged.

Mn. Borron: Hear, hear.

Tur MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The statement the hon. member made just
now was to the effect that it is simply a
verdiet of not proved. The verdict of the
court was:—

After carefully considering the verbal
evidence, and reading a wass of documentary
evidence, wuch of which seemed to be ¢uite
irrelevant, but which I thought might possibly
give me the clu2 tosome material information,
I have no hesitation in saying that thereisnot
the alightest foundation for the charges made
against Mr. George, Mr. Short, Mr. Julius, or
any other high ofticial in the Railway Depart-
ment.
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To mny mind in analystag this case, what
we want to know —and I think it is what
every wnember of this House should con-
sider hefore agrezing to wccept such a
motion a5 has been woved here this
evening—is whether the hon. member waus
in any sense justified in making the state-
tnent he made to this Honse. There is
1o doubt that he was privileged. The
Lkon. member had a perfect right, so far
as the outside public were concerned, if
he so chuse to make the statement he
did. He in this House was privileged,
but it is owr dutv 1 take it tu justly
guard that privilege which Parliament
has had ulmest from time innmemorial.
It is our duty to guard that privilege as
jealously as we pnssﬂ)l_} can. If we fiud
that members from their position in this
House can lihel persons outside the Cham-
ber, how long will it be hefore we find the
public demandiog reform, possibly a
reform of that great privilege we¢ have
hadso longand which weshould have inthe
future, because there is uo doubt that
time after time it may be necessary;
there may be corrupt practices existing
somewhere, and members may find it
pecessary to come forward and wake
statements to this House, statements in
regard to which they ought to be pro-
tecled

Mr. Scappan: You wantl & commission
first to safeguard yourseclf.

Tue MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Not necessarily. I do not see how the
statement is applicable, I am only
peinting out that having that privilege we
should jealously guard it.

Me. Jouwson : You have not forgotten
the Spear-Parker case, [ suppose, have
yon?

Tue MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Not in any sense. The hon. member
who made that interjection about the
Spear-Parker case might remember other
instances. I remember Warden Hicks at
Kalgoorlie. There is no outside court, if
you here repeat statements made. May
lays it down very clearly that although
we have that privilege, when that privilege
is abused in any sense Parliament is the
only court that can inflict punishwent;
and I contend that we have power here,
we have power to veprimand. we have
power to suspend, we huve power to expel.
Our Standing Orders provide for certain
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punishments.  The onder is very clear.
It savs:—

Provided always that nothing in this resolu-
tion shall be taken to deprive the House of the
power of proceeding against any member
according $o parliamentary usiges,

. According to parliumentary usage laid

down in Muy, there is not the slightest
doubt T think that Parliament has wuch
power. It says herv:—

But although by the anciont custom of
Parlinment as well ns by the law a member
may not be questioned out of Parliament, he
is Tieble to censure and punishment by the
House itself of which he is a member. ‘T'he
cases in which members havo been called to
acecount and punished for offensive words
spolen before the House are too numerous to
mention. Sowe have been adnonished, others
imprisoned, and in the Commons some have
heen expelled. Members using unparlia-
mentary language are promptly called to
ovder, und generally satisfy the House with an

- erplanation or apology.

Me. Scappaw: What
o with this case ?

Tue MINISTER FOR RATILWAYS:
I contend there has been an abuse of

privilege here. It says:—

hus that to

Lf not. they will be punished under Standing
Order No. 21 or 27, or punished as the House

| may think fit,

We have undoubtedly power to reprimand
the hon. member, if we consider he has
abused the privileges of this House. The
lich. member has made a speech here in
fuce of the finding of that Comuission.
He has offered no retraction beyond this,
that he thinks that those officers of the
Ruilway Department should have been
pleased with what he has done; and we
find a large element of justification in the
speech which was made by the Leader of
the Upposition. Now to deal with the
charges made. Early in August the hon,
member tabled the following notice of
motion :-=-

That all papers and reports dealing with
the departmental inguiry, dismissal, and
prosecution of certain officers of the Railway
Department Workshops, in January last, for
alleged making use of Government material

© and doing private work in Government time,

he laid on the table of the House.

The hoo. member made some statements
which caused me to see him; and as he
admits, I suggested to him that if he
thought there had been anything im-
, proper in connection with those incidents,
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he should go to the Railway Department
with my authority to examine the
papers; and if not satisfied, he could
then move in the House and make what
statements he chose. The hon. member
did not accept the advice T tendered him
on that oceusion, but moved the motion
which stood in his name. Now in moving
such a motion, where was the necessity
for the hon. member to nake charges?
Not for a moment was he asking for an
inguiry. He simply desired thut certain
papers relating to the adwministration of
the Railway Departinent should be laid
on the table of the House. Omne would
imagine there must have been some
special reasons for the statements of the
hon. member, who on that cceasion made
distinct charges against certain officers.
He said those officers were high officials,
and told me that when the papers were
laid on the table he would give me the
name of one of those officials. He stated
clearly, without mentioning the namne,
that Mr. Short was one of those who had
been robbing the Railway Department.
That fact was clear, becanse Mr, Short is
the only ruilway official who had a motor

- launch; and the hon. member was dis-
tinct iz his charge against that official,
When the Commission sat, the hon. mem-
ber adwitled that Mr. Short was one of
the officers against whom he desired to
make charges. But why was it necessary,
when asking for the papers which dealt
only with the Buker incident, to try to
blacken and desiroy the reputation of
the Chiet Traflic Manager?

Mgr. Bovuror: I explained that. Did
I not tell you that the other officers’
names would be on the file, and ounly one
of the others’ names was there?

Tue MINISTER: The hon. member
told me that when the papers were laid
on the table he would give me the name
of one of those officers. When he stated
that those officers were implicated in
surreptitions practices, I asked him
whether he meant “suggested to be
implicated ;” but the hon. member replied
“no,” that he knew they were implicated,
he knew of his own knowledge thut they
were implicated in this matter.

Mg. Tavror: That is not quite so.

Mr. Borrox: None of the statementa
being made are fuir.

Meg. Tavror: I bave Hanszard here.
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Tre MINISTER: The passage in
Hangard is as follows: —

Tue MiNisTER: Give the name of that
man, and I will bring his file also.

Mg. TayLor: Which man?

Twe MinNisTEr: The name of the officer still
retained in the service.

Me. Borrox: I will give it after the file is
on the table,

Then in the earlier part of his speech, the
hon. member said :—

Plenty of time has been given to the Gov-
ernment fo at least take sowe action against
the higher officials implicated.

Tae MinisrEr ror Mings: Implicated, or
suggested to be implicated ?

Mr. Borrow: I suy implicated, and T um
perfectly satisfied that members will listen to
what I say, and will not believe at the start
that it is any wild statement.

Mr. Tavror: That is quite different
from your previous statement. )

Tee MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS :
The hon. member said farther, “I will
tell the Minister that the names of the
officials are known to me, and arve known
to the workmen, and that everything I
have said can be proved to the hilt.”

Mr. Borron: It was my honest
belief. Yoo might quote me on Hansavrd,
page 1210.  *“The Minister asked me to
give the name of one man. It is not ny
intention to cive the name of the man.””

Tue MINISTER: But the hon.
niember, when I asked him to give the
name of that wan, and promised if he
would do 8o to bring the man's file also,
replied, “I will give it after the file is on
the table.”

Mz. Bovrow: But I spoke after yon,
und said it was not my intention to give
the name of the wman.

Tue MINISTER: I think there was
something leading up to this special
attack on Mr. Short. I should like to
refresh the memory of the House regard-
ing certain incidents which occurred in
January 1900.  About that time a certain
official was suspended, and there were
numerous threats of a strike. The
member for North Fremantle was one of
those most prominent in that connection,

Mr. Borron: Connection with the
strike or the official, or what? Mention
the connection.

Tare MINISTER: In connection with
the threatened strike, because of the
suspension of a certain official.
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Mz. Bouvroxs:
the strike, not with the threatening.

Tae MINISTER: A meeting was held
ab the Fremantle Recreation Ground on
the &th January, 1900.

Mg. Borrow: [ruc.

Tae MINISTER: And at that meet-
ing Mr. Bolton, not then
North Fremantle, was the chairman ;
a Mr. Juckson Orr moved—

That unless the Hon. the Minister for
Railways will assnve the employces of the
Loco. Department that the services of Mr.
will be vetained as head of the
Loco. Department, and that no action will he
taken to displace him in the near future, we
employees one and all will refuse to work after
10 a.m. on Monday, the Bth inst., unless such
assurance is given in writing before the hour
above-mentioned.

T should like to read a few words of
Mr. Orr's speech.

Mr. Bovtow:
Boiton's.

Tue MINISTER: Mr. Bolton's speech
1s not recorded. I am dealing with the
whole of the case, and I wish members to
know what action Mr. Short took in this
matter.

Mr. JorNsoN : Are vou trying fo prove
vindictiveness on the part of the hon.
member ?

Tre MINISTER : T wish to show that
there has been a strong feeling against
Mr. Short in connestion with this matter,
and I believe in connection with another
matter.

Mr. Scannay:
the case?

Mr. Tavror: Do you meun a strong
feeling shown by the hon. member ¥

Me. SPEAXER: Order!

Me. Borrox: I think I am in order

and

Read a few of Mr.

Why bring thut into

in asking whether the Minister means |

that I exhibited « strong feeling.

Tee MINISTER: I am only mention-
ing some facts; and as usual when T
make a point, I hear plenty of interjec-
tions from the other side.

Mer. SPEAEKER: I presume this
incident to which you refer has some
bearing on the case, otherwise you can-
not well proeeed.

Tee MINISTER: Most decidedly it
has. I wish only to point out——

Mgr. Tavior: Better read the speech
you referred tn.

Tae MINISTER: If members will
attend to their own business they will

member for
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I was vonnected with 7 do me a favour, aud afterwards they will
U hiave

an opportunity to make speeches.
A large number of loco. men were deter-
wined to go out en strike on the Monday
worning.  Mr.  Short, who on that
oceasion was controlling the department,
proceeded to Fremantie on the Monday
morning  and gave those workers to
understand that unless they went on
with their work, not one of Lthemn would
ever be again taken into the service.
Then only recently certain  workmen
were (ismissed because of an incident at
Pinjarrah, and there again Mr. Short had
to tuke a prominent part; and the hon.
member said, in reference to that -

We rememnber thot but a few days ago the
Commissioner of Reilways boasted of having
taken spiribed measures against four men
who, he thought, ware guilty of a breach of
the regulations. The peculiar part to me is
that in this inquiry, which dates from last
January, the Commissioner did not take
action ugainat the officers who were to blame

i in that case, but was very proud of the action

taken against four working men; and he let
the higher officials go in the previous case.

Mr. Borroxn: Where does Mr. Short
comne in ?

Tue MINISTER: As one of the
higher officials let go in the previous
case.

Me. Bovron: You said Mr,
touk action in the Pinjarrah case.
is not correct.

Tre MINISTER: The hon. member
may think he knows more about that
case than I, but he is mistaken. One of
the principal features of the hon. mem-
ber’s case was that a Fremantle news-
paper had made certain allegations.
Those allegations were not direct charges
on which actions at law could be taken
by the officials; and « few days after the
allegations were made the Commissioner
for Railways completely vindicated him-
self by a statement published in the
Daily News, which statement I did not
remember when the charges were sprung
upon the House by the hon. member, hut
I well rembered it afterwards; in fact, I
had a special copvy of the paper seut to
me, with a cowplete vindication of the
Commissioner from the wllegations made
against him in the Fremantle paper.
Charges were made by innuendoes 1n the
Ruilway News; and the member tor
North Fremantle must recollect that we
know there is much going on behind the

Short
That
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scenes, and that io this inquiry be bas had
the best services of the people responsible
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for the production of the Railway News. |

M. Borrow: That is incorrect.
THE MINISTER : The Ruilway News

made certain charges against certain

officials, which charges were shown to

the Commissioner; and he wrote four -

letters to those responsible for the pro-
duction of that paper, asking them to
give him some infermation, so that he
might investigate the charges; and those
cowardly people, who had no objection to
trying by innuendo in a public newspaper
to assail the reputation of those officials,
never sent a word in reply to the Commis.
sioner's requests,

Mr. Troy: What about vour own
paper, and your cowardly attack?

Mg. Tavror: That is not a newspaper;
it is only a rag.

Tue MINISTER: The hon. member
knows well that although I have an
interest in a newspaper, my interest is
that of a shareholder in a public company.
I have no control whatever over the news-
paper; and if any such attack bas been
made as the hon. member mentions,
surely some action can be taken.

Mer. Trov: The paper has made sowne
cowardly charges. '

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must not interject.

Tae MINISTER : Let us deal directly
with the charges. ' The hon. member told
the House that the Comwissioner for
Railways was guilty of hushing up grave
charges. The hon. member did not say
ab any time that these charges were
merely alleged outside; he never told us
that they were the statements of the man
in the street. He told us, to use his own
words: “If not, I blame the Commis-
sioner for not wmaking the Minister
acquainted with the case; because the
Commissioner knows that higher officials
were implicated.” He did not sny it was
alleged that the Commissioner was impli-
cated, hut said clearly that he was; and
I am given to understand that the hon.
member's statemments made here

were

cabled to England; and I have seen the

charges reproduced in the Eastern Press.
They have been sent at least throughout

the whole of Australia, where people may

read that the Commissioner, kuowing that
his officers were gnilty of grave and
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indictable otfences, hushed the matter up
hecause he was afraid of those officers.

At 6-30, the Speaxkr left the Chair.
At 7-30, Chair resumed.

Tue MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(continuing): When the House ad-
journed I was leading ap to the charges
made by the member for Novth Fremnantle

- i1 connection with the various officers,

and the first we have to consider was the
charge made against the Commissioner of
Railways that the Comunissioner know-
ingly suppressed certain information
obtained by him, and that he huoshed
up charges against the bigher officials
of the department. The hon. member
said :—

I say the Government are to blame. If not,
I blame the Comnmnissioner for not making the
Minister acquainted with the case, because

the Comwissioner knows that higher officials
were implicated.

There was an absolute statement. The
hou. member said “ beecause the Commis-
sioner knows that higher officials were
implicated.”  Apparently, according to
the hon. member, he was not of his own
knowledge aware whether the Commis-
sioner knew it or not; these statements
were only to be proved, to his mind, by
having the papers on the table; but
when moving s wotion for the produe-
tion of these papers he told the House
that the Commissioner himself did know
that certain high ofticials in the depart-
ment were implicated in certain things in
the department. I think that clearly
shows that the hon. member desired to
make a direet vharge agifinst the Com-
missioner. He did not urge for a single
moment that it was alleged outside, or
that it was believed hy a certain section
of the people, but he led the House to
believe that he, from bhis own knowledge
or from knowledge he hud obtained, was
perfectly well aware that the Commis-
sioner had suppressed this information,
because he said in one instance that the
Commissioner was afraid of these high
officials. He also made a statement, that
implicated the Commissivner not only by
inference. He said —

1t is not right for those in charge of the ad-

wministration of aiffairs 1o shicld men who have
done an illegal act.
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Auod again the hon. member said -
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It can be proved. as the files will prove, that |

this man Baker who was prosecuted waited on
the Commissioner and made a clear breast of
the affair.
was arranged for him to leave the State.

