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as he had taken the oath at the ninth
sitting of the House. In 1896 he had
attended 31 times out of 82; in the first
session of 1897, eight out of eight; in the
second session of 1897, 23 out of 24; in
1898, 27 out of 41 ; in 1899, 24 out
of 47; in the first session of 1900, 5 out
of 12; and in the second session, 24 out
of 36. True, attendance was not the only
qualification for membership; but Mr.
Xidson had done good work, having
taken a, prominent part in debates and on
committees. Prom the index to Hansard
it would be noticed that in 1898 he had
spoken on 27 subjects, and made 127
speeches. He was a hard worker, and no
doubt his legal knowledge was of assist-
ance to the Rouse. In 1899, the hon.
member had spoken on 26 subjects,
making 45 speeches. Tn 1900, he had
spoke on 24 subjects, making 52
speeches. It was not simply on account
of his children that the hon. member
went to England: he bad other and
urgent business to transact.

HON. WV. G. EROOKMAN (Metro-
politan-Suburban) supported the motion.
All bon. members were liable to be called
away on private or public business, and
leave of absence should, when required,
be granted.

Motion put and passed.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the MINISTER FoR LANDS: r, Be

School of Mines on Eastern Goldfields;
z, Amendment of Regulations re importa-
tion of fruit; 3, re Case of James Gleason.

REVENUE RECEIVED - MINISTERIAL
STATEMENT.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
C. Sommers) : With the permission of
the House, I should like to refer to the
revenue for the month ending 30th June,
1901. The revenue fur the month is
£298,106 5s. 3d. The revenue for
the corresponding month of 1900 was
X310.949 7s. 5d.; showing a decrease
in the revenue for this month of
£12,84 2s. 2d. The revenue for
quarter ending 30th June, 1901, was
£796,089 9s. Id., and for quarter ending
30th June, 1900,.£795,860 3s. 7d., show-
ing an increase of £229 5s. 6d. For the
year ending 30th June, 1901, the
income was £3,078,033 lls. 3d.; and

for the year ending 30th June, 1900,
£2,875,895 88. 5d., or an increase this
year of.£202,638 2s. lod. The estimated
revenue for the year ending 30th June,
1901, was £2,900,000, showing an excess
of £178,033 lls. 3d.

AL)JOURN rMENT.
The House adjourned at 5-28 o'clock

until the next Tuesday.

iLrgistatibe z mt ,
Wednesday, 10th July, 1.901.

Question: School of Mines, Kalgoorie -Queetion;
Stocks (WA.) and Investmnents-Quostiont D ue-
bury Horbour Works, Funds-Queato: Exei

meta Trins-Question : Darn at 42-Mie.
tios Euraang Firewvood company, Conmcesio-
Question: Customes Duties, Uniform -Question:
Lire Stock sod Frozen Meet, Inspeetors-Eevenue

Received zStatement by the Trnseunr-aiwny
Workers' Strike, Debate arrested, Spealker's
Ruling-Address-in- reply ; sixth day, conclusion-
Railway Workers' Strike; Premier's request (sir-

Pase '(203Oa)-djnvoment' iiin

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

PRAYES.

QUESTION-SCHOOL OF MINES, KAY-
GOORLIE.

MRt. J'. RESIDE, for Mr. W. D.
Johnson, asked the Minister for Mines:
Whether it was his intention to irume-
diately establish a School of Mines in
Kalgoorlie.-

THE MINISTER FOR MINES re-
plied ;The matter was under the con-
sideration of the Government.

QUESTION -STOCKS (W.A.) AND IN-
VESTMENTS.

MR. J. MI. HOPKINS asked the
Colonial Treasurer: x, If it is true that
accumulated sinking funds have been
invested in West Australian stocks. z, If
so, to what amount. 3, If the Colonial
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Treasurer proposes making any arrange-
ment for the redemption of such stocks.
4, If it is the intention of the Colonial
Treasurer to invest accumulated sinking
funds in West Australian stocks.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER
replied :-i, Yes. 2,2£188,928 7s. 3, Each
Loan Act under which the stock is raised
provides a sinking fund for the redemp-
tion of the stock, and the interest thereon
which is received by the Trustees is
charged to Revenue, and accumulates at
compound interest. 4, The Trustees, who
alone have control of these funds, are
investing them in the purchase of West-
ern Australian stock, and consider it one
of the best investments they can make.

quESTION-HUNBURY HARBOUR
WORKS, FUNDS.

MR. T. HAYWARD asked the
Premier; i, Whether the unexpended
balance of £30,008, from the vote of
£40,000 for Bunbury Harbour Works is
now available. z, When the Government
intend to commence the extension of the
Bunbury Breakwater.

THE PREMIER replied: i, On the
30th of June last there was an unex-
pended balance of £22,108 19s. 3d. on
items for Bunbur~y Harbour Works,
Nos. 215 and 216 of Loan Estimates, and
this is now available. z, The Govern-
ment have not yet had an opportunity of
considering the question of recomnmencing
the works, but will do so and arrive at a
conclusion as early as possible.

QTESTION-EXPERIMENTAL FARMS.

MR. A. Y. HASSELL asked the
Premier, Whether the Government were
considering the question of establishing
experimental farms.

THE PREMIER replied: The matter
had not yet been considered.

QUESTION-DAM AT 42-MILE.

MR. F. REID asked the Minister for
Works : i, What was the cost of the
42-Mile dams, with particulars as far as
possible. 2, When the dam was con-
structed, and what revenue the Govern-
ment have received from the dam up to
the date when it was let to the Kurrawang
Firewood Company, and what were the
terms upon01 which it was let. 3, What

amount of money thle Government have
paid to the said company for water since
that date.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS
replied-'T, The cost was £4,71 1, and the
dam has a capacity of 3,784,700 gallons.
2, The dam' was constructed in 1896 and
was leased in December, 1899, and a copy
of the lease was laid on the Tlble of the
House on 30th May, 1900. The revenue
received up to date of leasing was £968.
3, The Railway Department has paid for
water delivered on their railway line the
sum of £15,037 10s. The claim is being
adjusted by a contra account.

QUESTION- KURRA WANG FIRE WOOD
COMPANY, CONCESSION.

MR. F. REID asked the Premier: i,
What are the original terms of the
concession granted to the Kurrawaung
Firewood Company. 2, Whether the
Kurrawang Firewood Company have
overstepped the origiual concession by
denuding the Bonnievale and Kunanalling
districts of firewood and mining timber,
which naturally belongs to the mines of
the district named. 3, Whether the

Minister will take the necessary steps to
prevent the Nurrawang Firewood Com-
pany from depleting the country in the
vicinity of Bonnievale and Kunanalling
of. their natural supply of firewood and
mining timber.

THE PREMIER replied: i, C. Jobson
was granted permission on 13th Septem-
ber, 1899, to lay down a temporary
tramway in the vicinity of Kalgoorlie,
for conveyance of firewood only, during
the pleasure of the hon. the Minister for
Lands, at a rental of £1 per month,
subject to existing rights under the
Goldfields Act and Mineral Lands Act; no
timber lease or concession being granted.
2, So soon as it was reported that the
company was denuding the districts
around Bonnievale and Kunanalling,
Statte forests were declared around those
places for the purpose of preventing the
company from cutting timber thereon,
and the boundaries of these State forests
are now being surveyed. Permission may
be given in writing by the Minister for
Lands, or his agent, to mine owners and
others to cut timber within a State forest,
conditionally on the timber being used
within the boundaries of such State
forest. 3, Replied to by No. 2.
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QUESTION-CUSTOMS DUTIES,
UNIFORM.

Ma. M.H.JACOBY asked the Premier
As, on the imposition of uniform Customs
duties by tbe Commonwealth, all state
restriction of fruit, plants, and stock
becomes inoperative, what steps the Goy-
erment proposed to prevent the intro-
duction of phylloxera on vines, and tick
on cattle.

THn PREMIER replied: Representa-
tions would be inadeto the Commonwealth
Government on the matter.

QUESTION-LIVE STOCK AND FROZEN
MEAT, INSPECTORS.

MR. W. B. GORDON asked the
Premier, Whether the Government
intended to take the necessary action to
appoint inspectors under Live Stock and
Frozen Meat Act, section No. 2?P

THE: PREMIER replied: Any person
could enforce the provisions of the Act,
without the aid of an inspector.

REVENUE RECEIVED-STATEMENT BY
THE TREASURER.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: The
returns for the year have just been comi-
pleted, and it may be interesting to lion.
members to hear the figures. The revenue
for the month of June amounted to
£298,106 5s. 3d.; in the preceding year
for the same month, £310,949 7s. 5d.
The revenue for the quarter ending June
30th, 1901, was X796,089 9s. Id.; for the
Same quarter in the preceding year,
£9796,860 8s. 7d. The revenue for the
year ending June 30th, 1901, totalled
£23,078,033 Ils. 3d. ; for the preceding
year it was £C2,875,395 18s' 5d., leaving
an excess over the estimate, which was
£2,900,000, of X178,033 uls. 3d.

RAILWAY WORKERS' STRIKE-DEBATE
ARRESTED.

SPEAKER's RULING.

MR. A. J. DIAMOND (Fremantle)
I beg to move the suspension of the
Standing Ordors, to enable me to move
the following resolution:

That this House, whilst recognising the pro-
priety of the Government's demand that the
differences between the Railway Department
and the line repairers should be settled by
arbitration, is of opinion that, owing to the
long delays, caused by unavoidable political
changes, which have occurred in dealing with

the men's claims, and to the general admission
of the justice of their demand, arbitration
should bewaived in this instance; and recomi-
mends that the Government should accede to
the request of the line repairers.

Tas SPEAKER: The lion, member,
owing to the notice of motion given for
to-morrow by the member for Guildford
(Mr. Rason), cannot move the motion
which he has just read, as it would be
anticipating the motion of which notice has
been given for debating the question to-
Morrow.

MR. DIAMOND: Then I move the
adjournment of the House.

THE SPEAKER: The hon. member
cannot move the adjournment of the
House, now that we have proceeded to
the business of the day.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
SIXTH DAY OF DEBATE-CONCLUSION.
Debate resumed from the previous day.
Da. Mf. O'CONNOR (Moore) : T do

not propose to weary members, or to
detain them more than a few minutes.
I believe it is the usual custom for new
members to explain why they take their
particular seats ; at least, it appears to
be the custom. I should like to say that
some few weeks ago I was elected as an
independent member;i and I remain an
independent member. I intend to sup-
port the present Government so long as
they are prepared to carry out a policy
which I can approve. I am very pleased
to see by His Excellency's Speech that
the financial position is satisfactory, in
spite of the prophecies made in certain of
the election addresses which we heard
some few weeks ago. It is very pleasing
to all of us to find that the finances of the
State are in a satisfactory condition.
I am not in favour of indiscriminate
borrowing, but I do favour borrowing
by the Government for necessary
works. If there are any works the con-
struction of which will benefit the
State, I am prepared to support the

Iborrowing of money for these particular
works. I am not, however, in favour of
any extravagant expenditure. I was very

pleased to note by the Premier's speech of
the other day that he intends to have a
competent and complete drafting staff.
Judging by the Acts of Parliament passed
during the last few years, one would be
almost inclined to think that the drafting
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staff of the past did not do their work
properly, or else that the members of
Parliament at that time did their very
best to upset the work of those draftsmen.
There have been several instances leading
to that conclusion. Recently there was in
particular a case in connection with the
Municipal Act. We had on one section
of that Act conflicting opinions from all
the leading lawyers. in Perth; and when
the matter was referred to the Supreme
Court, the Jndges themselves could not
give a, definite opinion. They could express
an opinion only as, a mere matter of
probability. I hope that future Bills
passed by this House will be carefully
gone into, and not rushed through in a
few hours. In this connection I cannot
help noticing--I am sorry the hon.
member to whom I am about to refer is
not here-a statement in the speech
delivered by the member for East Perth
(Hon. W. H. James). The Arbitration
and Conciliation Act, he informed
us, was not worth the paper it was
written on. That appears to be the
case. There is nio doubt the honi.
member is an authority on the subject.
But I am surprised th~at the hon. mem-
ber should come to the Honse and give
us this piece of information. The hon.
member was here last session; and it was
his duty to see, or endeavour to see, that
this Act should be applicable to such a
case as has occurred at the present time.
He also informed us that this Act was
passed by the late Government, and that
it was of no use on that accomunt The
Act, he said, was practically worthless
by reason of the fact that the Forrest
Government had passed it. But I find,
on looking into the debate on the measure,
that there were. three divisions; that in
the case of two of these divisions the
hon. member was where he generally was
last session-absent; and that oni the
occasion of the third division he voted
with the Forrest Government. I am
sorr 'y for the Commissioner of Railways,
and I should like to offer him my sympa-
ties in the present trouble. I greatly
regret that at the beginning of his career
as a Minister he should. find himself in
so difficult a position. But still, I cannot
help sympatlising with the men also. I
believe it is admitted on all sides that the
men have a, fair ease, and that they
should be jsaid the extra money they ask

for. It is a matter of deep regret to me
that the difficulty could not have been
settled amicably. The question of the
Midland Railway is, one of great moment
to the whole State; but though it is of
very great concern to the country gene-
rally, it is of very particular concern to
the district I represent: in fact the Mid-
land Railway is the -body and soul and.
everything else of the Moore electorate.
I did not expect the Government to bring
down a Sill to buy the Midland Railway

Ithis session: I could hardly look for
Ithat. I am led, however, by the speech
the Premier delivered in the Queen's
Hall, to hope that the Government will
endeavour to satisfactorily negotiate with
the company and come down next session

Iwith a Bill asking the approval of the
House for the purchase of the railway.

FIn this connection, I cannot help but
notice the speech delivered by the Colonial
Treasurer in Geraldton. It was one of
those speeches which, like another speech
delivered at a place called Tuckanarra,
had better have been left unspoken.

A MEMB-ER It was delivered at
Tuckanarra.

DRa. O'CONNOR: Tuckanarra. In
that speech the Colonial Treasurer in-
formed the gentlemen assembled round
the table that the Midland Railway- it
was an after-dinner speechi-was worth
£21,350,000.

THFE COLONIAL Tnnsi.AUEn: I did not.
DR. O'CONNOR: Welt, it was so

reported in the papers.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Then, it

is not correct.
Dx. O'CONNOR: £1,500,000, then.
THE COLONIAL TREAsuRER: No; I

said nothing of the kind.
DR. O'CONNOR: It is reported in

the Press.
THE COLoNiAr. TREAsuRER: That may

be so.
Da. O'CONNOR: It has not been

contradicted by the Colonial Treasurer.
However, if be thinks the Midland
Railway is worth £1,360,000, he is the
only person in Western Australia who
values it at that.

ThE COtLONIAL TrEIAsuILEn: Hear,
hDR. O'CONNOR: I am prepared to

accept the Colonial Treasurer's assurance;
but still I think he should have contra-
dicted the statement published in the

[A.SSEMBLY.] Debate, sizth day.
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papers, as his colleagues did. I hope the
next time the Colonial Treasurer takes a.
trip round the country he will make his
speeches before instead of after dinner.
I am glad to see that the Government
intend to create a. Civil Service Board.
The present Civil Service Act T can only
call uan abortion. It is of no use what-
ever. It simply leaves the service in the
same position as in the past. I hope
that the proposed Board will consist of
independent men, outside the official
circles altogether. I trust that hence-
forth anyone who wants to enter the
public service will have to get in by
examination, and that the service will be
thro wn open to rich and poor alike,
Entry into it should not remain, as it has
been in the past, a matter of favouritisn.
or nepotism. I am pleased to see that
the Government intend to enlarge the
lunatic asylum, at Whitby. There is no
question this should be attended to
immediately. We have, for a number of
years, had complaints with regard to the
condition of the asylum, both from the
late Dr. Barnett, and I believe from Dr.
Hope, who has been in charge until within
the last few weeks. The complaints are
that the buildings are not large enough for
the requirements of the institution, and
that thus no classification whatever is
possible in connection with it. There
ca be no question this is; a matter
requiring immediate attention, so that
there may be proper classification of
patients. At the present time, 1 believe
ch ronic. and incurable cases are mixed np
with curable cases. The result is that
the curable cases do not recover, and that
the chronic and incurable cases get worse.
The Premier informed us yesterday
that the Government intended spending
X25,000 on the Royal Visit. I am very
pleased to know that they intend spend-
ing this sum; but I would have been
very much more pleased to see it
expended on something in the shape of a
permanent memorial, which His Royal
Highness might have had some pleasure
in opening, and which would have
enabled him to feel when he left this
State, that his visit had done some
good. At present the intention appears
to be to spend the whole of the money on
temporary, trumpery arches. Twenty-
five thousand pounds seems to be an
enormous sum. to expend in this way.

I should have liked to see it devoted
to the erection of a memorial which
would have afforded some permanent
enjoyment to the public. I notice
a committee was appointed to consider
the plans in connection with new Houses
of Parliament, but I hope the mnem-
bers of this House do not intend to
spend money on that object. There is
no question that t hisa Chamnber, which was
quite good enough when we were prac-
tically an independent colony, is quite
good enough now when we are a. mere
State, and I hope this Parliament will
not spend money on new Houses of
Parliament ; but if, as I believe, it is
necessary to get some rooms for offices,
those rooms should be erected over the
refreshment room I also noticed that
recently a number of gentlemen waited
upon the Colonial Treasurer (Hon. F.
lliugworth) asking if he 'would give a

sum of money towards the Children's
Hospital. I am glad to say the hon.
gentleman refused. There is no reason
whatever why this Children's Hospital
should be constructed a~t the present
time. If erected, it can only be for
those who aire able to pay and those who
cannot pay. As to those who can afford
to pay, there are at number of private
hospitals in Perth, andi I do not think it
right that the Government should give
money to an irresponsible board to enable
such board to compete with private
hospitals. If people are not able to pay,
all I can say is there are 15 or 16 beds in
the Government Hospital, and there are
hundreds of other beds as well which can
be used, if they are required. I am glad
the Government intend cutting this session
as short as possible, for I do not think
it advisable for them to stay here, but
they should become thoroughly acquainted
with their position, and as soon as they
are they can come down to the House
and submit their proposals to us. I
must thank hon. members for the kind-
ness with which they have listened to
me.

MR. W. F. SAYER (Claremont) t The
member for the Moore (Dr. O'Conunor)
touched on aL subject which is of interest to
me, out except perhaps for an observa-
tion by the member for East Perth (lion.
W. H. James) the other evening I might
not have taken any part in this debate.
That observation, however, is one that I
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cannot afford altogether to ignore. There
is a paragraph in His Excellency's Speech
in which we are promised an amendment
of the Industrial Conciliation Act of last
session ; and in referring to that subject,
in view of the lamentable strike which
was then impending, the member for
East Perth thought fit to allude to that
Act as useless aaid waste paper, in which
connection hie was pleased to speak of
Mr. Burt and myself as responsible for
the drafting of that measure. I wish to
say at once that in so far as the Concilia-
tion Act of last session has been found
wanting to avert the present strike, it is
directly the consequence of the nmutila-
tion that Bill received at the hands
of Parliament. The Bill as it left
the hands of the draughtsimen was
a consolidation of the Conciliation Acts
of New Zealand as in force at that
day; but when the Hill went into Corn-
mittee in this House, an amendment
was proposed by the then leader of
the Opposition, now ]nember for Cue
(Hon. F. Illingworth), to which I will
refer. The hon. member proposed this
amendment:

All employees, other than clerical, of the
Government in any capacity whatsoever, not-
withstanding anything contained in any other
Act of Parliament, shall be subject to and
come under all the provisions of this Act in
the same manner as though they were
employed by private employers or public comn-
panies.
The member for Cue went on to say the
object of the amendment was to place all
employees of the Government other than
clerical under the Same provisions as
would apply to the employees of private
persons or companies. It was pointed out
that clerical employees in the Government
flepartments could not suitably be brought
under the operation of the BiU, and he
therefore wished to give effect to that view
by his amendment, which would exclude
the clerical men.