By whom? The inference in the speech
was that it was by the Commissioner,
that the Commissioner knowing
this man Baker might make charges
either against him or against some
officials of the department whom he did
not, desire to sce hmplicated the Com.-
missioner and his officers had thhs man
removed from the State. We Lave the
evidence given by Mr. Sayer, and it is
regrettable that a few inaccuracies made
by Mr. Saver should have been seo
pointedly alluded to on this occasion.
We all know what the Solicitor General
has to do, and it must be patent to every-
one that, knowing the files were in the
hands of the Commissioner holding this
inquiry and knowing all the ecircum-
stances of the case would be before Judge
MecMillan, Mr. Sayer would not, except
unwittingly, have made any mistakes in
his evidence, and that did he desire to
look at these matters to see into any
gpecizl matter in connection therewith, 1t
would have been eusy for him to have
refreshed his memory in regard to them.
What has the Judge to say in regard to
this? He says:—

As to the Baker ease, [ am satisfied, after
hearing the evidence of the Solicitor General,
that he was responsible for the procedure
adopted. Although Mr. Sayer’s recollection
of the nature of the articles taken and of
Baker’s length of service was inaccurate, his
evidence is 1n all material respects fully sup-
ported by the documents to be found on the
file. Mr. George at once took the mecessary
steps to ascertain whether there wasany truth
in the charge against Mr. Julins. He had the
matter fully investigated, and Mr. Julins’s
house was searched. He also used every

No sooner had he done so than it |

that

endeavour to obtain information from persons

who were making charges. I find, for instance,
from the file in Baker’s case that he wrote
four letters to the editor of the Railway News,
in which a paragraph had appeared on 20th
Janunary, 1906, to the effect that higher
officials than a foreman were implicated, asking
for information. To these letters he received
no reply.

So it is apparent from the verdict of the
Judge in connection with these matters,
that Mr. George himself was in no way to
blawe for the procedure adopted ‘in con-
nection with that case. The Crown

the Charges, debale. 2153
Solicitor tovk the whole responsibility for
what was done, and the files from the
Railway Department before Judge
Mcllillan on this occasion showed con-
clusively that it was the Solicitor
Geuveral who bad all to do in this
matter.  In fact the Cowmmissioner of
Railways was away at the time this was
dealt with, and he received telegrams
from Mr. Sayer usking his concurrence in
the action he (the Crown Solieitor) was
taking. So I hold there was vot the
slightbest tittle of evidence, as far as can
be shown, against the Cowmmissioner of
Ruailways in regard to anything in the
way of hush. Sowme statewents were
made in conuection with Mr. Julius, and
the Conmissioner at once asked the con-
sent of Mr. Juliustoallow his place to be
searchad. He gave Mr, Julius to under-
stand at the same time that, unless the
consent  was  obtained, there would
be an  investigation and a search;
and Mr. Julius at once, for the pur-
pose of making himself perfeetly clear
when these charges were made, consented
to the tullest investigation being made in
comnection with the matter so far as he
was concerned. There was nothing left
undone, so' faras I can judge and ap-
parently so far as Judge McMillan could
deternmne, by the Commissioner of Rail-
ways in conmection with this matter to
solve this Baker incident; and I am
satisfied tbat so far as any other incident
brought under the notice of the Com.
missioner was concerned, he did every-
thing possible so that the watter would
be thoroughly inquired into. In con-
nection with the Chief Traffic Mauager,
Mr. Short, the member for North Fre- _
mantle says:—

There is only needed an impartial inguiry
or an inquiry in which we can have at least
some faith
I hope he has had some faith in the
imguiry which bas been held —
to prove that at the present moment there are
furniture, windmnills, and wmotor or steam
laanches fitted with Government materials
made in the Government time by Government
workmen, in the private houses of officials of
the Railway Department to-day.

There was only one inference to be drawn
from that, as I pointed out some time
ago. It inferred that the Chief Traffic
Manager, Mr. Short, bad utilised Gov-
ernment material and was to all intents
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and purposes & common thief, and that
he had taken things from the workshops
for the purpose of building these steam
lazunches.
nection with that launch are somewhat
as follows. When Mr. Short purchased
the launch it was fitted with steam
machivery. He found it did not work
well, and he ordered from Saunders &
Stuart an oil engine for motor purposes.
This machinery would not work, and he
had a chat one day with Mr. Hume. They
were talking of this launch, and he
asked if a certain official in the work-
shops would be uble to give him a hint
ag to why the launch would not work.
Mr. Hume suggested that Mr. King was
wn expert in this matter, and said he
would bring him along. Mr. Hume took
Mr. King along on Saturday afternoon,
and time after time Mr. Short has taken
Mr. Kiog with him on pleasure trips on
that launch fishing by day and all night.
Out of friendship Mr. King gave assist-
ance to Mr. Short in connection with this
matter ; and the file shows clearly that
no Government time in any shape or
form was ever lost to the department in
connection with it. It was only the
friendship of these officers that induced
Mr. King to give this assistunce. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition (Mr.
Walker) waxed eloguent over the im-
proper conduct of any of these officials
giving assistance in this matter. What
would be wore likely than that, finding
some special machinery of this descrip-
tion would not work, with no intent
to do anything wrong or improper in any
shupe or form, the official wonld be only
.too pleased to give some of his experi-
ence to a brother officer 7 Let it not be

forgotten for a single moment that Mr.

Short in his duties on the railways has
1o connection or authority whatever in
regard to the Midland Workshops. They
are wholly, except for the Commissioner,
under the control of the Chief Mechanical
Engineer, Mr. Hume; and it would be
impessible for any order to be given by
Mr. Short to an official to cowme away
from his duties or for any material to be
brought from that place without the
order having to go through other officials.
I only nention this to show that, so
fur as Mr. Short is concerned, he has not
the slightest authority over the work of
the Midland Workshops. The hon. mem-
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The facts of the case in con- !

the Charges, debate.

ber in the statement he made wished the
country and the House to understand
that Mr. Short had been guilty of im-
proper practices, that he had utilised
Government material and Government
worknen in the Government time, and
that they were being paid by Government
money for work on Mr. Short's property
and in convection with the motor launch.
There was one stalement made to the
effect that 2 dinner wagon had been
mwade —the statement was not made here,
but I believe it was made at the inquiry
—and that it was in Mr. Short's posses-
ston. It was also stated that there was a
bookcase. I am not charging the hon.
metnber with having made that state-
ment, but these two articles happen to be
the only two articles of furniture which
have never been and are not in the pos-
session of the Chief Traffic Manager,
He assures me that be has not a dinner
wagon in his house ; that although he
has been extremely desirous for some
time past of getting o bookcase—he has
a magnificent library which he brought
with him from the old country some time
ago—he has never been able to find a
suitable one, and that Lhese two articles
of furniture have never, during the time
he has been at Guildford, been in bis
possession. With regard to Mr. Julius,
I submit that there is not oue tittle of
evidence that can be shown against him ;
and to those who know Mr. Julius, surely
the charge is too absard. The hon.
member has impugned the integrity and
hounesty of the higher officials. Although
be did his best to damn their reputations,
he did nothing at the inquiry except
beswirch the reputation of certain of the
workwen. Lt was admitted by one man
that he took, or stole, five shillings’
worth of paint. T believe there were
imputations made by some dismissed
men that certain pevple had stelen paint;
but s¢ far as we can judge from the
responsible evidence taken at the inquiry,
the only clear evidence on that poimnt 1s
that one of the workmen took away a
small portion of paint. And that wos
done certainly without the knowledge of
the higher officials. Tf anybody would
inquire into the care that is taken in the
workshops—I do not know what may
have occurred in the old Fremantle
shops, where it was impossible to have the
same control or the same care taken—but
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at Midland Junction great care is taken,
and wkere a little peculation has been
discovered a notice is issued that if any
man be discovered taking anything
which is in the slightest Jdegree not his
own, dismissal will follow. And surely
the evidence shuws that the peculations
which bave taken place are insignifieant in
a huge business like the workshops, which
cover such a large area and employ such
a large number of workmen. T am quite
satisfied that if a grocer or other small

[9 Ocronkr, 1906.]

" Short in

business man were asked if peculations |

to a greater extent than those discovered
had not occurred in his own business,
the majority of business wen would say
that greater peculations oceurred in their
business than have occurred at the work-
shop as disclosed by the evidence taken
at this inquiry.  So far as Mr. Georgeis
concerned, he is a gentleman who has bad
an henourable career in this State; he has
been appointed to a high position. And
it has been shown clearly that every
congeivable effort was made by him on
this occasion to find out if anylhing was
wrong. I may also point out that at
the time the statement was made in the
Fremantle paper Mr. (George went to
Albany, and it was stated that DBMr.
George went there for the special purpose
of investigating this charge with Mr.
Short.
was in connection with certain alterations,
more especially in convection with the
carriage of agricultural produce, that Mr.
George desired to have a special con-
ference with the traific manager. And
only two days ago Mr. George showed
me the original telegram that was sent
to Mr, Short intimating that he desired
this conference. And what 1is more,
the information was first obtained by
Mr. George on the Albany platform from
the Rev. Mr. Bird, who was travelling by
the same train. Mr. George was told by
Mr. Bird of the scandal which had been
published by the Fremantle paper. That
was the first intimation the Commissioner
had, and it was obtaiued at Albanv, of
such a statement being made. TIn regard
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regard to some matter of
adininistration, that would only be acting
contrary to him in regard to some
expert opinion he held; but when we
traduce his character, when we give out
to the world that this man is no better
than a common thief, I think the greatest
amount of restitotion is due to hin by
his detructors, It is an impossible posi-
tion to assert for a single moment that a
wember can come to this House and
make statements which he says are abso-
lute charges. [ Interjections.] 1 say he
made absolute charges here, because
when I interjected and asked it he sug-
gested that the higher officers were im-
plicated. he said that they were impli-
cated, and he said that in évery breath
right through his speech. I want mem-
bers to remember that the n.otion brought
forward by the member for North Fre-
maantle did not involve the making of any
charge; it was werely asking for the
production of certain papers, and there
wis no objection to the production of
those papers. That being the case, there
was 1o necessity in the first instonce for
any charges to be made in the House.

" They were not made in » time of excite-
- ment, but cooly, quietly, and deliberately

It was nothing of the sort; it

to Br. Short, he is a gentleman who has |

spent a life-time in the public service,
and has I think a good record.
controlled the railways, us manuger, on
oceasion afler oecasion.  And it must not
be forgotten—as I said in the opening of

He has

made in this Assemblv. Before I con-
clude I desire to inforin the House that
in regard to Mr. Julins—to show the
coufilence the Government have in that
gentleman and that we believe in his
integrity, and as some acknowledgment
of the great work he has been doing
lutely in connection with the testing of
our hardwoods-—we are making him the
agent for the Government of Western
Australia at the New Zeuwland Exhibition.
That is the opinion we have of that
gentleman, and T hope that opinion is
endorsed generally by members of this
House. There is no doubt that the
wember for North Fremantle did make
distinct charges against certain railway
officials ; and I wish to ask, did the hon.
member have a fair and unbiased in-
quiry ? That is the question which every
member of this House should ask, and 1
think 1t will be admitted by everybody
thut he did. Although the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition (3Mr. Walker)
stated that the lon. mewmber had not

. legal udviee, those men whose honowr

wag impugned did not ask for legal

my address—if we were attacking Mr. | advice; tbey were prepared to go there
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and stand on the merits of their cuse. '

Moreover, if a person makes charges,

surely he must expeet that he will have

to prove those charges at the curliest
opportunity up to the hilt. The member
told the House that he could prove his
charges up to the hilt.

Mr. Scappax: He is not the first
member who has failed to prove charges,
you know,

Tae MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
He told the House that he could prove
those charges wp to the hilt; and when
he has failed to prove them, surely this
House has a right to expect either that
he will apologise for the mistake he made,
for the wrong statements which had been
made.

Mr. Scappar: And wake the country
pay the penalty, like somebody else did.

Tue MINISTER: The hou. member
might have tendered an apology to this
House. The hon. member who inter-
jected speaks of another affair. He
knows perfectly well that it was clearly
shown that L was justificd in the action
I then took; Parliament at that time
decided that I had taken a proper course.
Probably another Parliament may have
thought differently ; but at that time the
members of the House supported me.

Mr. Jornson: You bhappened to be on
the side of the majority then.

Teg MINISTER: Aund the hon. mem-
ber was one of that majority.

Mr. Jornson: That is so.

Mep. Scappan: He knows some-
thing; he speaks with authority.

Tae MINISTER: I would remind the
member for Guildford that when he was
threatened by some of those who sat on
the same side of the House with hiw, be
from his place acted an honourable part
and apologised here for his state-
ments in Kalgoorlie. Members will
acknowledge that the Premier introduced
this motion te-night in a kindly manner.

Mg. Jounsow: You have not followed
his example.

Tre MINISTER: But when we find
an attempt made by the deputy Leader
of the Opposition as a justification of the
charges

Mg, Warker: No; I dealt with the
inquiry.

Mr. Jounsoxn: You came prepared to-
night to make this speech.
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Tae MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I quite intended to have said nothing on
this motion, had an apology heen tendered
to the House. I do not think it can be
said for a single mowent that there bas
not been u fair and unbinsed inquiry
into these charges. If members will ask
themselves whether the hon. member in
the slightest degree justified the charges
he made, it must be adwitted by right-
thinking people that he did not justify
his churges agaiost either Mr. George,
Mr. Short, or Mr. Julius. As I said
before, the only thing he has done to
date has been to besmirch the reputation
of a few of the men employed; and I
hold that he has abuscd the privileges of
the House. The hon. member says now
that those whom the charges were made
against should take him by the hand and
thank him becanse the charges had been
in the air for a long tnm—,. that they
should now thank him because owing to
the charges he made the Government
authorised un inguiry and that inguiry has
shown that there is nothing in the charges.
This is a remarkable position for the
member to take up. Had the hon. mem-
ber tendered an apology, T wonld have
said nothing and been content that those
officers had beeu thoroughly vindicated.
But we found to-night that an attempt
was made at justification, to show that
there was something in the charges. If
we desire to maintain the privileges of
the House, we must give fair play not
only to members inside the House but
also to the public cutside; and the least

. we can do 1s to pass this meotion, which

defends the railway officials of this Stale
and places on record our opinion that the
hon. wember was wrong in making the
charges which he did.

Me. W.D. JOHNSON (Guildford):
1 had no intention of speaking on this
metion until the speech now delivered by
the Minister for Railways. I distinctly
regret that that gentleman did not fullow
the good example shown by the Leader of
the House in the speech which he de-
livered. The Minister for Railways in.
troduced that maliciousness so character- .
istic of the gentleman in discussions of
this description. 1 regret that, and my
feelings ave such to- mght that perha,pb
1 would be led away to make a specch
attack on the hon. member. There was
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no justification for the action taken by the
Minister for Railways. He came here
with Lhe deliberate intention of trying to
prove vindictiveness on the part of the
member for North Fremantle. That re-
flects no credit on the Minister for
Railwayvs.
that ali credit is due to the Lea.dpr of the
House who stated that he gave the mem-
ber for North Fremantle every credit
for honest intention. On the other
hand, the Mivister tor Railwavs tried to
get evidence to prove that that hon.
melnbel was vindictive in his molion,
and that he had brought ferwurd hlS
motion werely to get some satisfaction
.out of Mr. Shore. Such a contention is
absolutely unjustifiable ; and I consider
that its introduction into this debate does

9 Ovrorer, 1906.]

On the one hand, I think °

= it ope way or the other.

more harm to the prestige of this House -

than the speech of the member for North
Fremantle. I am not here to defend the
altibude taken by that hon. member ; but
I distinctly regret that that speech was
made, since the inguiry has heen held
but it must be borne in mind we are all
of us mnclined to say things at times

for which we are sorry when we see them

in cold print. I lave dune that on one or
two occasions, und possibly were I to
speak at any length to-night I would deo
it again. The Minister for Raillways
has done it, and the country has
had to pay the penalty. What I have
suid I bave had to pay for myself.
We have all to regret that the member
for North Fremauntle did use those
utterances, and I do not think he in-
tended when he rose to move that inotion
to make the deliberate charges he did. I
must, however,

be borne in mind that we

have heard for years past these accusa-

tions made against these gentlemen, who
even in their own evidence admit that
these things have been hanging over
their heads for some tine; and [ contend
—although it was ridiculed by memnbers
to-¢tay by their smiles when the Leader
of the Opposition brought forward the
argument—that the inquiry has done
much, seeing that it bas removed this
stigma, this “donbt that has been festing
over the heads of these gentlemen, and it
has done some good inasmuch as it has
proved that the rumour going on for
some years past was unjustified. And
when we find that these charges were not
well foonded, not right and not true,
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surely there is some credit duc to the
hon. member for North Fremantle for
having had the courage to bring the sub-
ject forward, and once and for all
remove the doubts cast upon the
honesty of those officials. I do not want
to sy any more on the question. I do
not think the terms of the motion are
justified atall. The motion is too strong
m wy estimation, and consequently T will
oppose it. Farther, I have only to regret
sincerely that the speech delivered by the
Minister for Railways has been delivered
in this House.

Me. W. T. EDDY (Coolgardie): I
consider that the wmotion is of such im-
portance that members should vole on
I have heard

several, some of whom have stated
that they will not vote at all. As
we know, those charges were made

against officials, and the case has been
heard by a Supreme Court Judge who,
it must bhe admitted, is fair and impartial.
The charges bave been declared by that
authority as being completely withont
foundation. To my mind the regrettable
feature of the whole affuir is that the
member for North Fremantle did not
accept the opportunity that was first
offered to him to go through the papers
before he wade the wholesale charges he
did. Had the hon. member done this, I
feel quite sure that his good judgment
and good sense would have satisfied him,
and he would not bave taken the stand
lie did and wade the sprech he did from
the fiour of this House. No doubt when
the hon, member made these charges he
sincerely and honestly believed them to
he true. But events have proved since
how dangerous it is for 4 member to take
notice of street tallk, to take notice of
what one hears at corners of the street,
the talk of scandal-mobngers, many of
whom will scll their souls as it were fora
drink or a pint of beer.  Unfortunately
there are those who talk wholesale
scandal, and the cue unfortunately was
taken at the time and believed. Although
the hon. member meant well, T think it
must be acknowledged that he was too
prone as it were to tuke notice of this
street-corner talk.  And it seems a pity
that his better judgment did not prevail,
for it is regrettable that this feeling and
belief was shared by the hon. member.
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We must acknowledge that, and T think |
the hon. member will make that acknow-
ledgment himself; for just looking at |
some of the plain, bald statements in his
speech, we find that he stated here that
he would convince us that higher officials
were implicated ; not suggested lo be
implicated, but a.ctua.lly implicated with
this surreptitious work. These were his
own words, and then again, seeing that
the hon. member made a cbarge against
the officers, he shared as it were in the
charges absolutely. TLater oo he said:—

I make these statements knowing what I
am saying.

He made reference to a certain man who
wag a foreman, and be also said : —

I know what has been going on; I know

what was going on in my time.
The hon. wmember must have shared in
the feeling of what he heard when
making the charges from the floor of this
House. Again he said :(—

Officials feel so secure in their positions that
they think that neither the Commissioner nor
the Minister has the backbone to take up this
matter. The practice of making such
articles in the Government workshops,

although perhaps not so extensive as in the
past, is still continued.

These are a few extracts from the plain,
hald statement mude by the hon. mem-
Ler. T am sure, after all said and done,
after the hearing and the receiving of
the report, it must be pleasing to the
members of this House, aud more pur-
ticularly to our officers and officials, that
those who were accused are free from the
stigma. I must congratulate the Deputy
T.eader of the Opposition for the fine
defence he made this afternocon on bebalf
of the member for North Fremantle.
After analysing this speech we are asked
this evening to use our judgment. The
charges, as we all Lknow, were very
determined. The honour of our officials
and our administration was attacked.
The point I want to make is just this,
briefly and in conclusion. Tf you believe
that a mwan has done something very
wrong and worthy of a blow, and you ga l
up to the man and knock him down and
find out afterwards that you struck him
wrongly, then I think it is only u manly
act to apologise, and apologise imme- |
diately.

Me. WaLkgr; But he has put them on
their feet, instead of knocking them down. I
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Mg, EDDY : Notwithstanding the fine
defence the Leader made, he was very
careful to avoid all the points that might
have told against the hon. member. But
afterwurds we find the hon. member (Mr.
Bolton) rising in his seat this evening
and telling the House that he bas no
regret wha,tevcr to offer. [ regret that
the hon. member made those remarks,
Those remarks compel me, T consider, to
support the motion as submitted Ly the
Premier, I would have liked veally, if it
were possible, if the hon. member had
made some form of apology, to have
obliterated the latter part of the motion
as submitted. We do not—1 am sure I
do pot, and I think the members of the
House do not—doubt the hon, member’s
sincerity ; but I certainly think he should
apologise.  An apology is due to those
officials and to this House. That I con-
sider would have been more honowrable
and much wmore creditable to himself
than telling us that he has no regret to
offer.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
J. Price} : Lo the few remarks I wish to
address to the House in connection with
this subject, I will endeavour, as far as
possible, to refruin from saying anything
which might be hurtful to the feelings of
aby person or any party in this House,
[Interjection by Mr. Tavior.] It is
possible without offence to yive the hon.
member and his friends a little necessary
advice, if they have the good semse to
take it.

Mr. WALELER:
begin with.

Tue MINISTER FOR WORKS: At
any rate the incident which I hope this
debate closes is one exfremely regret-
table, for two reasons; first of all
because of the painful experience which
the officials concerned and their friends
have had to go through, and secondly
because in  my opinion it wmarks a
misuse of the privileges of this House.
We know perfectly well that the growth
of the privileges which we now enjoy has

That is insulting, to

‘gone on for wany hundreds of years, and

the public only permit us to use such
privileges whilst we take no part in abus-
g them. It bas been supgested that
even in going into this matter we are
doing something which may be dangerous
to the advantages we ¢njoy. But 1 may



Railway Workehops:

point out that the 9th article of the Hill
of Rights, which confirms to the British
people 1his privilege of freedom of debate
wn Parliament, 1s as follows ;-—

That the freedom of speech and debates, or
proeeedings in Parliament, ought not to be

(# Ocroner, 1906.]

impeached or questioned in nny court or place -

out of Parliament.

So I take it that if we believe a member
of this Assembly has improperly used the
privileges he possesses, we in this House
are quite within our right in dealing with
the matter, and it is our bounden duty
to male note and to comuent upon any
misuse. 1 have known the hon. member
long ennugh to be perfectly certain that
in the speech he made there wus no
wilful inaccuracy, und I feel perfectly

“

sure that there was no intention to harass -
" for North Fremantle for bringing these

or hurt any particelar individual ; bat 1
think that when we find he inade those
statewments without lwving pinned his
informants down to written statements,
without having had statutory declarations
from thewm, and without taking advantage
of the offer of the Minister for Railways to
examine the files dealing with the ques-
tion, he was guilty of distinet recklessness,
An attempt has been made by the
Leader of the Opposition, and a very

clever attempt, but one which T feel .

perfectly sure will be unsuccesstul, to
confuse the issue in connection with this
matter. [MemBeEr: No.] Isuggest that
the gravamen of the charge is not what
Messrs. Flint & Baker may or may not
have been guilty of, but the question was
whether high officials were guilty of pecu-
lation,and whether Mr.George as the chief
Commissioner, wilfully shut his eves to
this state of affairs.. That was the main
charge, and I noted that in the very able
speech which the Leader of the Opposi-
tion ade be carefully refrained from the
dissection of the evidence which had to do
with the main portion of thecharges. This
is the grave feature in the case, und when
we find thut our officials ave proved guilt-
less of this sort of accusation, it 1s our
bounden duty by resolution of this House
to protect them, and to show our dis-
approval of any recklessness which may
prompted such charges.

Me. Warxer: But not to put a stigma
upon anotber in doing it.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORES: I
think it is rather late to talk about put-
ting stigmaus upon penple. TIf a man
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makes a charge in this House without
sufficiently investigating the authority
upon which he mukes that charge, he
must take the consequences upon his own
head. I do not see that we are called
upon fo find witigating circumstances in
connection with such o procednre. On
the other hand those whom we have
to think of and with whom our sym-
pathy should lie are those individuals
who, by reason of their position, cannot
stund up and publicly defend themselves.
They arc the men whom we must regard
as stigmatised ; not the man who by
carelessuess or by recklessness has been
the canse of bringing on -them a public
reproach, I must take exception to the
statement that the officials concerned
have cvery rcason to thank the member

charges. Because a wan breaks my head
and afterwards offers me a piece of
sticking-plaster to patch vp the wound, I
do not think I have any cause for thaunk-
fulness.

Mr. WaLgER: Suppose he lances a
luinp you have, und gets rid of it.

Tur MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Much depends on the temperament of the
person concerned. Many ien, if they
kuow of adverse rumours concerning
themselves, may be considerably pained ;
hut that pain is greatly intensified when
the matter is ventilated in the public
’ress, and the statement, that they areas
bad as thieves is scattered broadeast over
the land. We must also recollect that
the allegations of the member for North
Fremauntle were perfectly specific. He
dicl not, us has been suggested, say I
simply bring hefore this House certain
rumours which the general public are
circulating,” but he said in very clear and
emphatic language: “I will tell the
Minister that the names of the officials
are known to me and are known to the
workmen, and that everything I have
said T can prove up to the hilt.” There
is no doubt that outside this House, an
ordinary court of lnw would hold respon-
sible the person makiog such a state-
meut ; and we cannot make such remarks
in t]lis House without accepting the
responsibility which attaches to them.
I feel certain every other member of the
House would have been relieved if on last
Thursday, when the finding of the Com-
mission was read, the bon. member had
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taken the opportumty of offering a frank
and a full apology. That wonld have
relieved us of all necessity for these pain-
ful proceedings, and 1 think we shouid
all have congratalated the hon. member
upon taking a mauly course,

Me. Jounson: And would have flung
the apology in his teeth ot every oppor-
tunity.

T MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Is it not far worse to make unfounded
charges, and when they are proved to
be unfounded refuse to retract them,
than frankly and Freely to apologlse
for them ? The Acting Leader of the
Opposition (Mr. Walker) has endea-
voured to show that the motion is
altogether tvo severe, I wish him to
carry his mind back some 14 years, to
the time when he was an ornament to the
Parliament of New South Wales. He
will recollect that at that time Mr. Schey
made certain charges very similar in
character against the Commissioner of
Railways in that colony.

Me. WaLker: And found precisely
the same difficulties as confronted the
member for North Fremantle.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T
wish to show, by reading the molidos
which were then proposed and passed by
the House, that the motion proposed
to-night by the Premier is distinctly
lenient.

Mr. WaLker: The motions in the
New Scuth Wales Parliament were a
malicious attack upon Schey. I was
there and heard them.

Ture MINISTER: That caunot be so0;
for I must believe that some 90 or 100
men in Parliament assembled

Me. Warges: A brotal majority of
the Parkes Glovernment ——

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Would not condone a malicions attack
by supporting the motions, which were
as follow:—

1, That this House desires te place on
record its severest condemnation of the con-
duet of the member for Redfern, Mr. Schey,
in connection with the charges made by him
against Mr. Eddy, the Chief Commissioner of
Railways and his colleagues.

2. That in view of the finding of the Royal
Commission appointed to inquire into the
charges made by Mr. Schey, the member for
Redfern, against the Chief Commissioner of
Railways snd his colleagues, the member for
Redfern, Mr. Schey, ougbt to resign his seat
in the House.
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Isubmit that the motion proposed to-
night is distinctly lenient compared with
tlu_ two motions submitied to the New
South Wules House by My, Want; and
Mr. Want was likely to be fully sensible
of the meaning of the wotions he sub-
mitted, and wdl able to judge of what

. was a fitting and proper procedure in such
' eircunstances.

Mr. Wargker: May [ venture to say
t.hat Mr Want was, when he had a

“gel” on anybody, one of the most
vindictive men that ever occupied a seat
in Parliawent ?

Tre MINISTER POR WORES: 1
cannot take such ex parfe statements as
walters of fact.

Mr. WarLger: They are. Tam reply-
ing to your ex purfe statewent,

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
simply put before the House two resolu.
tions which ‘the Parliament of New
South Wales passed by a large majority

on a similar occasion; and I quote
them to show that there is nothing
vindictive, nothing extreme, in the

motion of the Premier. 1 regret the
eircumstances, and I trust even at this
late hour that the member for North
Freoantle may see fit to relense us from
the difficult and unpleasant position in
which we are, by making a full and frank
apology to those officials whom he has so
vufairly wronged.