THE COLONIAL THASURERn: Quote the
place where I moved to put thenm in. I
moved to put them all in.

MR. SAYER: The bon. gentleman
will be able to refer to that.

How. W. H. JAMES: Quote fairly.
MR. SAYER: I have quoted verbatim

et literatian.
HON. W. H. JAMES: One part of it.
Mu. SAYER: It is true the amend-

ment was negatived; but although the

amendment was not carried, it was the
first time the idea of the exclusion of the
clerical worker had been brought into any
proposed amendment, and that idea of
the exclusion of the clerical worker found
its way into the definition of "1work-er "
which was ultimately adopted. The
effect of this unfortunate amendment was
that the West Australian Government
Railway Association was unable to register
asB a union of workers under the Act, the
result being the lamentable strike which
has now come upon us. I have spoken
thus far in defence of the draughtsmen
of that measure. It is easy to visit the
defects of legislation uponrthe draftsman,
who is rarely here to answer for himself;
but in my experience when we find defec-
tive legislation, it is often the result of
hasty and ill-conceived amendments made
in Parliament while the Bill is passing.
The New Zealand Conciliation Act of last
year, which consolidated all the legisla-
ion in force in that country, defined
"1worker " to mean:
Any person of any age or either sex employed
by any employer to do any skilled or unskilled
manual or clerical work for hire or reward in
any industry.
This definition we desired to place in the
Bill as the Bill was drafted; but without
at this moment discussing the relations
of the Government worker to the Bill,
upon which I shall have perhaps some-
thing to say when the amending Bill
comes before this House, I would like to
state that, to my mind, the tribunal
constituted by the Act is so admirably
and excellently constituted - I am
alluding to the Court of Arbitration-
that any dispute might be confidently
referred to it for settlement. I will
pasas now from that Bill in particular,
and I must confess I am disappointed
with the poverty of legislation that
we are promised in the Speech. If
it had been intended to sketch out the
work of the p resent session only, we
might perhaps have been satisfied for the
time, but we find that allusions are made
to amendments of the Constitution Act,
which for obvious reasons cannot be
undertaken during the present session.
There can be no intention to introduce
an amendment of the Constitution this
session; and when I find allusions made
to such amendment, I can only regard
the forecast of legislation as not relating
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to this, session merely, but rather to the
Parliament as a whole. In view of this
I must confess to a feeling of disappoint-
ment that we have heard nothing of a
Public Works Bill. The past experience
of my life in the public service, coupled
with many a consultation with the
Engineer-in-Chief and others, has led me
to recognise for years past the absolute
need of a Bill relating to our public
works, We have no legislation on the
statute book bearing on the subject,
and how those works are conducted
without legislation I do not know. All1
I know is the urgent need of a Bill
for public works. Then nothing is said
as to bankruptcy reform, The admini-
stration of our bankruptcy law calls
for the most immediate attention to
my own knowledge. We have nothing
said as to our antiquated statutes
relating to convicted prisoners, which
constitute the prison law even of to-day ;
and what perhaps is of even greater
importance, more practical importance,
not an allusion is made to the prison
regulations that call for reform. It is
nearly three years since a Royal Commis-
sion reported on this Subject, upon the
methods in use for the punishment of
criminals, upon the classification. of crim-
inals, upon the remission of senrtences,
and other matters. It was the intention
of the late Government to give immediate
effect to the recommendations of that
Royal Commission, and why the labours
of that Commission are ignored and no
effect is given to them passes my com-
prehension. We are promised an amend-
ment of the Roads Act. I think I know
in what direction. Doubtless there are
some provisions of the Roads Act that
need amendment.

Ma. RAsoN: Many of them.
MR. SAYER: Many of them, but the

subject is comparatively unimportant,
and altogether unworthy of mention in
the Speech. The flagrant defects of
the Immigration Restriction Act are alto-
gether unnoticed, for while we exclude,
and rightly exclude, the indigent even of
our own race, we find that the Tmnmigra-
tion Restriction Act 'has no application
at all to the Chinese.

HON. W. H. JAMES: A Bill is being
drafted now.

MR. SAYER: I am very glad to hear

Hot. W. H. JAMES: We do not tell all
our intentions.

MR. SAYER: I think the question of
such importance that it might have been
referred to in the Speech, rather than a,
comparatively unimportant amendment
of the Roads Act in some trifig parti-
cular. I say that while we are excluding
the indigent of our own race, the Immni-
gration Restriction Act has no application
to the Chinese, who are altogether exempt
from its provisions. I am delighted to
hear that the Government intend to
remedy this, and I wish I had known it
before, We are promised a Bill to vali-
date the Acts of last session. If such a,
measure is necessary, which I for one
deny, it is scarcely a matter of policy to
mention in the Governor's Speech. I for
one must regret tha~t any allusion was
made to that matter, for if deemed
necessary-and I have a suspicion that I
can trace the hand of the member for
East Perth in that part of the Speech--

Rok;. W. H. JAMES:' You are entirely
wrong.

MR. SAYER: At any rate, I regret
that allusion. I find a trace of spleen
there, a desire to cast a reflection aind to
discredit the late Administration. If the
Premier really does th ink that a4 meas ure
is needed to validate the legislation of
last Session--

HmN. W. H. JAMrs:- Did not one of
the newspapers say so ?

Mx&. SAYER: If the Premier really
has a doubt as to the validity of the Acts
of last session, I can only say that doubt
is not shared by the best legal minds in
Australia; for when the doubt was
mooted as to whether, with the introduc-
tion of triennial Parliaments, our then
Parliament ended its existence that year
or camne to an end by effluxion of time,
the then Premier (Sir John Forrest) Sub-
mitted the question for the opinion of Sir
Samuel Griffith and Sir Samuel Way;
and the opinions of those greCat lawyersl
most abundantly and absolutely justified
the action of the Parliament in continu-
ing till it expired by efiluxion of time.

Tas Coxxissionas. OF RAILWAYS:
Why did not You publish those opinionsP

Mn. SAYER: They were published.
Tanu CorumssyoNEia OFR~rW

Where are the P
MR. SAYER: They have been pub-

lished, and the present Premier ham
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them. There is only one other matter to
which I shall allude. There is a paissage
in the Governor's Speech which states
that Ministers deemed it advisable to
revoke the regulations which prohibited
the importation of certain kinds of fruit
from neighbo'uring States; by which is
meant the revocation of the proclamation
made in 1889, prohibiting the importa-
tion of apples, pears, and quinces. A
great deal has been said outside this
House on this subject, a. great deal of a
claptrap kind; but it would have been
more ingenuous if the Premier bad
frankly stated that this prohibition would
necessarily be repealed as a consequence
of legislation by the Federal Parliament;
that so soon as the Federal tariff comes
into operation, trade in the States is abso-
lutely free. As I say, it would have been
more ingenuous and frank if the country
had been told this proclamation must go,
as a necessary consequence of federation.

MR. GORDON: There would be no
policy in that.

MR. SAYER: We should then, per-
haps, have been unable to give to the
present Government the credit of having
removed that prohibition; still, we ought
to agree in welcoming the regulations
which have been framed for the inspec-
tion of fruit and other precautionary
measures against the introduction of dis-
ease, which, in the circumstances, is the
only protection the Government can give
to the fruitgrower in this country against
the ravages of those pests which have
caused such great injury in the fruit-
growing industry of the Eastern States.
There are otber matters in the Speech
with which I mitrht deal, but the ground
has now been so well covered that I shall
not trespass farther on the time of the
House.

THn COLONIAL TREASURER
(Ron. F. Illingworth): It was notrmy
intention to take a part in this debate,
and I should not have done so but for
the remarks which have just fallen from
the member for Claremont (Mr. Sayer).
It is easy to cut out a. portion of a, speech
for the purpose of making a metmber
appear ridiculous; hut, if we desire to be
honest in our quotation, we ought to give
the full quotation, or a full reference to the
facts in connection with the particular ques-
tion. In the first place, the Conciliation
and Arbitration Bill, which was so per-

feet a Bill when presented, baying been
drafted by the hon member (Mr. Sayer),
come down to this House without any
definition of the word "w %orker." In the
next place, this Bill was laid before the
Rouse in a. form so perfect that, if altered
at all, it would be destroyed; and we know
now that the Bill was altered and was
destroyed. The hon, member has told us
that Bill was so altered by the member
for Cue, meaning myself, that we have
the present strike. That is a very grave
accusation to make; and I want to call the
attention of members to the report of my
speech on the Conciliation and Arbitra-
tion Bill upon the second reading, as
recorded in Hansard of last session at
page 475:

Now if unions are formed among the men in
the Railway Department, bow do the Govern-
mient propose to deal with the workers in that
department when any difficulty arisesP The
exclusion, I say, from the Bill of all Govern-
ment departments, and especially of the Rail-
way Department, is a very serious defect in
the measure; sand I hope the Attorney General
will carry out the suggestion be made whon I
understood him to, say he would be able to
bring the Railway Department, at any rate,
under the operation of the measure. It seems
to me that may in some way be obtained, at
any rate it may be done as it is done in Mr.
Wise's measure, where " employer " is defined

as including the Railway Commissioners in
New South Wales, and where under the

heading of "industry" are included the men
working on the Government railways. Why
should we not include all the Government
servants ? I do not know why; but, at any
rate, the inclusion of the Railway Department
is such a serious matter that I hope the
Minister in charge of the Bill will give u8
some additions to this definition clause which
will bring the workers on our railways within
its scope.
That was my sentiment in that connec-
tion. Then speaking in Committee, I
said:

The principle under discussion was whether
Government departments ought to be recog-
nised, and it would be just as well to settle the
question by a division at once. If the Oppo-
sition failed in getting recognition for all
Government employees, the Committee would
be free to deal -with the railway aspect of the
question farther on.
What took place in connection with this
clause was, that a motion was mnoved
either by myself or Mr. Vosper to alte-r
the term " worker," and insert such a
definition as would bring the whole civil
service under the Bill. That is what we
fought for on the floor of the House
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during some hours. Theneit thing done
was that as the Government of the day
had defeated us in regard to our desire
to bring all the departments under the
Bill, we tried to bring the Railway
Department under the Bill, and we spoke
for hours on that question, and fought
for it in Committee by moving amend-
ment after amendment. But what was
said from the Government side of the
House at that time? The contention
was that it was ridiculous and absurd
to say a clerk, a bookkeeper, or an
accountant should be brought under the
definition of "worker." Then to meet
that objection we, who were then on the
Opposition side, endeavoured to bring
the whole of the department under the
Bill by including all persons in the service
within the definition of " worker;" but
again objection was taken that clerks
should not be within the definition. That
being the position, I then did what I
think every mnan ought to do when he
cannot get all he wants-I tried to get
something ; therefore, I moved the amend-
ment for excluding the word " clerk"
from the definition, for the same reason
thlat I was determined, if possible, to get
something into the Bill. The hon. mema-
ber (Mr. Sayer) now says the effect of
the amendment then moved was that we
have this unfortunate strike. I have to
tell him that but for the amendment
then proposed, we would have had not
only the fettlers out on strike to-day, but
the engine-drivers and cleaners out also.
These men have protection under the
Bill, and because of that protection we
are enabled now to keep the railways
running to some extent. It is grossly
unfair for any member, knowing the facts
as the memb~er for Claremont must do,
to make such a charge against me as the
hon. member has made this evening. It
is grossly unfair for him to charge me
with destrcying the Bill, when the Gov-
ernment which employed him at the time
as their draftsman, and whose plate it
was to put the suggestions made by mnem-
bers in the House into proper legal form
-because members are not here to draft
Bills, but to suggest principles-it was forhim to perform that duty, it was for th
Government and their officers to put those
principles into proper legal form. If the
amendment I suggested was not in legal
form, the then Attorney General ought

to have put. it into form, and the drafts-
man employed by the Government should
have seen it was put in form. We who
were on the Opposition side struggled
first to get all civil servants put under
the Bill; the then Government opposed
us in doing that; and as We failed in our
object, we struggled farther to get all the
Railway Department under the Bill. We
failed in that, because it was said to be
absurd to include clerks under the defini-
tion of " worker.' The lion, member
now tells the House that I altered the
Bill in such a way as to exclude the word
"clerk" from th e particular clause, and
in that way maide the Bill useless.

Mn. SAYER: The proposed amendment
was not referred to the draftsman.

TnE COLONIAL TREASURER:
Whose fault is that? The Attorney
General in charge of the Bill should have
seen to it. I wanted to lay down a
principle in regard to the very point the
hon. member rose to support, namely
that members of this House cannot be
expected to draft Bills on the floor of the
House. It is the duty of the Govern-
ment to present their Bills in proper
form, and that is the reason we (the
Government) now want a drafting staff
to carry out the suggestions which hon.
members may make in this House. The
same carelessness and the same injustice
have been perpetrated on this question in
the Press, because the writers looked up
the last amendment carried, and assumed
that it represented my view. It was not
my view then, and it is not my view now.
I said then what I say now, that if there
is to be a Conciliation and Arbitration
Bill, the whole of the civil service ought
to be brought within its scope. That
was my opinion then. I may be wrong,
but that is niy opinion still. I then
altered my motion, which was to include
the whole of the Railway Department, in
order to meet the wishes of hon. mem-
bers then on the Government side; and
after I bad altered it, I lost it by one
vote. The then Attorney General pro-
mised he would bring in a farther clause
to include the railway men. What took
place?. The Attorney General brought
in his clause; that is, when we had failed
in our efforts to bring the whole of the
civil service under the Bill, the Attorney
General brought in a clause to include
the railway men as they are in to-day.
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Because we could not get all we wanted,
we had to take what we could get; so I
moved my amendment, and it was lost.
What is now in the Act was put in by
the Attorney General, I suppose at the
suggestion of the hon. member opposite
(Mr. Sayer). If it was not on his sug-
gestion, then it is the fault of his own
Attorney General.

Mn. W. F. Skyzn: It was the Legis-
lative Council which put in the amend-
menit.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I
am aware of that. We passed the Bill
through the Assembly on the promise of
the Attorney General that he would make
the amendment and pass it on to the
Council, and that is how the amendment
got into the Bill. That is the very
amendment of which the bon. member
says that its existence was due to "the
member for Cue," whose motion was lost.
My motion was lost by one vote; lost
because the Government voted against
it. Now as to that amendment, under
pressure of the debate we received] from
the Attorney General a promise that be
would put into the Bill as it went through
the Upper House a clause to include the
railway workers. And that was put in:
that clause was inserted in consequence
of the debate; it was put in by the
Attorney General; and the member for
Claremont (Mr. Sayer) was the legal
adviser of the Attorney General on
that very Bill. There are a few other
points to which I would call attention
while I am on my feet, although I did
not intend to speak, and would not have
dlone so but for what appears to me an
injustice. I have to thank the hon.
member-and I do so most cordially-
for referring to this matter, because'by
doing so he has given me the opportunity I
wanted, of contradicting statements which
have been made in the Press. I thank
the bon. member most heartily. If I
have spoken warmly, it is because I feel
warmly under the circumstances.

Mu. DIAMOND: Oh, don't apologise.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I

want also to refer to the remarks of
the member for North Fremantle (Mr.
Doherty).

MR. DOHERTY: Hear, hear.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I

am quite sure the hon. member had no
intention of attacking the officers of my

department, nor indeed those of any other
department; and I assured the Under-
Treasurer and his officers, the very day
after the remarks were made, that the
member for North Fremantle did not
intend to reflect on the officers of the
Treasury. I would like to have his
assurance that he did not, although for
my part I am certain of it. He blamed
the department for not issuing the returns
for this month at an earlier date. I want
to call the attention of the bon. member
to the fact that under the Audit Act
returns are not to be issued until after
the tenth day in the month of July.
Consequently, there was no fault on the
part of the officers of my department. I
have here a long minute on the subject
from the Under-Treasurer, and in it he
expresses himself as very much ag-
grieved; so I just wish to call attention
to it.

HON. F. H. FrESSE: Read it.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER:

No; I do not want to read it if the hon.
member will give me the assurance I ask
for, to satisfy my officers that he had no
intention of casting reflections on them.
I do not care what reflections are cast on
the Treasurer, I do not mind what reflec-
tions are cast on me, but I do want to
protect my officers.

Ma. DOHERTY: I wish to explain that
I did not refer to any officer of the
department. I did not want this month's
figures. I referred to the bulk figures of
the total indebtedness of this State. I
did not want the other accounts. I wish
to add that I dlid not intend to reflect in
any way on the Under-Treasurer, whom
I consider one of the best officers in the
Government service. SEVERAL MEM-
BERS : Hear, hear.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I
have gone into the matter on this occasion
to satisfy a thoroughly conscientious
and hard-working officer of the depart-
mient. Speaking on the Address-in-
reply, I again thank hon. members for
the cordial way in which they have received
the Governor's Speech. I have been
looking very carefully to find the Opposi-
tion in this House. I have searched in
the corner-it is not there; I have
searched on the cross-benches-it is not
there; I have searched on the back-
benches of the Opposition, and it is not
there; [ have tried hard to find it on the
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front Opposition benches, and I cannot
find it there. In fact, I cannot find it
at all.

ME. DhI-oND: I Will tell you where
it is.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: The
leader of the Opposition assures us that
this policy was his own policy.

HON. F. H. PIESSE: No; not mine
personally.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I
was not speaking of the hon. member
personally, but speaking of the party
with which he is associated. He said this
policy was their polic 'Y. Now I would
be inclined to say they stole it from the
Opposition, for there is nothing in it
that has not been advocated by us for
years when we sat on the Opposition
benches. If it is true, this policy is the
policy of the Forrest Government or the
Throssell Government, whichever may be
referred to, then I have to say that we
converted those hon. members to our
views; otherwise I must say they stole
our policy. They can have it which way
they like. For certainly they opposed
these measures when we were sitting in
Opposition; and although they did,
during the last election, make some pro.
nouncement favourable to such legislation
as the Speech proposes, yet that was only
the result of constant agitation by this
party when on the Opposition benches.
It was a matter of some concern to me
when I looked at the House and saw that
we were in a minority. I find that the
House is one of the most peculiar Houses
that I have had the honour of sitting in.
It is a House in which the Ministerial
supporters, or, if you will, the supporters
of Ministerial measures, are sitting in
Opposition. They declare very kindly
that they will support the measures
which have been suggested by the Gov-
ernment; and I believe they are sincere in
that declaration. I thank bon. members
for the way in which they have received
the Governor's Speech. We have tried
to put into that Speech what we thought
was best for the country; and I am glad
to find that members opposite are pretty
well agreed that the measures mentioned
are the measures which are best for this
State. If that be so, if we have now
before the House a policy on which
both the Government and the Opposition
agree, then I think there will be no diffi-

culty in passing the legislation necessary
to pIac the thoughts and ideas contained
in the Governor's Speech on the statute
book. For my part, I cordially welcome
the assistance promised by hon. members
sitting on the opposite side of the House
towards the passing of the measures which
the Government are proposing. Of course
the Government are not all of one mind.
Hon. members on this side are not all of
one mind. [A MEMBER :Hear, hear.]
I find that some of the strongest criticisms
which have been passed on the policy of
the Government, in addition to some very
valuable suggestions, came from our
friends on this side. I am glad also to
have, at any rate for my own guidance,
suggestions which have come from mein.
hers on the other side. I hope that "x
shall be able to) profit by those sugges-
tions, and that they will lead during this
session, not only to improvement in legis-
lation-which perhaps will not be very
extensive-but also to improvement in
administration. I thank the member for
North Fremantle (Mr. Doherty) for the
friendly advice he gave in the course of
his speech; and I thank other members for
recommendations which 1, as Treasurer,
have noted. I think that while hon.
members sitting on the opposite side of
the House are kind enough and good
enough to assist the Government, as at
the present stage, they are doing valu-
able work. I have an opinion that
it would be a good thing for us to
devote our whole strength to helping one
another to place the finances of this
country on a good, sound footing. We
have a big bill to climb, as I shall be
able to show lion. members when I deal
with the Loan Bill. What the country
needs now is a cessation of distrust,
opposition, and contention; it needs the
greatest possible calm: it needs united
effort to establish its finances, to com-
plete the public works embarked on, and
to effect improvement in administration
and legislation. Personally, T thank
lion. members for the bind way in which
they have received the proposals in the
Governor's Speech, and for the valuable
hints given from all round the House. I
know these suggestions will be of use to
me as a Minister, and also to other
Ministers. We are new to office ; we
know yenv little about the details of
administration; but we are going to do
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our best. And finally I wish to sythat
just as Boon as you think you can do
better, you may have this seat as far as
I am concerned.