Mr. J. SCADDAN (1vanhoe): I am
satisfied that this is a very unpleasant
subject to deal with; but T must with
other members express regret that at
least two Ministers of the Crown shuould
prepare long speeches, come to this

" House with documents, and make such

statements us they have made to-night
when attempting to place a member on
his trial. 1 regvet that the Blinisters for
Railways and Works should prepare
typewritten quotations from speeches
and documents, to be thrown about this
Chawmber when thev should be making
culm and deliberate statements. They
might easily have followed the example
of (ke Premier, by showing, when
supporting this wotion, some charity in
their composition.

Mz, Tayrvor: They are not built that
way.

Mr. SCADDAN: There is no doubt
about that. The Minister for Railways ir
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nost vindictive when attacking members
n this House. A little charity will some-
imes go a long way. T am not given to
rersonal attacks, and with other members
vho have sposen I vegret extremely that
ny cause arose for the uppointment of o
toyal Commission to inquire into these
harges. Butthe great majority of mem-
)ers must recognise that rumours were
urrent long before they were mentioned
n the Hoase. T have beard many of the
umours when travelling in the express
o Kalgoorlie; und in view of that fact
be Government and the gentlemen
gainst whom the charges were made
nust recognise that the appointment of
he Commission has had a good effect in
emoving u stigmu from their reputations.
ind as the member fur North Fremantle
as distinetly stated on more than one
ceasion that he made those charges only
or the purpose of clearing the air, and
hat he 1s guite satisfied with the judg-
aent of the Royal Commission, surely
hat ought to be sufficient. Why do
/e wish to go so far as to blacken the
haracter of one party 10 the inquiry
rhen the other parties ure cleared? To
1y mind the motion would have gone far
nough had all the wordsalter * Commis-
ion” heen left out. We should then
ave approved of the finding of the Com-
nssion, and the other matter might well
ave been dropped. The member for
{orth Fremantle expressed regret to-
trht, and stated he was pleased that the
haracters of the railway officials had
ween cleared. Then why do we wish to turn
he attack on 1ihe lLon. member? I
xpressly regret that the Ministers Thave
amed should come here with speeches
repared of the nature delivered to-night.
'he Mimster for Works read, I under-
tand, a typewritten copy of some
ewarks made by the member for North
remantle. I think it would have been
rell if he had cavefully perused that type-
rritten copy, and compared it with Han-
ard. Thave here u copy of Hausard,
rhich after all nust be official ; and in
iew of the fact that the member for
Torth Fremantle was heing unfairly
ttacked, the quotation should have been
pad from Hansard. The Minister for
Vorks sald that the member for North
‘remantle, when making his preliminary
peech on this subject, said that every
barge he had made he could prove up to

{9 Ocroser, 1906.]
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" the bilt. Now, the Hunaurd report reads:
- “Everything that 1 have suid can be

proved to the hilt.” The member for
North Fremanotle did not say, “I can
prove the charges up to the hilt” In
view of that fact, I think the Minister
should withdraw the statement he read
to the House.

Tue Minisrer rok Worrs: The
words I read were, * Everything | have
said can be proved to the hilt.”

Mr. Borrorn : You did not read that
at all.

Mr. SCADDAN : The Minister did not
read that. If he cannot read correctly,
Le should employ sgmebody to vead for
bim. He cannot read typewritien copy.
I again express regret al the speeches of
the Ministers for Railways and Works,
I could understand any person using in
an impromptu speech language similar to
theirs; but why they should come to this
House with typewritten extracts from
speeches etuetera for the purposes of
delivering such addresses, is absolutely
past my comprehension.

Tae MmisTErR For WorES: You
might have entered your protest the other

night, when the hon. member (Mr.
Bolton) made his speech.
Mr. F. ILLINGWORTH (West

Perth) : T think it will be admitted that
there 1s no privilege dearer to the British
Purliament and all the Parliaments
founded on the House of Commons than
the privilege of absoluty freedom of
speech, especiully in regard to all ques-
tions that effect the people. But we
kave the right only zo long as we rightly
us¢ it. The point we should particu-
lurly emphasise at the present juncture is
that anv departure from the right use of
freedom of speech wnperils the right
itself. No power outside this House

. ean effectively criticise the action of

+ also his responsibility.

any member; no court bas any power
to interfere with us. That being so,
it seems to me of the verv highest
importance that every wember should
recognise not only his liberty Tbut
if there 15 any-
thing more heavily impressed upon us
than another, it is that when we speak
in this House we should be careful of
our facts, and especially when those facts
or alleged facts interfere with the rights
of others, or affect men’s characters. I
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was deeply pained when the first speech
of the member for North Fremuntle was
delivered on this subject; for it sewned
to me that the hon. member had listenaed
to certain reports, was impressed by
certain information that had come to
him, and had determined to make
in this House a speech that would
arouse considerable excitement. That
he did so is certain; but there was
one thing be did not remember, that his
attack was "an attack on respunsible
officers who had no voice in this House
and no means of replying to or defeud.-
ing themselves. It is perfectly troe these
reports were current. ‘They were common-
place reports which are often heard ab ut
officials and alwut hon. members as well ;
but if we were to follow up all this kind of
report and insist that such reports should
be brought on the floor of this House and
either proved or disproved, we shonld
have nothing else to do. Members will

[ASSEMBLY.]
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of the statements. It is an exper
ence  which hon. members, especinl
youanger members, are liable to fall int
I have had myself in my early da)
experience of the same character, but
was warned in my early days also not 1
fall into the same pit.

Mz. Boirow: By such a motion
this ?

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: A motion «
this kind has never emanated from m
nor is it likely to. There is one course
have always taken in my parliamenta
life. When a man makes a statement !
me about any official or about anythir

. affecting the Government of this countr

find in their experience of parliamentary

life that they will constantly hear reports
concerning Ministers and officials and
even members of Parliament that will
give them aronsiderable mmount of anxicty
and a good deal of tronhle if they attempt,
to prove them., The hon. member’s
motion in the first instance was fair
enough. Certain papers existed to his
knowledge.  These papers might or
might not—in s belief ihey would—
prove certain charges against certain

officials, and to call for those papers was .

the right course; but to make a speech
and condemn the actions of the persons
supposed to be implicated, before the
papers were laid on the table, was an
absolutely wrong coutse. The House
caunot justify a course of that kind. "L'he
hon. member was perfectly justified in
asking for the papers; and if after un
examination of the papers he found that
there was a cerlain basis for charges, he
should have moved a motion 1n this
House, a distinet motion respecting the
officers concerned. Then action couid
have been taken 1o justify theofficers. 1t
has since fallen out that the ofhicers are
not only clearly exonerated, hut also
removed from all underground ar:usi.
tions. It is true that good comes out of
evil, but the evil remains. Hon. mem-
bers should not make statements in
this House affecting individuals, unless
they are perfectly certaiu of the truth

[ ask him to make a written stat
ment. 1 say, " Write it out, sign it, at
give it to me, and I will bring it befo
the House.” T bave never yet found
man who will make a statement and wri
it down and sign it, and allow me to rey
it to the House; and T say to young
mewbers—and perhaps the House w.
excuse wme in taking this position—I s
to younger members especially that it

u good thing to wet a man to sign h
aceusation hefore bringing it before ¢l
House.

Mz, Bovron : I admit that [ recogni:
that.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: The ho
member moved for certain papers. E
could have moved for those papers wit.
out making a speech at all ; there was1
necessity to make a speech ; but in maki
his speech, the hon. member definite
made positive charges.  Nothing
clearer to my mind than the remerx
brance of that speech. The hon. memb
made charges that positively shocked m
because I knew the men against who

. the charges were made, and I believe

that they could not possibly be guilty «
them. Had the hon. mewber waited,
I have suggested, for the papers ar
perused them nnd then made charges, h
present attitude would be justified. I
says to the House very properly from b
present, standpoint und his rights, « N
charges, baving  Dbeen  exhaustive
examined, disclosed the fact that the

wus no truth in the rumours th
were  about.” The hon. wmemb
claims  that he bhas done good

these officers; but will the hon. memb
remember thut these charges, althoug
they were in current c¢ornrersation. we
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known only to a limited number of .
people, a very limited number of people
wdeed ¥  Even when they were made in
the public Press by an insignificant
paper, it was still to a very limited
andience indeed; but when thev were
made on the floor of this House, with all !
the prestige of an hon. member of this |
House, they were not only received and
. accepted here, but they were telegraphed
all over the Commuonweulth. As a
matter of fact the substance of that
speech was cabled to London, and the
characiers of these wmen bhave been
injured and indeed blasted not only
in the Commonwealth but in Great
Britain. The hou. member in making
that speech in this House was talking in
authoritative language, and the news.
papers were justified in accepting the
charges at any rate as having a strong
basis of truth.  When the hon. member
-sud positively I do nos suggest that
these things are rumours, but I charge”
—those are the words he used-—* officials
with these things™
M=. Bovton: 1 must look that up.
M=z. ILLINGWORTH: The bhon.
member said: L assert that there are
motor launches, windmills, and farniture
now in the houses of certain high officials
in the Railway Department.” That
statement was made, if my memory is
correct. The hon. member said they
were there. If that is so, the fact was
telegraphed all over the world, and the
reply made by the Roval Commission
never reaches the statement, never follows
it up, and there are hundreds of
thousands of people to-day, to the dis-
credit of this State as well as to the
discredit of the officers, who believe that
vertain things of this character go on in
our Railway Department. They will
pever read the reply of his Honour the
Judge, and they will never perhaps hear
the result of this motion to-night. For
our own sake, and for the prwx]ege of
this House, I contend that we ougbt to
put it on record that a statement of

09 Ocroner, 1906.]

this kind pot only should not have
heen made, but was made against the

wi]l and wish of this House. State- !
ments of this character should not *
be made at all, and it we allow

them to pass without record, we shallbe |
abettors in the wrong that has been dune.
I am sorry indeed the hon. member has X
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not tuken up another position. I feel my-
self that the true position to have taken up
was to have said—and he could havesaid
it truly and conscientiouslv—that when
he made those stutements he believed
they were absolutely true.

Mgr. Bortox: I said so.

Ms. ILLINGWOQRTH : 1 am certain
the hon. member would not have made
them unless that was so.  His manner of
muking them showed that he thoroughly
believed in what he said ; but finding now
that the statements were incorrect, the
right thing for him to do as a man is to
stand op in the House and say, “I am
more pleased than anyone else to find
that I have been wrong ; and being wrong,
T apologise for what I have done” If
the hon. member does not take that course,
I shall be compelled to vote for the
motion.

M=. H. DAGLISH (Subiaco): I shall
regret indeed if this motion 1s carried.
It seems to me that the motion would go
quite far enough if it ended with the word
“Commissioner,” and read *That this
House, baving considered the report of
the Royal Commission appointed to in-
quire into the serious charges madeagainst
certain officials in the Railway Depart-
went, welcomes the complete vindication
of the Commissioner of Railways and bis
officers as conveyed in the finding of the
Commissioner.” 1 agree with the con.
cluding remarks of the member for West
Perth, that it would be reasonable for the
member fur North Fremantle to express
a withdrawal of any accusations that have
been made; but at the same time I can-
not forget the fact that we have heard in
this House charges levelled against other
high officials of the Government which huve
been disproved, and which have not been
followed up by a motien of this sort. I
remember, for instance, as other members
do, certuin charges that were levelled
against Mr. Justice Parker, now occupy-
ing the position of Chief Justice of this
State— [Mgr. Borton: Hear hear]—

| charges which were, strangely emough,

levelled by the then member for Murray,
Mr. George. They were as serious
charyes, far more serious—{ M. TaYLOR :
In comparison tothese] —especially bear-
ing in wind the position of the accused
person, than were the charges made
against the Commissioner of Railwuys
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by the hon. member, A Royal Commis-
sion was appoiuted in that case also, und
it entirely vindicated Mr. Justice Parker;
but Parliament was never asked to cen-
sure the hon. member who mouthed the
charges.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mgr. Tavror: Parliament was asked -

to make him Commissioner of Railways
fur five years,

Mr. DAGLISH : In fact the matter
really dropped. Of course 1 am not. pre-
paved to see any connection, as does the
member for Mount Margaret, between
what happened afterwards and what
transpired prior to the appointment of
that Comwission: but at the same time
I regret, the remarks of the member for
North Fremantle. I was sorry they
were wade, because baviog known the
Comumissioner of Railways and his

officers, and having sat as member of this '

House when the Commissioner of Kail-
wavs was a member of this House, I had
implicit confidence in the hovesty and
honour of that gentleman. Therefore T
regretted accusutions that I felt could
not be proved, and I am pleased indeed
that they were not proved, but at the
sarpe time T do not like what appears to
me to be somewhat of a party motion.

Tar Premier: You cannot say that.

Mg. BoLron : After the two Ministers’
speeches it is a fair thing,

Mr. DAGLISH: I could quite under-
stand, had this motion not been moved,
that the member for North Fremantle
would probably have felt more willing to
take up the position which in my opinicn
is the position he should take up.

Mr. Bovrow: That would be
ferent.

dif-

Me. DAGLISH : There are few per-

sous in this House or outside it who care
to do under compulsion what they,
perhaps, are ready and anxious to do,
but which they object to do at the point
of the bayonet, to quote u remark of the
Premier’'s. Why, the Premier refused

to withdraw certain regulations at the
point of the bavonet, but as scon as
arms were glounded be did; and I fuel |
+ on that point of argument and hear in

qulte sutisfied that i¥ arms were groun-ed
in this case the memmber for North Fre-
mantle would follow the worthy example
get him by the Premier and set him by
the Government. T would very much
like before the conclusion of this debale
to see the member for North Fremantle
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take that course. [SeEverat, MumbERS:

Hear, hear.j Even though it might
appear to hin that he would be supposed
to be doing it under compulsion, 1 ven-
ture to say it is the nobler part to adwit
an error. Even though the Premier is
so ready to recognise an error un the part
of the member for North Fremantle,
he himself finds it difficult to admit an
error when be recognises one himself,
as in the case I quoted a minute

ago. I think the member for North
Fremantle might set the Premier
aw worthy example in this matter.

He might take a better stand than the
Premier did a few weeks ago, aud agree
to withdraw the accosations so far as
they were contained in the speech and
alleged dishonesty on the purt of certain
officials of the Ruilway Department.

Mz, Boitox: I huve admitted their
undoubted innovence.

Mr. DAGLISH : 1 think the member.
might go w step farther,

M=z. -Borrow: T admit I do not believe
the charges.

Me. DAGLISH: And express regret.

Mr. BScappaw: He has expressed
regret.

Mg, WaLggk: You do oot want fo
hminble the man altogether ?

Mz. DAGLISH : 1 have risen with the
object of preventing if possible this
motion being carried m its present form.

My. Scappax: Did you hear the
Minister’s specch ?