Ms. DrAmoND: Thank you.
Ma. TEESDALE SMITH (Welling-

ton): Like the hon. member for Cue
(Mr. Illingworth), I think the Governor's
Speech has emanated from a good
many brains. I wish to put in my
claim to be considered the originator of
certain of the good points of the
Speech; but I decline to father those
points which I consider to be detri-
mental to the welfare of the State. I am
glad of the reference to a Public Works
Committee. The proposal to establish
this should meet with the approval of
both sides of the Rouse. The Public
Service Act should be brought into line
with the Public Service Acts of the
Eastern States, where civil servants get
their advancement by examination. As
regards the Roads Boards Act, I think
that instead of its being amended, a
new measure altogether should be intro-
duced. In my travels through the south-
western districts I heard great com-
plaints. as to the confusion occasioned by
the various amendments of the Act; and
I was requested to urge that a. totally
new Act should be broug ht in as soon as
possible. I am pleased to see that the
Industrial Arbitration Act is to be
amended, and I trust that the House will
pass such a measure as will render strikes
and lock-outs impossible. I do not favour
Conciliation Boards: we should have
only an Arbitration Court. From experi-
ence I know that the more men and
employers look at their respective sides
of a question, the harder that question
becomes to settle. I consider that the
establishment of an Arbitiation Court
only will give the employer and employee
a very much better chance of settling
their disputes. I am pleased by the
statement in His Excellency's Speech
that economy is to be the first principle
of the new Administration. Everyone
must applaud such a policy. At the
same time communication being so diffi-
cult both on the goldfields and in the
south-western districts, it would in my
opinion be a mistake on the part of
Ministers to lock up the State Treasury
altogether. Hon. members know that on
the fields cartage costs from Is. Gd. to s.

per ton per mile, and that in the south-
west it is impossible to get about without
roads and bridges. I consider that it
would be wrong if Ministers, in order to
secure an overflowing Treasury chest,
should refuse to construct railways or
roads or bridges. That would be a very
great mistake.

MR. OATS: The Treasury chest is
empty now.

Kia. TEESDALE SMITH: That may
be so. For the goldfields a system of
light railways might be introduced, By
this means every mining centre of any
importance whatever could be well served
by lines costing not more than £21,000 to
£1,200 per mile. Such railways might
be built to any place offering aL reasonable.
chance of traffic sufficient to pay -working
expenses and interest. If it were found
that a line did not pay, it could be pulled
'up, at a cost not exceeding.£50 per mile
if the work is placed in proper hands. It
is a shame, I consider, that places which
under the altered circumstances created
for them by a light line would have a fair
chance of becoming flourishing mining
centres or townships, should be deprived
of this opportunity for a number
of years when they could have it at so
low a cost as £1,000 or £1,200 per mile.
Where the Government make such a
mistake in my opinion is by loading up
their rail ways with unnecessary additions.
I think the railway official goes to
extremes in making his lines too costly.
Under the system I will recommend, of
course the railways would be shorn of
all these decorative features with which
the railway official loves to adorn his
handiwork. I regret exceedingly there
was no mention in the Speech of the
appointment of a, non-political head of
the railways. It must be apparent, not
only to this House but to everyone, that
there exists in the Railway Departmnt
a lot of friction and discontent, and I
consider the only way by which that can
be overcome is to get the very best
possible administrator for the work. No
expense or no question as to salary
within reason should be considered in
obtaining the best man. I would not
advocate three Commissioners, because
there is a chance of one Commissioner
shifting his responsibility on to the others.
In England the general manager has
sole control of every branch of the
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business, and I do not see why that
system should not obtain here. It is a
great mistake for a Stte like this, with
180,000 people, to keep up too extensive
a railway department such as obtains in
this country. In reference to private
enterprise I have very strong feelings.
I consider that private enterprise has
made Western Australia what it is to-
day. After heating the statement of the
member for Cue (lion. F. Illlngworth), I
may regard this as one of the leading
States in the world, seeing that we have
a revenue of over 48,000,000 for 182,000
people-something like £16 per head-
and I say unhesitatingly that this is due
to private enterprise. The goldfields
should be considered the principal
private enterprise in the State to-day,
and no doubt that is the case, but there
are other ventures in which private
enterprise has been brought into use.
There is the timber industry, and there
are the warehouses and a number of
other things, and last but not least the
prospector is in my opinion as much a
private venture as any of the others. The
railways could be properly and profitably
worked by private enterprise, if satisfac-
torily safeguarded in the interests of the
State. Where a concession was asked
for from this House of Parliament, pro-
vision could be made whereby, in the
event of the venture proving a profitable
one and it being thought advisable to
take possession of it in the interests of the
State, that venture could be taken over
at a fixed rate, so that the State would
not have to pay an exorbitant price for
the goodwill. Broadly speaking, I am
in favour of railways belonging solely and
absolutely to the State. But there are
instances in which, in the event of the
State not feeling disposed or the Govern-
ment thinking itself not warranted to take
control of the railways, private enterprise
should be allowed to step in, and two
railways I may bring within this category
are the Coolgardie-Esperance Bay railway
and the Collie Coalfields railway. I
believe that the Collie Coalfields railway
would be better served by a private line
than by a Government line, because tinder
the Commonwealth Constitution, as far
as I can read, the coal will have to be
carried here, whether it comes from
Newcastle or Victoria, at the same rate as
that at which we carry our own coal. It

does not matter which way the line goes,
if it be built by the State this Collie coal
will not have the same show as it would
have in the event of the line being built
by priate enterprise. The member for
Mt. Burges (Mr. F. Reid) the other
evening was referring to the Kurrawang
tramway, and said he hoped the Govern-
ment would see fit to shut it up. Being
one of the originators of that tramway
and having spent somrething like Q53,000
in that venture, I personally would be
very sorry if the Government thought
themselves warranted in shutting this
thing up. It would not only affect my
company, but it would affect the mines
very much more in the long-run. At the
present time the mines pay, including
shunting charges, 10s. a truck from
Kurrawang to Golden Gate; 29s. a
truck, including shunting, from Gloady's
Siding to Golden Gate, or an increase
of 19s. per truck, nearly 4s. per ton;
from Borrabbin to Golden Gate they
would have to pay, including shunting
charges, 42s. 6d. a truck; and from
Southern Cross they would have to pay,
including shunting charges, 73s. 6d.
a truck, or Is. a truck more than we get
for the delivery of wood in Kalgoorlie.
That is for freight only. It does not
matter whether a line is laid down by the
company or by the Government, but if
the wood is to be obtained, it will be
taken from round about such centres as
are thrown, open, and I contend that as
far as the Kurrawan~g tramway and the
Kurrawang Tramway Co. are concerned,
only that has been done. Reserves have
been made, and the timber has been
taken from without those reserves, that
is to say the Rurrawang people were
allowed to cut timber where there was no
reserve. I regret exceedingly that no
mention was made with reference to the
drainage of the South-West Promises
have been given from time to time that a
main drain would be cut to relieve the
waters that should flow into the Mandurahi
Estuary and the Ijeisehenault Estuary.
I do no t blame this Government, and of
course it would be absurd to do so.

This COLONIAL TREASuRER: It is ini
the Loan Bill.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: ILam glad
to hear it., and I hope the Government
will make ample provision so that this
drain will for ever relieve the farmers



278 Address-in-Reply: [ASSEMBLY.] Debate, sixth day.

who have taken up their laud on the
assurance-aud in fact in some cases the
drain has been shown on the plan-that
the main drain will be made. For years,
ever since I have been here, survey parties
have off and on been Surveying round
about this area. Some thousands of
pounds have been spent, but the farmer
to-day is no nearer being relieved thtan he
was eight years ago. I tried to go
through this area some six weeks ago,
and I was almost bogged, buggy and
horses. Instead of this area, this mag-
nificent soil, in my opinion, being a
splendid asset, it is nothing but a quag-
mire, and instead of its being lined with
homesteads and the laud being cultivated,
there is nothing but water all over the
place, and it is difficult to get from one
part to another.

A. Mxxnxn: How many acres?
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: I should

say it runs 30 miles by eight or 10. 1
regret the cavalier manner in which the
Premier treated the question of fruit
importation. No doubt the Premier has
good reasons for removing the embargo
on the importation of apples; hut judging
from the manner in which the question
has been treated generally, members have
not had that experience of the codlin
moth which others have had, or theyv
would not talk in such a light tone on
the subject. I have had five years of it
in Tasmania, and I can assure members
that after paying expenses of looking
after the orchaird, I was out of pocket,
and the only thing I could do with the
orchard was to pull it up and burn it.
It does not matter whether you work
your orchard or not, you have to pay the
State for inspection.

MR. MOORHEAD: Growers in Tasmania
are exporting apples to London.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: That is
so. It is contended, and fairly contended,
that Tasmania, can produce apples and
export them; but if you go to Tasmania
and see how the orchardist lives, you will
ascertain that it is a bare existenice, and
that instead of a man getting 100 per
cent. or 90 per cent. for his apples, which
would be a fair thing, he gets from 30
per cent. to 40 per cent. I could give
you anu instance of a relation of mine in
Victoria, who employs a man and two
boys, one of the latter being 18 years of
age:an the other 20, to work that orchard,

and he took £80 a year in relation to the
orchard worked by that man and two
boys. Is that a fair thing? Instead of
that, without the codlin moth he would
easily have taken off £2650.