Me. DAGLISH : A great portion of it,
but the Dlinister’'s speech had nothing to
do with the merits of the case, therefore
I do not wish to refer to that speech.
Yhe attitude of the Government really
bus no bearing on the case so far as
the member for North Fremantle and
the railway officers are concerned. The
Government may or may not be wrong in
their attitude on this guestion. 1t does
not affect the trath, as fur as the charges
made by the member for North Fremaotle
against these officials is concerned. I
want the inember for North Fremantle to
buar that in wind, and I ask him to agree

wind that the attitude of the Govern-
ment on this question dovs not in any
way affect the issue us hetween hims: 1t
and the ofticers accused in his former
speech. ‘I'he member has to either justify
the position be then took up entirely, or
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withdruw entirely and without reser-
vation from it.  That seems to wme
to be the course open, and I hope
the member will take the course before
the debate c¢loses. 1 rose for the
purpose of suggesting that. I am per- -
fectly awate that if 1 move an amendment
tothe motion embodying my nplmons it
will he lost; for that reason I intend
to move no amendment. At the sawe -
time 1 hope before the discussion closes
the Premier will see fit to at all events
withdraw portion of the motion, and that,
the House will allow him to amend it by
that withdrawal.

Mer. A. J. WILBON (Forrest) : I feel
I would be doing wyself an injustice
were I to permit the question to go to a
vote without making some remarks ou it.
The position, it striles me pursonally, is
this: if this question gees to a vote of '
the House, every mewmber will be called on
to vote either in favour of the recom-
wendations of the Commission and -
against the member for North Fremaantle,
or else to vote with the member for North
Fremuntle and against the Commissioner
who inguired into this case. The issue
as far as I understand it is whether or
not the member for North Fremanile bad
the slightest foundation for the charges
he iade against certain responsible
Government officers in the State railway
service; and if the member had the
slightest foundatien for making those -
charges, then he had justification for .
making the memorable speech that has
cuused so much discussion to-night. Tf
he had not the slightest foundation for
making the charges which the member
made in his statement against high
officials in the public service of the State,
those charges have no foundation in fact;
there was not the slightest foundation to
base the charges on; aud the attitude of
the member to-night is not in keeping
with what ought to be the attitude
of an hon. member who has made
a speech of that wvature which on
farther investigation is found to be
absolutely foundationless in fact. There
may have been justification by the mere
thought. The hon. member may have '
thought the charges true. He may have
thought there was foundation for making
the charges; but now there has bren an
investigation there can be no thought |
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about the matter, especially as it bas been
reduced to an absolute certainty. The
member’s position is a differeat one from
that when he wade the charges, and
when he thought they were true. No one
who listened to the member, and the way
in which he made his statement, could
come ta any other conclusion than that

. he thoroughly, honestly, and entbusiasti-

cally believed the stateinents he was
making had some foundation in fact.
But the position s difterent to-day, and
it seews to me if the moiivn goes to the
vote, and if members vote on 41, they
will be either vindicating the honour of
the member for North Fremantle or
vindicating the bonour of the Commis-
sioner who adjudicated on the issues. 1f
that is the case, so far as I am personally
concerned I can take no other attitnde
than to vindicate the hononr of Mr
Justice MeMillan, who held the inguiry
into the charges, and whose verdict, in
his own language, is that he has no hesi-
tation in saving that there was not the
slightest foundation for the charges
made against Mr. George, Mr. Shovt, Mr.
Julius, or any other high official in the
Railway Department. We have no reason
to doubt that is so, notwithstanding the
legal sophistries that were peritted to
be introduced into the debate by the

i Deputy Leader of the Opposition, by
- pointing out the probabilities of a mis-

curriage of justice because the member
for North Fremuntle was not assisted by
legul advice, for if legal luminaries had
been engaged in the business there wus
less likelihood of arriving at a fair and
cquitable judgment oo the whole issue.
There is no question about that pussibility.
‘L'here would have been, as the mem-
ber for West Perth suggests, a red-
herring or prebably many red-herrings
drawn across the trail of the inquiry
which would have militated against a
satisfactory solution. However the whole
thing seems to tne to be very simple.
Every member huas the right to exercise the
privileges of the House i duing anything
he thinks to be in the best interests of
the State. When the member made his
speech to the House I am convinced that
the best motive actuated hin in making
thut speech. I do nat believe the mem-
ber for a moment was trying to get
even with certain high officiuls in the
Raillway Department. [ do not think
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he tried to be in any sense vindictive o
seek revenge against these officers; he
believed Le was doing a duty not only to
himself, not only to the State, but to the
officials also. What I cannct possibly
understand is, why after investigation
has been made so completely as to vindi-
cate the bonour of the railway officials
whose honour was challenged, where the
slightest sacrifice of honour on the purt
of the member for North Fremantle
gomes in to admit that the charges made
on that occasion have on investigation
been folnd to be absolutely groundless.
It occurs to me the adoption of that
attitede would add very largely to the
honour of the member for North Fre.
mantle, and T am sure there is not a
member in the Chamber but would feel
proud of the member for North
Fremantle if be adopted that attitude. 1
am sure the great majority of the
members in the House, during the time
the member has been in the public life
of the State and in this Parliament, bave
been glad of assoclating with
member for North Fremantle, 1 feel
very keenly the position a motion of
this nature places us in, but we are faced
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are not substantiated, states that the

- member for North Fremantle made these

the |

with the position of having to vindicate -
the honour of Mr. Justice Mciillan or the -

honour and attitude of the member for
North Fremantle. I very sincerely re-
gret it becomes necessary to vote on the
question. The probabilities are, after all
said and done, there is not much likeli-
hood of a similar circumstance arising in
this Chamber, and probably sufficient has
been donme on this occasion and the
motion might be withdrawn. I venture
to think probably the punishment so far
as the member is concerned bas been
quite sufficient in these circumstances. 1
only regret if it becomes necessary to put
the motion to a division that I shall have
to vote with the Government.

Mg. M. F. TROY (Mt. Magnet}: T °
© which were mot for the well-being of

take it this is a question of either con.
demning or approving of the action of
the member for North Fremantle, or
approving of tbe action of the Com-
missioner who inquired inte the charges,
because the motion submitted by the
Premier goes tarther than an actual con-
demuation of one side or the other.  This
motion, besides expressing pleasure that

the charges against the railway officers |

charges under the protection and pri-
vileges of Parliament, laving down the
charge directly that had it not been that
the member was protected by the pri-
veleges of the House he would not have
made the charges be did. At this stage
T regret very much that the member did
make these charges on that occasion
without being absolutely sure that
those persons who gave him the in-
formation would stick to bim when
the time came for the inguiry to
be held. I vregret that soon after
the commencement of the debate several
members on the Government side pur-
sued the member with such vindictive-
ness that has not tended to raise the tone
of the debate so far as the motion is con-
cerned. We came here to discuss a
motion either to support or to condemn the
hon. member, and we should have recog-
nised that and discussed it in ut least a
dignified manner. I take up the position
that the member for North Fremantle
when he made the charges in this Cham-
ber made them in good faith, believing
singerely at the time he made them that
they were true. Like the mewber for
West Perth, I disagree with the state.
ment that the hon. member made these
charges with a view of gaining notoriety.
In discussing with the member for North
Fremantle, long before the matter was
brought inte the House, T heard the
same statements, and I was led to
believe these statements bad good foun-
dation. I hold it was a duty to the State,
the country and the officials concerned that
an inquiry should have been held, because
any public man would be shirking his
duty fo the State if he had felt certain
conditions obtained in a department
which were to the detriment of the people
of the State, and did vot bring them
forward. If to-morrow I felt that con-
ditions existed in certain departments

the State, I should deem it my duty to
draw the attention of the Governwment
to the matter and ask for an inquiry. 1t
has heen pointed out by the Leader of
the Opposition that avery great differ-
ence exists hetween the evidence adduced
at the inquiry and that which was taken
into counsideration when the Commis-
sipner’s reporl was being given. It has
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been shown in counection with certain |

evidence, that of Flint and other indi-

viduals, that the evidence could not be ¢

relied on. If the member for North
Fremantle had been in a position
to conduct his case, us a man with
legal ability would have conducted
it before the court, greater informa.
tion might have been obtainable. The
member for North Fremantle asked
the Government to allow him the assis-
tance of a solicitor, that he might be able
to make the best of these charges aud
put the case before the court in its best
fight. That privilege was refused. And
it could not be expected that the hon.
mewber, without auy previous experience,
would be able before the court to put his
infornation to the sawe advantage as he
could have done had he had better
knowledge of the conditions which a
solicitor would have when appearing
before a court. I hold that the Premier
and the Government certainly could have

brought down this motion of censure in -

other than the way in which it has been
introduced. We are not ounly prepared
to admit that these people are not guilty,
but we ave pleased to recoguise that any
of our public servants are worthy of

being trusted, and the country as a whole -

will be benefited by the fact that there
has been an inquiry and can confide
in the officers to whom are entrusted the
affairs of the State; but I held that the
last portion of the motion adds some
imsult to all that hag been said against
the hon. member. There was no
necessity to go thus far. We can easily
admit, we wmust admit, that the charges
made have not been proved. We all
have var opiuions as to whether that case
was presented fo the best advantage or
not. We could easily have omitted the
latter portion of the motion, which I say
adds insult to what has been already
said against the member for North
Fremantle. Because I recognise that,
because I recogoise that the Govern-
meni could bave been more tolerant in

the matter, and because I recognise that |
the speeches made could bave been more |

tolerant and charitable, I do not think
this motion should be immediately
accepled by the House. T recognise thal
the Governioent should take some action,
but the action at present taken is not such
as should commend itself to this House.

"9 Ocroner, 19063
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the Charges, debale,

STATEMENT BY MR. BOLTON,

v Mg. BOLTON: In deference to the
wishes of hon. members, whomn 1 thank
* for ut least this much, that they have

given me credit for being sincere, and in
; view of the probability of an amendment

to the motion, I desire to take this
! opportunity of saving I regret that my
! remarks on the 22nd August were thought
by me to be so strong as I made them on
. that date. Tam satisfied of the innocence
of the officials concerned.

Tue PREMIER: In view of the
expresgion of regrel which has fallen
from the hon. member that he should
have made sueh remarks, and his strong
expression of belief in the absolute inno-
cence of the bigh officials charged before
the Commission, I am prepared, with
leave, to accept an amendment to the
motion I originally submitted. An
ameundment I would be prepared to ac-
cept would be to delete all the words
after * Commissioner.”

AMENDMENT.

M, J. EWING (Collie): Tam very
pleased at the turn events have taken,
and with permission I will move an
amendment—

That t.he words after “ finding of the Com.
missioner ” be struck out.

I congratulate most sincerely the meniber
for North Fremantle upon the manly
action he bhas taken up this question,
and I commend the Government for being
a party. to this amendwment. T ihink
enough has been said, and T have pleasure
in moving that those words be struck
Qud.

Mz. E. C. BARNETT {Albany): I
[ second the amendment.

Awmendment put and passed.

MOTION A8 AMENDED.

‘ Mz. T. WATLKER: I bave only one

! word to add. I regret thak the step now

: taken was not adopted earlier by the
Government, instead of its having been

' suggested outside.

( Me. Borroxw : The Premier promised.

¢ Mg WALEKER: I know. Thatisthe
| only regret I have.



2168 Boilway Workshaps.

Tae PREMIER: 1 would like to say
that as far as the action [ have faken in
bringing this matter before the House is
concerned

Mg. Tavior: Is the hon. member
replying ?

Mr. Seearger: The Leader of the
Opposition had not any right to speak;
but as be wished to say a word or two
only, I permitted him to do so, and it is
only right to allow the Premier to reply.

Mg. Tavror: There is a motion before
the Chair. Is the Premierreplying ?

Mg. Speaker: No. I have already
explained that I gave the Leader of the
Opposition an opportunity to say a word
or two. I think that in justice to him
and the House and others, it is due to
the Premier to allow bim to briefly reply.
I will not allow him to make avy speech,

Mg. Tavrior: Is it not within the
right of any member to speak to the
amendment before the House ?

Mgr. Speaker: The question before
the House is not now the amendment.
The motion before the House 1s that the
motion as amended be agreed to.

M=e. WALEER: [s not that a debatable
question ?

Me. Speaggr: The motion has DLeen
amended by a vote of the House; there-
fore it becomes the substantive motion,
in lieu of the former one originally pro-
posed by the Premier.

Tar PREMIER: Would it be com-
petent for me to speak on the motion as
ameuded 7 The motion is a different one.
I only got up to say, as to the action
taken by me in this House it is, as mem-
bers hoow, my duty as Leader of the
House to as far as possible protect the
privileges of Parliament, and it is also
my duty, as representative of the public
servants of this State, to see that their
honour 15 protected within the precincts
of this House.

Mr. Tavoor: And you did it in a
very gentlemanly manner.

Tue PREMIER: This action which
has so happily ended was taken with the
consent of all parties, so that it was
unnecessary for the Leader of the
Opposition to express any regret. 1 am
satisfied that the hon. member (Mr.
Bolton) was sincere in his expression of
regret. I am very glad hehad the man-
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liness to admit his mistake, and I fee
sure that evervone in the House agree
with me in that respect.

Question put and passed.

BILL—LAND ACT AMENDMENT,
IN COMMITTEE.

Resumed from the 4th October; Mr
ILLINGWORTE in the Chair, the PREMIE]
in charge of the Bill.

Clause 5] —Amendment of Sectiot
97 :
M=z. JOHNSON : Before going furthe
with this clause, udditional informatio
way desirable. One gothered from th
utterances of the Premier that he wa
bringing amendments forward in som
of these clauses with a desire to preven
people from coming under this measure
and by that means affording then
special consideration. He could not quit
follow the Premier. One understood thi
was in relation to the present clause.

Tue PreMigr: Clause 57.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 52 — Amendment of Section 98
Mr. FOULEES ask:d that mewber
might have copies of the principal Act.
Tue PREMER: Practically we deal
with this question at the last sittiog o
the House. It was in conmection witl
increasing the rent in the Eimberle
Division. He had given instroctions fo
a considerable number of small copies o
the Act to be provided for members.
Clause passed.

Clause 53—agreed to.

Clauge 54— Amendment of Seetio
101:

Mr. FOULKES: As we had mno
copies of the principal Act, he asked th
Minister to explain every clanse, so tha
members would not be passing clause
without knewing their effect.

Tae PREEMIER: That would b
rather tedious. He hoped that when th
hon. member received the Act, he woul
be able to follow the measure mor
clearly.  This clauge amended Bectio
101 of the principal Act, which provide
for a penalty being imposed in relatio
to pastoral leases outside the South
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West Division, if not stucked and if
improvements prescribed were not made
within five vears. The cluuse reduced
the period from five to two years.
When last in Committee on the Bill
members generally approved of this
amendment, which would prevent the
locking-up of large areas of pastoral
country, which would have to be stocked
in two years instead nf five years from
the commencement of the lease.

Mr. BUTCHER: The clause would
not have that effect; for the pustoralist
need not have his stock on the lease, but
vnly within the division.
two or three areas in a division, and
stock one only.

Tar PREMIER: There was much in
that contention ; but stock kept vormally
in certain areas had to be sent to the
coast for several months every year. The
hon. member might prepare = suitable
amendment.

Mx. TAYLOR: Would the Prewmier
recommit the clause, which was necessary
to make lessecs stock large tracts of pas-
toral country now vacant?

Tue PREMIER would recommit the
clause, and would ask the draftsman to
put in order any amendments suggested.

Clause formally passed.

Clauses 55, 56—agreed to.

Clause 57—Amendment of Sec. 104.:

Mr BUTCHER asked for explanstion.

Tre PREMIER: The section provided
thut a pastoral lessee under any previous
regulation might surrender the lease and
obtain a new lease, but subject to the
parent Act and any other law then in
force. The cliuse would prevent the
1887 pastoral lessecs from bringing their
leases under the Act of 1898 during the
passage of this Bill through Parliament,
thus avoiding increased rentals,

Mgz. Borcukr: The clause would not
affeet mere applications ?

Tue Premier: No; ooly transfers.

Mr. JOHNSON: Would not this work
injustice? The Bill was made retrospec-
tive to August last. Far-seeing lessces
might already have lwought their leases
under the Act of 1898, Why should
others be penalised, though they also
could have obtained a reduction?  Targe
firms always in touch with legul advisers
must have bad an advantage over the
small lessee,

[9 Ocrousks, 1908.]

He might hold -
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Tue PREMIER: The total area held
under the 1887 regulations that would
expire next yvear was some 21,301,000
acres, and would not he affected by the
clause. The pastoral leases held under
the Act of 1898 did not expire until 1928,
prior to which dute any increase of the
rents was impossible; and the object of
the clanse was to prevent any transfer.
The lessees had had an opportunity to
cransfer since 1898 ; but only one of the
large firms referred to by the preceding
speaker had made application fov transfer
since the introduction of the Bill.

Mz. Jouwmson: Applications were
made during the last year or so.

M=z TAYLOR supported the clause,
which, as was clear from the Premnier’s
remarks, would prevent pastoralists from
avoiding increases of rent. The men-
her for Guildford’s (Mr. Johnson's) sug-
gestion for avoiding injuslice to some
lessees would do injustice to the Treasury
by reducing rents.

Clanse put and passed.

Clause 58—agreed to.

Clause 59— Amendment of Section 138,
Subsection 5:

Mr. TAYLOR: As most of these
clanses repealed existing legislation, the
Premier should explain any section of
the old Act which was wmended by this
Bill.

Tue PREMIER: Under the existing
Act the lense or license must be pro-
duced on the registration of a martyage,
but there were some cases where a lease
or license was not issned; so it was
nzeessary to put the words *“if issued”
in the subsection.

Clause passed.

Clause 60—Amendsent of Section
140 :

Tee PREMIER: Section 140 pro-
vided that in the case of a foreclosure
the mortgagee could sell by public auction

after advertising in the Government
(uzelte or a pewspaper. It was intended
to amend this by inserting after

“auction” the words “or private sale.”
Business people thought that it was a
rustriction to be only allowed to sell after
forecluosing by. public auction, hecause a
better price could often be obrained by
private sale. The mortgagor was pro-

_ tected, because it wus provided that
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ample notice must be given by advertise-
ment.

Clause passed.

Clanse 6l—Amendment of Section
142 .

Tue PREMIER: This clause was
printed in the Bill in error and should be
struck out. Tt was really covered by the
next clause. :

Clause struck out.

Clause 62—Amendment of Section
142:

On motion by the PremIeR, clause
verbally amended.

Clause 63—Declaration of transfer ; no
transfer within two years unless improve-
ments effected :

Tag PREMIER : This was a new
clause inserted to prevent holders of
speculative holdings from transferring
their properties. It had been his proc-
tice as Minister for some time, though
he doubted whether he Thad legal
authority, to refuse a transfer of a con-
ditional purchase block within two years
unless improvements had been cffected
to the extent of £50. The clause would
strengthen the position of the Minister
in that regard. Tt would be useful to
prevent the transfer of holdings unless
mmprovements were effected. Otherwise,
if a railway was to be built, speculators
could take up conditional purchase hold-
ings and transfer them at increased
values at the first opportunity.

Clause passed.

Clauses 64, 65, 66—agreed to.

Clause 67—Repeal of Section 148;
method of determiving the value of im-
provements :

Tre PREMIER : This was rather an
important amenduent.  Section 148 de-
fined the procedure in regard to arbitra-
tion in respect of conditional purchase
blocks within pastoral leases. 1If the
selector refused to pay the claim wade
by the pastoral lessee for improvements,
he appointed an arbitrator to meet the
arbitrator appointed by the lessee, and if
the arbitrators could not ngree us to the
valuation, they appealed to the resident
magistrate. It was proposed by this
clause to simplify the procedure by allow-
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ing the parties to appear in person and
by appointing as referee, instead of
the resident magistrate, the district

land commissioner or unother offi-
cer appointed for the purpose. This
would he more satisfactory. The land

commissioner would be able to go to the
spot and meet the selector and pastoral
lessee and determine on the spot what
the improvements really were. It was
often difficult to bring evidence before
the resident magistrate as to what the
improvements were. It entailed a con-
siderable expense and was altogether a
very cuombrous procedure. As an in-
stance of the difficulty of bringing
evidence before the résident mayistrate,
the lessee wight have removed a large
amonut of poison from his land.
Clause passed.

Clause 68-—agreed to.

RESIDENTIATL LEASES, FREEHOLD,

Clause 69 —Residential lease may be
coverted into working man's block :

Tue PREMIER : Thiswas a debatable
clause. Really the debate that had
taken place on a previous clanse might
have taken place on this purticular ¢clanse.
It provided that residential leases could
be converted into working men’s blocks,
and that the holders might secare the
freehold title in five years. On this
¢uestion he had had a great deal to say
on different occasions. Tt was knowu
that people holding residential leases
were nob satisfied with their title and
desired to obtain the [reehold. Provision
wag made that this must not be looked
upon as a speculative business in any
way. No person was allowed to take up
more than one residential lease in one
district. If a man took up a lease and
converted it into a working man’s block
he was precluded from tuking up a
residential lease anywhere else.  One of
the greatest arguments used was that
where holders of residential leases re-
guired assistance to build a house, thev
had to pav most exhorbitant rates of
interest. In the Bunbury district there
wag a workers' area where the men held
freeholds, and where with the assistance
of building societies and heciuse of the
(et thut, having the freehold, they
could borrew money awt six per cent., they
all bad houses of their own. He was
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[9 Ourower, 1906.]

atisfied that if the provision wasadopted '

i would meet with approval from
eople desirous of making permanent
omes.

Mr. TAYLOR: This matter had been
ebated in the House for the last six
ears. The argument used by the
remier as to ditheulty in finding money
0 huild houses on residential leases was

bogey. Boulder had been a battle
round of this principle for the past six
ears. When Mr, Hopkins was first
eturnad to Parlinmeut as representative
£ Boulder he brought forward this mat-
er, and was defeated again and again on
he principle. The members for Ivanhoe
nd Boulder came into Parliament in
pposition  to the freehold principle.
Chere was a small section of people on
he goldfields anxious to get the freehold
of their leases, hut the majority believed
n the non-alienation of Crown lands.
Choge persons who stood as candidates at
jhe last election supporting legislation of
’his character were defeated in most cases
)y two to one. In the three electorates
>u the goldfields now represented by
Jovernment supporters, the elections were
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would be paying rent. It was absolutely
essential to retain the leasehold system
for the henefit of the workers as a whole.

" The late Premier of New Zealand, who

10t conmtested on this question at all. .

There was not much chance of altering
shis clanse : all we could do was fo entera
protest.

Mz. SCADDAN : This matter affected
his constifuents probably more than any
sther constituency in the Siate, and he
had taken considerable interest in the
matter. When he birst stood for Parlia-
went he was opposed by a candidate who
stood in the Labour interest but who was
not in favour of the non-alienation of
Crown Jands. The fight to a great extent
hinged on that question. Both he and
the other candidate were exactly on
similar ground except this one plank, and
he (Mr. Scaddan) was returned by a two
1o one majority. The residential system

on the goldfields had been the salvation

of the workers. In one small residential
portion of his electorate there weve free-
holds, but the residents on these freeholds
were paying rent, the owners not residing
on them. Thousands resided on leases,
and practically uwned those leases, which
was proof positive that under the resi-
dential lease system the residents were the
owners of their homes.  If this clause were
passed, in Jess thau five yeurs the majority
of the persons residing on the leases

wus attacked by the Leader of the Oppo-
gition, suid that the cry of every man
owning bis own home was a false one,
and was used for the purpose of taking
down the worker. If we were anxious
that every man should owno his own home,
let us give him au opportunity to obtain
the fee simple from a private landlord as
well as from the State. The regulations
and the number of systems ou the gold-
fields were nut the best. We had too
many systems. It was desirable to frame
some practical resulations giving some
little liberality. Residents on the gold.
fields might be working at one end of the
Goldeu Mile this week and at another
end next week, and perhapsafterwards at
Kanowna, but they did not want to for-
feit their homes. In regard to the 999
vears system, the people administeriog
the regulations were absolutely out of
sympathy with them. The Under Secre-
tury and the land agent at Kalgoorlie,
Mr. Tupper, had expressed absolute oppo-
gition.

Toe PrEMiER: Why? As the result
of experience.

Mn. SCADDAN: These regulations
had only been in existence a little over 12
months.

Tas Premier: Mr. Tupper was at
one time in favour of non-alienation of
lands, but after experience he came to
the conclusion that the systen was -
pussible.

Memser: Mr. Tupper had not, for the
past five years, been 1n favour of non-
alienation.

Mr. SCADDAN: Mr. Tupper =aid
that those persons who were the strongest
advocates for leasehold a few years ago
were now with few exeeptions the strongest
advocales for freehold. He wanted to

- kuow how Mr. Tupper arrived at that

conclusion. Tf he knew of cases, why
did he not mention a vame or two?
Could the Premier now give an in-
stance in point. Mr. Hopkins had made
a promise to people at Kalgoorlie, and
Mr. Glowrey, when a candidate for another
place. used a telegram from the Minister
for Mines saying the Govermment in-
tended to bring down an amending Bill
for the purpose of converting these
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residential leaseholds into workmen's |
blocks.

Tee Minisrer For Mines: That was |
quite right. ’

Mr. SCADDAN : It should have been
made public through the Press. |

Tue MivisTer ForR Mines: It was. |

Mr. SCADDAN: It had been since, |
but it was used as an electioneering lever |
by the Government. [

Tre Prexter : What utility was there |
in using it if there were only a few .
people in favour of the system ?

Me. SCADDAN: Simply becatse the
Goverument wanted to get those few
people on their side.

Mr. Corrier: The electors for the
Upper House were in favour of it.

Mgr. SCADDAN: In his electorate
there were 3,000 on the roll, but he he-
lieved there were only something like
500 on the Legislative Council register.

Tue MinisTeER FOR MINES: A wire on
the subject was answered by bim.

Mz. SCADDAN: The morning before
the election there appeared a paragraph
in the papers that Mr. Glowrey was at
last rewarded for the effort made, and
that a wire was received from the Minister
for Mines on the previous Friday stating
that the Government had decided to
grant the fee simple to holders of resi-
dential leases on the fields. That was
not u correct wmethod of making public
announcemments. T'be Govermwent should
consider that all the representatives of
the area affected opposed the granting of
the freehold.

Tre MINISTER FOR MINES: The
preceding speaker had always opposed
the alienation of Crown lands; but why
should the freehold be granted to some
people and withheld from otbers? The
Labour Government declined to grant the
fee simple on the goldfields, yet sold
town lots at agricultural centres. He
(the Minister) had always favoured sell-
ing a wman a piece of ground for a hone,
provided the land-jobber was prevenied
from buying up such blocks and rack-
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renting the worker.

Mg. Tavror: This clause would vot
prevent that.

Tur MINISTER FOR MINES: It
would. Many of the sufeguards surround-
ing residential areas proved unworkable ;
and the great majority of holders whom
he had wet desired the fee simple, which

Residential Leases.

by the clause might be obtained after
certuin period by any leaseholder compl)
ing with the workingmen’s-block cond
tions in the parent Act. He wust not |
the owner of other land in the State, an
must be the head of a family, or a ma
of 18 vears or over. The price of th
freehold would be fixed by the Ministe
the maximum area being half-an-acre ¢
the goldfields and five acres in agricu
tural districts. The lessee must, withi
three months from the date of the leas
take possession, and either he or b
wife or a member of his family must resic
on the land, and must, within three year
carry out the preseribed improvement
Unless all these conditions were complie
with, the fee simple would not be obtaine
till the expiration of five years. T}
applicant would have to show his abs
lute bona fides.

Mr. Joursown: But having obtaine
the freehold, he could do what he like
with it, *

Tre MINISTER FOR MINES
Certainly he could dispose of it; and wh
not give to goldfields people what w:
given to people in all other parts of tl
State? Woere none but goldfields res
dents to be deprived of the unearns
increment ?

Mr. Scappan: Why should any bha
it? Tt was derived from other workers
Tae MINISTER FOR MINES:
worker on wages did not know from de
to day how long he would be employe
in any one district; apd there was &
great reason for him to try to make
home, because he did uot know whetln
his employment would be permanen
To a man in permunent employment
lease was nearly as good as a frechol
but to a wan who might have to leave
district at any time to go elsewhere !
search of employment, a lease was
little use, becanse when he desired to s¢
he had no certainty that the transf
would be sanctioned by the Ministe
Therefore it was to the interests of tl
worker — providing sufficient embarg
were placed on dealings in land to insu
that it would not be taken up for spec
lative purposes—if, after he had give
sufficient evidence of his bana fides,
were made possible for him to obtain t}
fee simple in the same way as wus opc
to any other member of the community
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Mr. TAYLOR: The Minisier wenl a
ary long way round to telt the Committee
1at a residential area would be nearly as
ood us the fee simple if a working man
ere sure of a permanency; but the
linister asked why a wman should be
wtricted from selling when the per-
wanency of his employment was doubtful.
hat was what this (Opposition) side of
1w House objected to—the selling of
vldings, the alienation of the land.
lmce the land on which a man was
sidivg was sold, the purchaser was oot
oing to reside on it but would become a
wndlord : and we would find in time that,
rithin veasonable distance of our mines,
I the fand taken up would be in the
auds of landlords. and we would have a
mmantyv there'such us there was in the
1wetropolitan aren.  How many working
1en in the metropolitan arew were living
n their own land ?