Ms. MOORHEAD; What about the
consumer.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: I anm
not here to advocate that there should be
exorbitant prices paid by the consumer,
but whatever is done, let the codlin moth
be kept out, and I think that with proper
inspection the codlin moth can be kept
out. I say farther, if it be found that
the cost to the consumer is too great, let
the State and not the consumer pay the
cost of inspection. The House would
have overlooked any departure from the
lines laid down by the Ministers, that
they are not going to expend any money
unless Parliament sanctions it. With
reference to the rabbits, it is such at very
important question that the Government
might have used one of those formus-I
forget what it is called. [Msxsnus:
Form "3."] I think they might have
incurred expenditure to the extent of
£20,000 or £30,000 to combat the pest.

THE MuNISTn FOR MINEs: The
authorisation was passed four years ago,
but the Minister neglected to carry out
the work.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: Then he
wants " a doing." I dare say many mem-
bers have seen the devastation wrought
by rabbits, and one cannot realise it unless
he has seen it for himself. It will be
found here, as in the Eastern States, that
the occupier of the small holding will be
able to deal with the rabbit question
much better than the occupier of a large
one, and I am of opinion you will find
that instead of one fence being erected,
you will have to ereet two parallel fences
about five chains apart, with a cross
fence every 20 chains, and an inspector
to ride up andi down for 50 miles.
It means a big expense; but C150,000 or
£2200,000 spent now will be better than a
million or a million and a-half spent a
few years hence. I wish the member for
East Perth (Hon. W. H. James) were in
his place at present, because I want to
take him to task for arrogating to him-
self, as I think he did, the post of master
of ceremonies in this Rlouse, by saying on
which side members should sit and where
they should not sit. I1 claim that I have
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as much right as the member for East
Perth to choose the side on which I shall
sit, without his taking on himself to say
I must go over there or stop here.

Ma. W. J. GEORGE: Rub it in.
MR. TEESDALE SMITH:- The Pre-

mier has said he will not and does not
want our support.

THE PREMIER: When did I say
that ?

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: The other
night. The Premier said he did not want
my support. Now be has got to have
my support, because I am going to sup-
port him as far as I can. (General
laughter.)

MR. T. F~. QUINLAAN (Toodyay):
Reference was made by the Colonial
Treasurer to the fact, as stated by him,
that be was unaware as to the position
members occupied in this House; in
other words, that he could only find a
majority in front of the present Govern-
ment, and failed to find an Opposition.
I have no hesitation in saying I am an
Oppositionist in the extreme; and while
I have a friendly regard towards the
members of the present Government, yet
on political matters I am sure they will
agree to differ with me. I intend to sup-
port them, although an Oppositionist, in
anything I consider to be for the well-
being of this country; but I at once
declare that I resent the attitude the Pre-
mier took the other evening,- when he
addressed hon. members, alluding particu-
larly to members on this (Opposition)
side, by telling us he did not want our
support, and that we had been blind fol-
lowers of the past Government. Although
the Premier made those references to this
side of the House in particular, I remem-
ber that when he sat on this side as
leader of the Opposition he professed to
believe in the existence of a healthy
Opposition. I hope he still retains that
opinion, and he may then realise that it
may be to the interest of the Govern-
ument and to the best interest of the
country that there should be a healthy
Opposition. When the Premier had
spoken in that manner regarding mem-
hers on the Opposition side, he also said
that if the Opposition would not move a
vote of no-confidence in the Government,
be would ask some member on his side
to move a vote of confidence in himself.
I now ask the Premier, in reply to his

challenge, to do so. Let him get some-
one to move that motion.

MR. W. J.GEORGE: He is not " game"
enough.

Mt. QUJINLAN: I am prepared to

&~ iye reasonable support to the present
verriment; I believe also we should

give them a fair trial; and if they are
found to be worthy of the confidence of
the people, although I sit on the
Opposition side, I shall endeavour to do
as they professed to do in the past, that
is I shall criticise their measures, and
will also give them a fair support when I
think it is due. I agree with the
reference made in the Speech to the death
of Her Majesty the Queen, and to the
aecession of King Edward VII.; and also
I agree with the references made to the
forthcoming visit of the fluke and Duchess
of Cornwall. I mention this for the
reason that I have been said to be a pro-
Boer. On what grounds that is said I*
cannot understand; for I am just as
loyal as any member in this State or in
Australasia to the throne and the person
of the Sovereign, but I am not one who
panders to any party or to any person.
I believe in being loyal in every sense;
but I must express my opinion with
regard to the expenditure which is
intended to be made of £26,000 in con-
nection with celebrating the visit of their
Royal Highnesses. 1 do not think we
are justified, seeing that the Government
contend they have an empty Treasury.
in spending £265,000 on temporary
structures, when the Government might
have done something of a permanent
nature to signalise this visit by erecting a
hospital for children or a new asylum.
As to wasting £026,000 on frivolity, I am
not in accord with that. We have men
in the railway department who are now
asking for an increase of a shilling a day
in wages; and we are told the Govern-
ment have not the means to pay it, or
that the men shall not get it. So far as
my sympathies axe concerned, they are
with the men; and though I think the
men are somewhat to blame for their
attitude, that there is blame on both sides,
yet I also think that if more tact had been
used by the Government, they might
have settled this difficulty some da ys ago.
I am sorry indeed to have to refer to the
loss we have sustained in the death of our
late and esteemed friend, Mr. Alexander
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Forrest. I shall also refer to one gentle-
man who was formerly a member of this
House, who has not been mentioned in
the whole of this debate; and it is just
to him at least to express some slight
recognition of the loss which has been
sustained not only in this House, but
throughout this State, by his untimely
death . I refer to the late Mr. Vosper,
who did more for the cause of Labour in
this State than any other man has done;
and yet not one member of this House
has thought fit to express any reference
to him. With regard to) paragraph 8
in the Speech, I am in accord with the
Government so far as that they propose
a rearrangement of the public depart-
ments, and to ensure better administra-
tion. That has been needed at all times,
not only during the period of responsible
government, but long before that. No
one is better acquainted than I am, for
mny age, in regard to the necessity for a.
better adinistration of the civil service
in this country; and I hope the present
Government will carry out their reforms
by extending the hours of labour for
civil servants to 5 o'clock in the day,
instead of having an army of men coming
out like a swarm of bees at 4 o'clock. I
regret that it is apparently proposed by
the Government to put a full stop to the
policy of public works in this State; in
other words, they' do not propose the con-
struction of any new works, but intend to
carry out those that were commenced
but left unfinished by the late Govern-
ment. It is right, of course, that works
which have been sanctioned by Parliament
should be carried out. With reference
to the railways, while I may congratulate
the Minister for Works and the Comn-
missioner of Railways, who are both
personal friends, and for whom I have a
great admiration, believing they are first-
class men for the positions, yet i recognise
that the day is coining when we should
have the railways placed under the
management of a Comniisioner or Com-
missioners who shall be outside of
political influence, because I believe we
should in that way get better results, and
there would not be that pressure brought
to bear which we know has operated in
the past, for putting persons into the
service or promoting by favour. So long
as the railwa 'ys of a State are managed
by any person who is elected by the

people, the same practice is likely to
continue, no matter who that person may
be. As to the new Minister for Lands
(Hon. C. Sommers) taking his seat in
the Upper House and being more in touch
there with the majority of members
representing the interests in land, I
disagree with that; for however com.
petent that gentleman may be as a business
man, yet I say emphatically there is no
truth whatever in the statement that
niembers of the Upper House are more iu
touch with the interests connected with
land than are members in this House.
Therefore although I personally know the
gentlenni who occupies that position, yet
I regret to say I know so much of him
that I am convinced he is not the person
who can properly represent land in this
country.

MR. flonnjs: You don't know him.
MR. QUINfLAN: I do know him, and

I know also that the new lMinistry ame
composed of goldfields represientaitives to
the extent of two-thirds. I also know the
new Minister for Lands better than the
member for Boulder knows him. With
regard to the incursion of rabbits, I agree
entirely with the action proposed by the
Government, and I regard it somewhat as
a, reflection on myself and the late Govern-
ment that they did not take steps to
provide some remedy for keeping back
the rabbits. I did urge it on the former
Premier, Sir John Forrest, but he did
not seem to realise the danger that
threatened us. However, I wish to give
my hearty support Dow to the measure
proposed by the Government, especially
if it takes the form recommended by
the Rabbit Commission in their report.
With regard to the introduction of
apples, I represent a district which
is probably the most, prominent for
the production of apples and products
of that nature; and I am bound to do all
that is possible to prevent the likelihood
of the codlin moth being introduced into
this State. As the Government have
deemed fit to remove the prohibition and
make new regulations for inspection, I
hop thy will see those regulations

srclcarried out; because the danger
is well known to all members present. I
have visited Tasmania, and have there
seen the great devastation which follows
the introduction of this pest. it has
been urged within the last few days that
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there is not more danger of the admission
of the codlin moth, when inspection is
properly carried out, than there was in
regard to the introduction of tick in
cattle from one part of the State to
another; bitt I say that while there is
danger in b)0th instances, yet in regard to
removing the restrictions on cattle and
taking the risk as to spreading the tick,
we were serving an industry in our own
State, and were jnstified in running some
risk in order to supply the people with
fresh meat which was so much needed. I
am entirely in accord with the member for
Claremont (Mr. Sayer) in regard to the
better drafting of Bills which are to be
brought before this House. The practice
hitherto obtaining here does not do credit
to the past administration; and the time
has come when we should remedy that
state of things. I am glad the Premier,
who is a trained man in this regard,
lins seen fit to take some action. It is
necessary that Bills should be better
drafted, for they are often thrown before
members at a day's notice, and most of
us are not lawyers; so that it is very
difficult at times to grasp the real mean-
ing of the pro visions contained in the
clauses of a Bill. Altogether this is one
of the most usef ul steps that can be. taken,
and I believe it is throngh the instra-
mentality of the member for Claremont
that this change is being introduced].