Mg. Scappay: Not 5 per cent.

Mg, TAYTOR: Some time back a
rorking man could not find a home
round Perth without paying £1 per
reek in rent.

M=n. Scappan: One land agent col-
acted £200 a week in rents.

Mr. TAYLOR: 'That was deplorable;

[9 Ocraner, 1906.]

nd we should prevent that happening on -

be goldfields. He gave the Mimster

redit for being persistent in his advocacy .

£ the alienation of land on the gold-

elds; but members of the Opposition -

rere more successful in the advocacy of
heir principles on the area which would
we mostly affected—that was on the gold-
ields.

Tue Premier: Did the hon. member
wssess any freehold ?

Mr. TAYLOR: Not enough; if he
ad enough he would speak with more
orce against the principle. He was pre-
ared to give his frechold up to the
rovernwment if they adopted the principle
f the non-alicnation of Crown lands,
he same as anyboudy else would te.

Teg Prexier : The hon. member held
mder protest.

Mr. TAYLOR: Decidedly; it would
e impossible to live otherwise under the
ompetitive system which had existed for
wo thousend vears. Tt was idle of

nembers to think we were going to get

it of it hurriedly.
o do so by the advocacy of those who did
1ot believe in the system of frechold. In

It was only possible !
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view of the fact that on the areas affected
the Opposition bad been successful in
obtaining & mujorily aguinst the prineiple
contained in the eclause, their volces
should be heard and heeded. The
Minister for Mines had twitted bim
with being 4 member of a ‘Government
which gave facilities to the agricultural
districts that were not given to the gold-
fields. If it was Mr. Bath who, as
Minister for Lands, had imposed these
restrictions, he (Mr. Taylor) was oot a
member of that Government.

Mr. Herrmaxy: It was Mr. Drew.

Me. Scappax: It was Bdr. Bath who
gave the-999 years lense.

Me. TAYLOR : That was not working
satisfactorily according to the land agent
at Kalgoorlie. -

M=z. Scappay: Because they were

. charging such exorbitant rates.

Mg. TAYLOR: There were certain
embargoes that should he removed. 1In
localities where there was only one mine,
if a man got out of employment he had
to go to some other distriet, and conse-
quently would sell out. Some conditions
should be fixed by which an exemption
could be granted in case the man wished
to return to the district ugain, On the
Golden Mile there was no necessity for a
mab to leave his residential block if he
left the employment of one mine and
went to another.

Mer. WALKER: It was unwise to
destroy a very wise experiment in its
infancy. 'We should not pursne the old-
time policy of alienating the public estate.
If any alteration was to be made at all in
the law it should be in applying the
experiment which was being made on the
goldfields to coastal districts. There had
beerr no extensive agitation to have the
leasehold blocks converted into free-
holds. Land speculators on the fields
were considerably incensed at the action
taken by the Labour Government in erea-
ting leasehold blocks.

Tar Premier: The Labour Govern-
ment increased the term of the lease to
999 vears,

Mr, WALKER: The sense of pro-
prietorship guve an actuwal transferable
value. These who deall in land and
made commission out of the transference
of land from one owner to another, made
all the outery against the leasehold sys-
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tem.
clause.
Mr. JOHNSON : The experiment tried
on the goldfields wag in connection with
the freebold title. When the residential
areas were first thrown open for selection

The Commiitee should reject the

[ASSEMBLY.]

it was possible to acquire a freehold. |
After 12 months’ irial of that system it |

was found that landsharks got the land
and the genuine residents were unable
to obtain 1t withoul paying large sams to
the landsharks. There were many per-
sons on the goldfields living on blocks
which had beea first taken up under the
residential lease conditions under the
Goldfields Act. The gennine residents
on the goldfields protested against the
frechold system, and u very large depu-
tation waited on the Surveyor General
and appealed to him to abolish the free-
hold system and substitute the leasebold
systewn in ity place, as it would
give an oppurtunity to men to get
blacks of land on whirh to live. At
the present time on the goldfelds
very few workers were paying ren;

and under the frechold system, whilst it . .
" gulations stopping the sale of Crown lanr

obtained, they could not get a block of
land. It was only the introduction of
the leasehold system that gave them an
opportunity of getting their homes. That
went on for some considerable time, and
wag in existence to-day. Some desired to
get the freehold because they would obtain
greater value for their blocks than they
would under the leasehold system. But
no Ministry were justified n giving a
block of land to an individual when they
knew perfectly well that such individual
was taking from the State that valne
which really belonged to the State. The
State guve land to people-for nothiog,
and a large majority of those advocating

. regulations.
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different from those in the goldfields di:
tricts, and the Minister for Mines wa
very unfair in drawing attention to th
fact that the Labour Government refuse
the freehold in the goldfield districts an
granted it in the agricultural districts.

Tae Minister rFor MINEs: Agricu
tural townships, he said.

Mr. JOHNSON: The Labour Go
ernment introduced new regulations {
prevent the sale of land in agricultur:
distriels, though it was true that sal
were allowed to continue for some time.

Tre MivisTer ror Mines: Rigl
throngh.

Mp, JOHNSON: When the Labo
Government attempted to stop the sal
it was pointed out that these sales ha
hesn gazetted, and that the land that we
being sold hud been actually thrown opr
for sale, and it was necessary to draw u
On the yoldfields the leas
bold system had been in force, and the
simply allowed it to continue. A ne
Government could not take action in
few days, but as soon as it could tt
Labour Goverument introduced new m

in agrienltural townships.
{Mg. Daarise took the Chuir.]

We had the freehold system prevailir

- on the goldfields fora teru, and there w:

a freehold system removed immediately

they got the lond and sold it.

Tae MinisTer For MivEs: The State
was supposed to get fair value.

Mr. JOHNSON: If the amendment
said that these blocks were to be put ap
to auction, he would agree to it, for there
would be ounly one sale, because tlere
would be such u protest that the Govern.
ment would have to withdruw the system.

Tue PreMier: Why was there not pro-
test from all along the lines where differant
blocks were belng sold ?

Mr. JOHNSON: The conditions in
the agricultural districts were altogether

o strong agitation appealing to the Go
ernment of the day toalter it to the leas
hold system. The frechold system ha
been tried and found wanting. No arg:
ment could be advanced to prove that tl
majority or any fair number of the gul
fields residents were dissatisfied with tl
leasehold system. Aud the very fact th
in the districts wost affected membe
elected bad ull been opposed to the fre
hold systewn, and had been elected by

* large majority, clearly demonstrated th:

the majority of the people were in fuvor
of the existing condition. Yet we had tl
Government bringing in legislation pa
dering to the minority in those district
Land grabbers were fighting for it.

Tue Prexier: Would the hon. men
ber convert bis own property into leas
hold ¥

Me. JOHNSON : That block in Was
Street was tuken up by a gentleman und
the Gold Mines Act, aud he (Mr, Johi
son) bought it. He got a letter frow tl

. Government stating he would have to tal
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the freehold or forfeit the right. He would
have had to forfeit all the improvements
he had put on the block, and he was com-
pelled to tuke it. Tben he was accused
by the Minister for Railways and others
fur political purposes of going back op
his principles, and using s position asa
Minister of the Urown to get hold of bis
own freehold to the detriment of others.

Tre MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member should quote him correctly.
The statements made were absolutely
untrue. The words referred 1o were
uttered by another party entirely. The
hon. member knew that the statements in
connection with the freeholds were made
by the present member fur Kalgoorlie in
regard to these blocks.

Mg. Jonnson:
for Mines say that he never
statetent ?

Tue MIiNISTER FOR MINES: The
argument was used by him. The argu-
ments by the member for Kalgoorlie on
that oceasion were absolutely true.

Mg. JOHNSON : The Minister stated
that he (Mr. Johnson) acquired the free-

made the

ment for political purposes. He did not
desire to assert thal the Minister went so
fur as others did, and said he (3r. Jobn-

[9 Ocroner, 1906.)
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signed inemorial asking that the freehold
ol residential blocks in his district be
granted. The agitation for the freehold
was probably as genuine ou the goldfields
as it undoubtedly was at Collie. Gold-
fields members were not elected solely on
the question of freehold versus leasehold.
Ever since the working men’s home-
stead blocks were granted by the Hon.
&. Throssell lessees were crying out for
the freehold. The safeguards against
abuses were ample, as the holder could
not have any other freehold land in the
State, and must effect improvements to
get the title.

Mxr. COLL1ER: This Dbattle was

" fought out the other night, when a

Would the Minister

majority decided against the leasehold.
It was refreshing to bear the member for
Collie (Mr. Ewing) dogmatise as to
public opinion on the goldfields, and
voice his desire that every man should
own a home. Ouly a small percentage
of working wen mr Australiz owned their
own homes, and practically none in large
cities ; but nowhere on the continent did

. s0o many working men live free of rent as
hold, and the Minister made that state- -

son) used his position as a Minister of .

the Crown to rob a widow woman of that
block, and that sort of thing. Assertions
of that sort were virculated, and there
was no question that the start of it came
from the Government benches,

Tre MixisTeEr For DMIiNES:
publicly ?

Mr. JOBNSON : The first be heard
of it. At first it appeared in the papers.
However, it was past and gone.
the block.

A Mixister: hd the hon. member
get a rise?

Me. JOHNSON: No; he lost movey.
Atevery election this questlou wWus ra.lsf.d
and members returned who favoured the
leaschold sysient. Thus the leascholders
appealed for a continuance of the lease.
hold system, while the Government, in
the interest of land sharks, appealed for
the freehold.

Mr. EWING : To hear the Opposition
one would imagine that none but land
sharks favoured the freehold. Years ago
Mr. Hopkins, when member for Boulder,
presented to the House » numerously

Made

He sold

on our goldfields to-duy. Tn the north-
west quarter of Boulder, where nearly all
the land was frechold, 90 per cent. of
the people pald rent; whereas on the
leasehold area nearly every man lived
rent free.

Mz. H. Brown: At the expense of the
Government.

Mg. COLLIER: The hon. member
could not make other than idiotic inter-
jeetions. Tand under the 999 yeurs
lease regulations instituted by the Labour
Government was first made available at
the Half Way Hotel between Kalgoorlie
and Boulder; and 100 applications were

~ received for the 22 Dblocks offered, thus

evidencing public satisfaction with the
system, The fee simple would be
altogether unsuitable to the shifting
population of the goldfields. Men
leaving the district would sell their
blocks to the land speculator, who
would let them at a higher rent.
Members living on the goldfields bad a
better chance of studying this question
than members living 400 miles away.
There was no difficulty in obtammg
assistance to build bouses on these resi-
deutial leases, Several builders in Kal-
goorlie and Boulder would build bouses
for the holders of the blocks on terms of
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repayment af £1 w week. TE the fee
sinple was given why unot put up these
blocks to auction? But it was hedged
round with so many conditions simply to
water down the ill effects of the freehold
system, If these blocks were put up for
auction and people saw the freehold sys-
tem in all its nakedness, it would bhe
wiped out once and for all. To show
that the goldfields people did not desire
such a system, the member for Hannans
was opposed by a candidate who had one
plunk only, and that was “freehold in
land,” but that gentleman only scored
300 votes against 1,200 scored by the
hon. member,

Mg. Ewing: It would not have made
any difference if the candidate had
offered the land free.

Mz. COLLIER : At any rate, we were
waranted by the result of the elections in
believing the argnments advanced by
Opposition members representing the
goldfields,

Mr. TROY : In older countries, where
the freehold svstem obtained, the work-
ing man did not possess his own block
of land, and he would never do so until
the svstem of non-alienation prevailed.
The member for Perth thought that it
would be disadvautageous to the State
if people were given land on the lease-
hold system. One was at a loss to
understand how that could ohtain. TIf
the land in the city of Perth had been
given on the leasehold system years ago,
the State would have been receiving a
greater vevenue from its city lands than
was obtained from the sale of the land,
and there would have been no need for
the land tax. Also, had the land in
Boulder and Kalgoorlie and other towuns
on the goidfields been leased, the State
would have been receiving considerable
revenue. A township was being sur.
veyed in the Magnet district. The
Premier would confer greater benefit to
the Stare, and would recerive a larger
revenue from the town blocks, if he were
to let ther out on leasehold instead of
putting thewn up to auction; because in
time the district must go ahead, and the
State would get the advantage of the in-
creased value aceruing to these town lots.
He (Ar. Troy) recognised that the House
had on a previous occasion fully debated
this matter, and that it was futile to
attempt Lo convinge hon, members opposed

[ASSEMBLY.]
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to the principle of non-alienation, but he
hoped no'attempt would be made to alter

. the existing leasehold system on the gold-

fields.

Me. WARE: In the early days of the
goldfields, a man had only to duwmp his
camp on a block to secure the land.
Speculators had camps on lorries. They
would move the camp to one block and
hold it long enough to secure'it, and then
move the camp to another block. In
this way they secured numbers of blocks.
Men practically made fortunes in securing
these blocks and selling them afterwards
at bigh figures. There was a massive pileof
buildings in Hannans Street, Kalgowrlie,
built out of u fortune made in this way.
The workers of the fields who desired a
bome of their own saw through this and
clamoured for the leasehold system. This
was anythiug but popular to the land
agents and those in avnthority in Kalgoor-
lie. An attempt was made 1o kill the
leasehold system by clumouring for a 21
years' lease which was not transferable,
and this was granted. The people on the
fields did nof clamour for the freebold
bat for a better system of leasehold.
When the Labour Party came into power
they granted a 999 vears' lease, which
was a step in the right direction, but
instead of paying 10s. for a block as
Litherto, the residenls were charged as
high as £2, £3, and £4 for a block. At
the present time, although the people had
to pay these rates they were in favour of
the leasehold systeni.

Toe Premier: They only paid four
per cent. on the capital value.

Mzr. WARE : The man who placed the
value on the blocks was in svmpathy
with the land grabbere.

TuEe PrEMIEr : Anyone who knew Mr.
‘Fupper would say he was above being in
league with the persons referred to.

Me. WARE: He wus in sympathy

‘with them.

Tae Pxemaee : Mr Tupper was at
one time strongly in favour of the lease-
hold principle, but after an experience of
four of or five years on the goldfields he
came to the conclusion that it was not
desirable to continue that system.

Mr WARE: The candidate who op-
posed him (Mr. Ware) at the last elec-
tion was in favour of the freehold prin-
ciple, but that candidate was beaten
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by the bigpest majority of any van-
didate at the elections. At the
lust election everything was done
on the pgoldfields tuv make the lease-
hold system unpopular. It was said that
if a freehold was granted people would
have the right to their own homes, but
experience had taught otherwise, for if
the freehold were granted these blncks
would be bought up hy those with
capital.