MR. GEoRGE: Another leaf out of the
book of the old Government!

MR. QUINLAN: Reference is also
made to a Public Service Board. I re-
member at the time when the existing
Act was before the House as a Bill, it
wts characterised by Mr. Moorhead, the
mnember for some lpart of the Murclhison,
ats a farce. And it has proved to be a
farce. I trust that in the new measure
to be introduced provision will be made
for a board independent of and outside
mnem bers altogether, and to be paid men.
Farther, no one in any way connected
with the civil service should be appointed
to that board. While I must pay the
respect that is due to the Under-Secre-
taries who are supposed to administer
the departments at the present time-I
know them all, and I have the greatest
confidence in them-still I consider their
training is not such as to qualify
them for the proper administration of
the civil service. Those gentlemen have

been trained in a, particular line which
has not given them the commercial
experience necessary for the successful
administration of the service. Go to any
private firm, or to any man who has to
earn his living out of the people he
employs, and you will find that his
methods are very different from those,
for instance, adopted in mnaking appoint-
ments to the public service. At the
present time, if you are a person of
influence and want to get some one into
the Government service, you can get him
in: it does not matter whether he has
brains or not, he is bound to "get there."
Poor persons have no chance whatever:
there never has been an opportunity
given to the poorer classes of the com-
munity to enter the Government service.

A MEmBERit The new Ministry are
altering all that.

MRs. QUNLAN: The new Ministry
have done nothing yet, and I have grave
doubts as to their doing all they promise.
As for Plural votn and redistribution of
seats, I agree wihthese proposals ; but
I feel pretty certain the redistribution of
seats is not a matter likely to be taken in
band. No one knows this better than
the members of the present Government.

They are not going to introduce all those
things which the Address-in-reply con-
tains. The abolition of plural voting
and the redistribution of seats constitute
one of the matters that cannot be dealt
with this session; and I question very
much whether the Government intend to
deal with it this session. I have said
both these matters have my approval; but,
at the same time, the Government will

not get redistribntion of seats on the terms
they propose. There are other interests
in the country to be considered besides
those of the mining industry, I may
remind Ministers; and although the
population may not be the same in every
district of the State, still we must have
regard to the question of the permanency
of the various populations. We have
had proof of the shifting nature of the
goldfields communities in the pst. We
know there was once a 'place'called
Ranowna, where they had some 10,000
people-for just about a week or two;
but most, of those 10,000 people had
gone someiwhere else in the following
week or two. In view of such cases
as this, the Government will not, I
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hope, fail to realise, if they do attempt
to introduce a redistribution of seats
measure, -that there are in this com.-
munity interests which existed before
ever gold-iinng was dreamt of, before
the goldfields were ever thought of. As
to the Electoral Act, I wish to refer to a
case lately before the court-that of the
member for Kalgoorlie (Mr. Johnson).
I hope we shall not have a repetition of
that kind of thing. 'it is disastrous that
the law in this respect should be so vague
as to allow a man to be pestered in such
a way, to be worried by any person, be he
what he will. And this is quite apart
from any consideration of expense. I
hope a continuance of this kind of thing
will not be tolerated when the measure
comes before this House. As for the
Midland Railway Company's lands, I join
in the opinion of all other mem'bers-I
have not heard an expression of opinion
to the contrary-that the sooner these
lands are acquired by the State the better
for all concerned. But I will go even
farther. I shall be prepared to support
a measure for the purchase of that land
by the State, even if we have to pay one
hundred or two hundred thousand pounds
more than it is worth, in order to secure
the land and terminate the concession.
In connection with this matter, I have to
express my regret that my friend the
Colonial Treasurer on a certain occasion
seems to have forgotten himself. Had
he been one of those who imbibe any-
thing in the way of whisky or cham-
pagne, I might have forgiven him ; but
as I know that he drinks nothing Strongrer
than sodawater, I cannot pardon %i s
giving the country away" by Saying that
the value of the Midland concession is
£1,350,000, or uttering words to that
effect.

THE COLONAL TREASURER: I never
said anything of the krind.

MR. QUJINLAN: It was so reported.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I never

said anything of the sort.
Ma. QUINLAN: I am. not a land

agent, and T do not want to make any-
thing out of the purchase of the Midland
Company's concession; but I want the
country to make something out of it. I
do want the country to acquire that con-
cession at a reasonable cost, so that there
may be some profit in the transaction.
We have it from the late Government

that negotiations have been in progress
for some time and that the Midland
Company have offered their concession
for £1,250,000. We have also heard
that negotiations are still going on, and
that now the question of a sale at
£1,100,000 is between the two parties-
or, at anky rate, was between themi when
the late Government was in office. Know-
ing these facts, are we justified in
soupporting a Government who send forth
a Cabinet Minister to declare that the
State will go as fax as £1,360,000, at
which price we should not obtain valueP

THrE COLONIAL TREASURER: I never
said that.

MR. QUINLAN: I will forgive the
hon. gentleman because he is only new.
But don't let it occur again.

THEf COLONIAL TREASURER: rt did
not occur then.

MR. QUINLAN: That's all very well.
Sodawater, go up top.

Ms. HOPKINS: You have his absolu-
tion : you are all right now.

MR, QUINLAN - I hope, too, that the
Government will see fit to make a,
special provision for the better auditing
of our railway conc~erns. I am entirely
opposed to the present methods, and I
hop and trust that the rremier will
makei a note of this; for I believe that
with closer supervision we should got
better value for our mnoney, aind altogether
a better system will prevail. Of course,
this is only the opinion of an humble
outsider; but I have had some training
in business, and I venture to say that if
I had the control of that department a
very considerable number of those officers
who are now occupied in tying red-tape
round bundles of papers would be
dispensed with. I went down to the
Perth railway station recently at 8 o'clock
in the morning, and had to wait an hour
to get my business attended to-it was to
load some horses-notwithstanuding the
fact that I had given notice the d3ay before
that I would require a6 truck. I went
there and found the officials standing
about doing nothing. The railways are
over-manned: the employees are falling
over one another in the department. I
say, get rid of all these ceremonial
functions, of al this red-tape about
papers having to he signed and forms to
be filled up. Do as you would if you
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bad a commercial training, and dispense
with half the officers.

A MEmBERa: Start at the top.
MR. QUINLAN: Yes; start at the

top, and cut down some of those big fat
salaries: never mind the working class.
I desire to draw the attention of the
Government to one matter which I say
ought to be dealt with, for which special
lprovision ought to be made in the future.
In the past it has not been the custom
to do what I am about to suggest; but I
think the suggestion is a good one. In
my opinion, at any rate, it is a first-class
one. The suggestion is that so soon as
the way is clear the Government should
adopt a new method in respect of revenue.
Instead of treating the proceeds of the
sale of land as revenue, those moneys
should be devoted to their sole proper
purpose-they should pass through the
channels of the Agricultural Bank. We
Should never part with the capital or
assets of the country; and we are doing
this in improperly using moneys which
are the proceeds of the sale of our
capital, that is to say our land. We have
hitherto called that money revenue, and
used it as such.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Hear,
hear. We argued for that years ago.

MR. QUINLAN: I never heard it
mentioned before.

THE COLONIAL TREASURERZ: Oh, yes.
Mn. QUINILAN: Well, the present

Colonial Treasurer did mention -a few
years ago that the proceeds of land sales
should be kept separate; he mentioned
that these moneys should not be used as
revenue. In that I entirely concur. For
take the case of a person who has 100
acres of freehold property, or say 1,000
acres of freehold, and he says to himself,
" To provide for my family I will sell 10
acres (or 100 acres) per anum" (as the
case may be) : at the end of 10 years
that man's capital has been dispersed-
his assets are gone.

MR. HOPKINs: It is not so with the
State: the State still has its powers of
taxation.

MR. QUINLAN: Don't be so bold,
even if you are " Boulder." I know
something about land business. If, as
we suppose, the man part with 10 acres or
100 acres yearly, as the case may be, for
10 years, at the end of the 10 years he
will have no capital left; and the man

Sad his wife and family must starve.
The case is similar with the State; it is
the same with the State as with a private
individual. You should never part with
Tour assets :always have them in land or

in m ny herefore, I say, let the

procesfo the sale of Crown lands
pass hog the Agricultural Bank.
Thenyuwl have the means of pro-
viding funds for that bank, and, I may
observe, will not find it necessary to
borrow money from the Savings Bank.

MR. HOPKINs: Your arguments are
all right enough, but the cases are not
similar.

MR. QUINL~AN: The member for
Kanowna (Mr. Hastie) referred to the
expenditure on the coast, and remarked
how great it was compared with that on
the goldfields. Well, I could scarcely
think he was in earnest in making that
statement, and I hope he will pardon me
if I contradict it- which I do now,
respectf ully.

MR. HAsTIE: There has been a very
liberal expenditure on the coast.

Mn. QUINLAN: I beg to give that
assertion a most emphatic denial. Money
has been spent on the goldfields by
thousands; it has been lavished there.

Mn. HASTrE: Where?
MR. QUINLAN: I know where it is;

I have been there. They do not need to
go down the mines for money. T know
the miner has been taking money from
the State and spending it on the gold-
fields. And yet representatives of the
mining community come here and tell us
that nothing has been spent on the gold-
fields, and that everything has been spent
on the coast. Now, the least I can say is
that our friends f romn the fields show black
ingratitude in making such a statement.
I rose, not with the intention of delaying
the House for an hour or more, but
because I felt that I would be justified
in saying a few words, seeing that I have
been waiting some days for the younger
members to get up and relieve their
chests. I have only one other point to
make. I do trust that this will be the
]ast occasion on which we shall hear
anyhg of the "old Government." That
expresin is not appropriate now. It has
been continuallyv said since the Address-
in-reply was moved in this House, that
we on this side are the old Government.
I ask hon. members to dismiss that idea
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from their minds at once. I was not one
of the old Government.