Me. DAGLISH: After listening to
the arguments from the Opposition he
was satisfied no harm would result from
carrving the clause, because every mewn-
ber who had spoken on bebalf of the
goldfields had shown that the people
resident on the goldfields were entirely in
favour of the leasehold system, and this
clanse was not compulsory but was per-
missive, giving the Government the right
to say to the lexseholder that he might
under certain conditions huve the free.
hold. The people on the goldfields had
voted persisiently for nonalienation, and
therefore they would act nonalienation.
He was willing to give the people a
chance to prove their varnestuess. There
could be no dummying under the clause
if it was properly enforced, because a
person had to put in & two years residence
to acquire a block. He (Mr. Daglish)
fought his election a few months age on
the issue of alienation wersus nonazliena-
tion more c¢losely than any inember
in the House, because at every meet-

{9 Ocroner, 1906.]

ing he dealt with this cone issue, and |

pointed out that on this and on the
caucus he had left the TLabour party.
At every meeting he addressed through-
out his election he plainly took up this
position.

When he was first a member |

of the House he moved a substantive -

motion on this questinn of nonalienation.
He believed the principle to be good now,

if it could be enforced generally through-

out the State, but he could not see how
we ¢could have the two systems running
side-by-side satisfuctorily. Whilst in
office he bhad to receive a lot of repre-
sentations from the goldfields in regard
to the desirability of converting certain
residential blocks from leasehold into
frecbold.
satisfaction at that time with the resi-
dential leuse system, as a consequence of
which one of the members of his Ministry
paid a special visit to the goldfields, and
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the memhber for Ivanhoe (he thought)
was good enough to go with him.

Mg, Scappan : Tt was the reverse. It
was to protest aguinst the action of the
Government for selling instead of leasing
blocks.

Mr. DAGLISH: Oh, no. The up-
shot, after consideration b_v {Cabinet, was
that the term for residential leases was
changed from 21 vears to 999 years.

Mr. Scappax: No.

Mu. DAGULISH: Surely the hon.
memwber would not argue that this change
waking the term of the lesnse 999 years
was in consequence of general satisfaction
with the conditions then surrounding
leasebold. The alteration was practicatly
equivalent to changing the system from
leagehold to frecheld, the Government
having the right to collect un annual tax
on these leaseholds. A lease of 999 years
was as much a saleable commodity as an
actoal freehold would be as a means of
speculation, supposing there were nothing
but leases of 999 years and that there
were no freehold to trafficin. But where
the two forms of ownership existed side
by side, freehold would always® catch the
attention of a speculator in preference to
a leasehold, even if for 999 years. But
if the land for which a leasc of 999 years
was granted was in any way valuable and
likely to have an increased value for
speculative purposes, it would be as much
an object of speculation as freehold itself,
A right to tax land was virtnally a right
to collect a rent. Those who wished to
sec the Stute reaping a substantial advan-
tage from the unearned increment should
adopt a policy of least resistance. If we
upplied the principle of nonalienation to
our goldfields towns, we should also apply
it in country $owuns ahd in the city itself;
it should be applied generally. Then we
had to win for the Crown lands of the
State British seftlers, if we possibly
could. We wanted Crown lands to be
taken the fullest advantage of. In order
to get those settlers we had to compete

" not only with other States in Australia

where freeholds were offered, but with
the American States as well, both North

. and South, where likewise there was the

In fact there was general dis-

freehold system. We had virtually to
compete as one State against the world
for our settlers, and in order to get those
settlers we bad not only to show we had
suitable lands, but also suitable terms of
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awuership for those whom we desired to
secure land.
had we of securing settlers ?

Mz. Scappan: What about
holds in New Zeuland ¥

Me. DAGLISH: The hour was too
late to discuss that question.

Mr. TROY : The last speaker, though
helieving in the principle of nonaliena-
tion, obwr-ted to it because it caused great
dissatisfaction. That fact proved noth.
ing. The majority of the people were
once dissatisfied with the hon. mewmber's
Government ; but was their dissatisfac-
tion justified ? To-day the people would
like the Labour (Government back again.
In this House we pandered too much to
the selfishness of the people outside.

Mr. SCADDAN: Better report pro-
gress. Some wembers had to lave
before midnight.

Tue PreEvIER: Better close the dis-
cussion, the matter having been threshed
out the other night. ,

Mg. SCADDAN: The member lor
Subiaco- (Mr. Daglish) believed in the
¢lause becanse the taking up of freehold
blucks would not be compulsory; hut
that would give un advantayge o the man
who was trying to beat the State. The
majority of residential lesseces ou the
fields would thus within six months get
their titles, and all lessees wonld be
ultimately compelled to becowe free-
holders. The hon. member spuke of a
general desire for the freehold having
caused Mr. Drew., when Minister

lease-

went there to esplain the reason for
selling by auction park laods, there beiny
an outery aguinst the sale. | The general
desire then was for up alteration of the
leasebold conditions, which were a souvee
of much disconteut; and Mr.
when Minister, introduced the 939 vears
lease. Mr. Tupper, the Govermnent
land agent at Kalgoorlie, assessed tie
capital unimproved value 'at so high a
figure that the 893 yeurs leases never gave
satisfaction. Some blocks valued by him
at £100 would not bring £25 if sold by
auction.

Tue Premier: That could easily be
remedied. 1f complaints were made that
valuations were tove high, there wus no
reason why an independent valuation
should not be miade.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Otherwise, what chance

for .
Lands, to visit Kalgoorlie; but Mr. Drew -

Bath, .
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Ma. SCADDAN: The Premier shoull
consider the advisability of amending the
regulations to that end. It would be
advisable for the lund board at Kalgoorlie
to value these blocks. The land agent
© desited to obtain as wuch revenue us he
could for the Government, but should be
relieved of the responsibility, and it
ghould be placed on the lund board.
More satisfaction would thus be given to
everyone. He hoped the Committee
would see that goldficlds members were
expressing the wishes of their constituents
in this malter, and that their wishes
should be recoguised. Members should
not yield to an attempt to give away
something that belonged to the State
without any request buuu made to do so
by the people interested.

Tue PREMIER: The representations
made by the hon. member i regard to
valuing “these blocks were worthy of cou-
sideration. OUne could hardly believe
there would be such o discrepancy between
the valuation of £100 placed ou the block
by the lund agent, and the valuation of
£25 placed on the same block by the
hon. member. There was no reuson why
| these valuations shonld not be submitted
to the land board, so that they would
have n opportunity of saying whether
« Lhe valuation fixed by the land agent was

fuir or not. The Leader of the Opposi-

tion said that this was an experiment,

but according to the member for Guildford
. it was far from being un experiment. An
i alteration was made during the term of
the Labour Goverament; by which leases
were extended from 21 years with the
right of renewal, to 999 years, as near to
the freehuld system as the corners of
, the non-alienation pledge would admit.
Members were awure that a prominent
official of a labour organisation. had
repudiated the offer of a lease of a block
of land and, when offered either a lease
or Treehold, was glad to take the free-
hold, though at the same time, as delegute
to a Labour conference. he was a strong
advocate of von-alicnution.  Mr. Tupper,
the land agent ot Kalgoorlie, reporting,
had said : “ It was thought a lease of 999
years would give universal satisfaction,
but he regretted to say that quite the
contrary seemed to be the case. Judging
from what he bad hesrd and seen on the
goldfields, he was quite eoovinced that
. the residents there would uever be
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atistied until they had the right to
wurchase the fee simple of their holdings
fter a certain time. He was a strong
eliever in the leasehuld systew but had
o confess that the experiment had not
ieen the success he expected. It was all
ery good in theory, but would not work
rell in practice; and so long as the
resent system cootinued, there would
Iways be, he thought, the same dissatis-
activn.” That was also the opiniow of
ther officials of the department. It was
onsidered that we should have an ex-
wession of opinion from representatives
n the goldfields. The Kalgoorlie Muni-
ipal Council was a fairly representative
wdy. [Several Lapour Memerrs: No.]
Jng of the Labour representatives in the
Touse of Representatives graduated from
hat body, and one or two members of
his House had been convected with
t; showing that the council was a

iberal and democratic institution. [Mr.
jcappan: The councillors were all
lected from Hannan Street.] That
ouncil passed a resolution urging

hat legislation be brought into effect
o allow holders of residential areas,
vho so desired, to secure the fee
imple of their holdings, aud that in
uture town lunds for residential par-
wses be dealt with under the working
uen's blocks principle of the Land Act,

898, with a maximum time of 12 months |

fter the granting of such leases within
vhich application could be made for the
wurchase of the lease right out. One or
wo deputations had been received in
onnection with this matter. Therefore,
vhile giving respect to the opinions of
vembers of the Opposition in regard to
his question, he was led to helieve, with
he member for Collie, that if the subject
sere put to the vote, the decision would
) in favour of granting freeholds. As

his matter had been tully debated before, |

here was no need to continue the dis-
ussion.

Mg, WALKER: When members said
‘his was no experiment, they were dealing
ocally ; but speaking generally, it was
iz experiment. It was argued that men
vould get the freehold when they could,
wnd that therefore the principle was
[ight; but so long as a man saw others
retting an advantage over him, he was
ulmost forced inlo the swim along with
;hem. Thus people encouraged this

[9 Ocroner, 1906.]
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species of selfishness, and the hold.
ing of these Dblocks became a means
of speculating and gawmbling. The
result was that gambling took place
in every instance; a great scoop was
made by one or two; ultimately the
working man, in whose interests this was
supposed to be, was left without any
stake, he was absolutely deprived of his
home, and ooe or two obtained possession
of the lot. As far as the opinion of the
Kalgoorlie council was concerned, whilst
we treated the council with respect, its
opinion on this subject was worth
nothing. because nearly the whole of the
members of the council were land-owners
or land agents. He (Mr. Walker) re-
membered the agilation to have the
leasehold blocks turned into working
men’s blocks. He remembered the cry
from the fields, why did not the Labour
(tovernment do in the towns what they did
on the fields? It was the ery of those
who were making a little in trafficking
in these bluocks, therefore he puid po
attention to if.

Mr. SCADDANK : In the event of the
clause being carried, there would be no
farther charce of amendment. The clause
stated, * way allow the holder of any
residential lease™ to counvert. Did that
term include free aren leuses? If any
persons requirved relief, these holders did.
As loog as there was an assurance that
these leases were included, he was satis-
fied.

Trr PREMIER: If the clause did
not include these leases, he would endea-
vour to place them under the same
conditions as the residential leases.

Clause put, and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes 14
Noes 10
Majority for ... 4
AYES. Noes,
Mr. Bornett Mr, Collier
AMr. Brebber Mr. Heitmann
Ar. Brown Mr. Horan
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Johnson
Mr, Daglish Mr, Seaddan
Mr. Eddy Mr, Underwood
Br. Ewing Mr. Walker
Mr. Gordon Mr. Ware
%{r. gl‘egory i‘? %‘.'OJ. \;illmn
r. Layman S ¢ (Teller),
Mer. Male ¥ )
Dlr. Monger
Mr. Price
Mr. Hardwick (Tcller).

Clause thus passed.
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Progress reported, and leuve given to
sit again. ‘

ADJOURNMENT,
The House adjourned at 12 o’clock
midoight, until the next day.

——————— 3
Legislative HAsgsembly,
Wednesday, 10th October, 1906.

PigE

Questions: Shopping Hours, Kalgoorlie 2180
Water Supply : Metrepolitan Schewne ... 2180
Motions: Police Force, Sundnyoff .. 2180

Railways Contrel by n

inister, debate re.
sumed, ndjourned .. 2

Report: Land Selection, Tone River.., 2300
Bille : Contractors and Workmen's Lien,, 2g. e 2200
Land Act Amendment, Com. resumed, re-

ported 2204

Agricultural Bank, Com. resumed, progress ...
Mines Regulation, Com, resumed, progress ... 2
Timber Industry Dispute, Premier's Statement,
Ruilway Charges to be reduced .. 2212

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at
430 o'clock p.m.

PrAYERS.

QUESTION—SHOPPING HOURS,
KALGOORLIE.

Mur. WALKER asked the Premier: 1,
Is it true that permits have been granted
to certain emplovers in Kualgoorlie to
open their shops during the evening,
after the statutory hour of closing? 2,
If so, who granted the permits, and
under what section- of the Act weve they
granted ¥ 3, Was the Minister con-
sulted ¥ 4, Are not such grants witre
vires ? 5, Has the Goverument abandoned
the appeal to the Full Court in Septem-
ber 1905 (see inspector's report pulb-
lished this vear) ¥ 6, Will the Govern-
ment appoint an inspector for the gold.
fields, or gazette certain police officers to
do the work ? ‘

Tue PREMIER replied: 1, Yes;
Messrs. Brennan Bros., Boulder, for the
purpose of holding show of goods on

[ASSEMBLY.)

Police Force.

Wedresday, 19th  September, 1906
between 7:30 and 10 pm., conditionally
that no assistants employed and n¢
trading done. Police asked to visit and
see conditions complied with. 2, Chiel
Inspector of Factories. The Act makes
no provision. See answer to No. 4. 3
Yes. 4, No, it being held by the Crowr
Sulicttor that under the conditions above
stated the shop is closed within the
meaning of the Act—not being open fo
the purpose of trade. 5, No. Appea
upheld by Full Court decision 23rc
March, 1906. 6, The police at presen
exercise o general superintendence ove
early-closing matters, and, in addition, ¢
visit iz paid by one of the early-closing
inapectors as frequently as circumstance:
will permit.

QUESTION--WATKR SUPPLY, METRO-
POLITAN SCHEME.

M=z. H. BROWN usked the Ministe
for Works : When does the Governmen
purpose putting in hand the propose
enlarged water scheme for the inetro
politan area, as promised last vear by th
Hon, Frank Wilson ¥

Tre PREMIER (for the Minister fo
Works) replied: Preliminary investiga
tions are now being made, and as sool
a8 complete information has been obtaine
the Government will make un announce
ment.

MOTION—POLICE FORCE, SUNDAY OFF
Mr. E. HEITMANN {Cue) moved—

‘That in the opinion of this House the mem
bers of the Police Force throughout the Stat
should have one Sunday, or its equivaleni
per month as & Jday of vest and recreatior
without prejudice to any of their presen
privileges.

He said : I move the motion with |
desire to give a large hody of men in th
public service of this State a cvucession
or rather a privilege, if it may be terme:
so, which is at present enjoved by th
public service outside this one depari
ment throughout the State. At th
present time in the large centres o
Western Australin many of our con
stables in the Police Force are workin
365 days a yvear. I ihink the House wil
agree with me that causing men to worl
365 days a year, year in und year out, i

. sume of the centres of this State, is no