A Miasza: The "1brutal majority."
Mn. QUJINLAN. I never got any

thousands a year for my services; I gave
my services, as I give them now, as my
friends here also give theirs, voluntarily
and freely. Therefore, we on this side
do not want to be designated as the old
Government. I was never in the old
Cabinet; but I say to hon. members
opposite, -If you do not behave yourselves,
we shall be over there before long."

At 6-27 o'clock, the SPEAKER left the

Chair.

At 7-3O, Chair resumed.

/JAILWAY WORKERS' STRIKE.
7 REQUEST BY TEE PREMIER.

Tux PREMIxER (Hon. G-. teake):
Before the debate is resumied on the
motion before the House, I desire as a
matter of urgency to Suggest that the
debate on the Address-in-reply should be
concluded asuickly as possible, with the
intention tai may move to suspend the
Standing Orders and submit to the House
a motion dealing with the question of
the strike. I desire to say I regret
exceedingly, owing to the procedure, that
we were unable to discuss the matter this
afternoon; and matters have reached
8juch alclimax that I deem it in the
interests of the country to be my duty
to ask the House to consider this matter
before everything else. Consequently
I make 4his announcement to the House,
that if hon. members insist on speaking
they shcuild c'ut their remarks as short as
possiblebo that I may ask the opinion
of the House on the question of this
unfortunate matter.

MR. 0. HARPER.: It comes rather hard
on us, I think, that the Premier should
ask us to curtail whatever we may have
to say on this Subject, in the interests of
thiGoverument, because we have not put
the Government in thie position they are
in.

Tnz E Pnmxiu: May I rise in explana-
tionF I am perfectly willing, if the rules
of the House will allow it, that the debate
on the Address-in-reply be adjourned in
order that this matter he consideredtbut
I understand that on account of the

*Staanding Orders, such course cannot be
taken. I certainly agree to it, if the
Speaker thinks it can be done.

Tns SPEAKER: The Standing Orders
provide that no business, except formal
matters, can be transacted until the
Address-in-reply has beei~greed to.

Mu. EAuna:z I shoul~Tbe glad if the
debate could be postponed ; but the ruling
of the Speaker is that we cannot do it
under the Standing Orders of the House.

THE SPEAKER: T may Say that the
Address-in-reply not being concluded,
many important matters rhung up.

kin. HARPER: We do Rot take. the
responsibility of that. We have a right,
to express our ideas, our wishes and
thoughts on the Address-in-reply; and as
we Shall have no other opportunity of
doing so, therefore T do not think it is
right -we shouldicurtail our remarks
because of the diffculty the Government
are in.

THE PRExrER: The Government are
in no difficulty. The 'country is in the
difficulty.
I Ma. . CONNOR: Through the Govern-
mnent.

ADDRESS-DEBATE RESUMED.'

MR. 0. HARPER (Beverley): I pro-
ceed now Sp sek on the Address-in-reply.
From the varous speeches which have
fallen fr-1n the Ministerial benches, in
fact from all the members on the Minis-
terial side, it appears to me the Ministry
do not quite know how they got into the
difficulty.

THE PREMIER: Hear, hear.
Ma. HARPER: They do not quite

know how it is theylshould be on the
Treasury benches, anF I thought I might
enlighten members on that point. When
the last Parliament was over, in fact
before, many of us on the Government
side of the House were more or less dis-
contented with the action of the late
Prem~ier; and AS thi4feeling had existed
for at least twelve mnonths, I had no
hesitation in expressing myself in thai
direction in the House. I even went so
far as to vote against the Ministry on one
occasion on a motion of want of conidenee.
I felt, and a, great manmy in thelconntry
felt with me, that to a great eitent the
country was made to suffer for the
ambition of politicians. I made up my
mind as far as I could that I should
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prevent that party, or the remains of
that party, from taking office again.
What the hon. members opposit4 eem,
to be rather puzzled about is why the
discontented supporteri of the policy of
the old party should not have joined the
then Opposition. I think it is a very
great difference between expressing one's
disapproval of one man and approval of
another. I disapproved of many of th4
actions Of the late Premier, and I alsol
disapproved of a great deal of the policy
of the late Opposition. I did not feel
justified because of the opposition of one
or two men on my side that I should join
the other side. Therefgr I maitained
my position as belongin to what Icon-
Sider to a large extent te party repre-
senting the solid interests of the country
-the older solid interests-and I have
seen no reason to alter my opinion. I
asked myself this question: What have
the Ministry done while in Opposition to
gain the confidence of th4 agricultural
community?9 As far as the present
Premier goes, lhe has often treated us
with some interesting, well I will not say
"interesting," but encouraging platitudes;

but, as far as doing anything for the
agricultural interests, I am at a loss to
find anything. I regret, too, that the
Ministe without a portfolio, the member
for Eastrth (Ron. W. H. James), as far
as I know and as far as I have been
able to glean, has looked on the agri-
cultural industry generally with a con-
siderable amount of contempt. He was
the gentle n who at the first Federal
Coneto peared as if he was going
to be the lampion of the agricultural
interests of the country, and he made a.
warm and earnest speech in support of
the interests of that particular class of
the community. Subsequently he changed
his views altogether, and when the
agricultural community, or some of the
agriculturists took him to task,3 and
accused him of turning on them, he
made use of that memo rable phrase
that if the agriculturist did not agree
with his views he had the soul of
a potato and the stomach of a pig.
I ma Iayas thats far as I know and
have Y4abl8e to glean, the agricultural
communit7 have very little confidence in
the Colonial Treasurer (Hon. F. Illing-
worth). He has, on several occasions,
been conspicuous for indiscreet utterances;

and one of the things he said the other
day-I do not know whether with the
idea of encouraging the agriculturaiftom-
munity-was that if he could buf the
Midland concessions, he would sell the
land at a higher price than hiad been
charged to anyone else in the country.
That does not look as if we should have
much hope of getting on the land. Tbe
various members on the Governmenl de
of the House who touched upon mn atrs
pertaining to agriculture have given
us more or less vague ideas of what.
they would do to assist the agricultural
industry; for it is generally agreed that
something should be done for agriculture.
The member for Albany (Mr. Gardiner)
suggested that th4c Government should
ascertain from the 'Tarmers what labour
they wanted, and how long they could
keep it employed; and that the Govern-
ment should then import such labonr
from abroad. That does not appear to
me to be very practical: I do not think it
likely to beaever carried out. I The member
for Boulder (Mr. Hopkinl) also had a
little to say, and suggested that the farmer
should do something in the way of
Starting another business: that, not
having enough to do at his own business,
he should become a vendor of his goods.

MR. OATS: And have no middleman.I
Mx. Horxrxs: You are making a

mistake, I think.
ME. HARPER: I do not think so.

The member for Subiaco (Mr. Daglish),
however, gave us some very interesting
statements as to what he would do in the
way of developing agriculture. For one
thing, he would recommend that higher

wage be paid. [SEVERAL MEMBERS:
Hearhear.] I am glad to bear that. I
shall presently return to his remarks.
The member for the Murchison (Mr.
Nanson), who, I am sorry to see, is not
present-[A MEMBER: He is hcre]--I
am glad to hear it-lie delivered a
homitas to why we agicultural mem-
bers shiluld be sitting on this (Opposition)
side of the House. Of course, one does not
take much notice of such utterances from
new members, because they are generally
made by new members. But lie pointed
out, although be made a slight mistake
in s~ining, that he was the only member
on thaht (Government) side of the House
representing an agricultural community.
There is an old saying which he evidently
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did not remember at the time, that "one
swallow does not make a summer." One
agricultural mem~er on the Government
side of the Housjrnay, by-and-by, have
much more diffic Ity in justifying his
support of the Government than he baa
in blaming us for not being on his side.
Amongst these various views of members
on the Government side, there is not
the faintest hop foresbado 'ed o n
assistance whae~ver tothel$important
industry of agriculture. The miner, the
artisan, and the town labourer desire to
do-what ? To assist agriculture. The
way in which they propose to do it is to
raise the price of labour in the towns and
in the mines, and to reduce the value of
it inthe country. That is what they
desire, from start to finish.

ME. Honrxis: To break up the rings
is what we want to do.

Mn. HARPER: "A fair day's pay
for a fair day's work;:" that is what the
member for Subiaco si id was the desire
of his party. That i4very good thing,
so long as men can getI all round. (Ms.
GEoRaE: Hear, hear.) The principle of
uniomsm, as far as I have been able to
glean, is that a man shall not use more
than half his qgaity intedyad
that he shiall ge a fld day's pay for that.
(SEVEAL Mn-rfluS: Ohl!) I am glad
to hear the objection; because if the
hon. members interjecting know anything
of the laws and rules of unionism, they
know that, wherever you can ascertain
them, the prnciple to which I have
referred wilt be found. I(A MEMBER:
What is your authority.) I will give
you my authority. By what is called the
London rule, a bricklayer at some kinds
of work can lay 1,200 bricks a day;
but at ordinary work he can easily lay.
on the average, 750. The union ules,
however, step in and absolutej fix
the day's work as not to exceed 500.
A similar fact was realised two or
three years ago, during the engineering
strike in England. It came out most
distinctly when the master machinists bad
to put boys and other unskilled Jabou on
work which had previously been doneJoy
union men. They found that in the case
of the drilling machine, while the union
would not allow men to bore more than,
I think, 10 feet in a day with one
machine, boys and unskilled labourers
could do double thatfamount of work.

That is the lprinciple of unionism. I do
not say it is not right; I think it is a
very good principle ; but I say it should
be applied all round.

MR. DAGLISH : What is your authority
for that statement F

Mn. HARPER: I thought the hon.
member sand his party knew so much
about ulionism that thley would have all
those rules at their fingers' ends.

ME. DAQLISH: That is not one of our
rules, you know.

MR. HARPER: The member for
Boulder (Mr. Hopkins) has given notice
of a motion for a select committee to
inquire how people can be supplied with
an abund aace of meat at a reasonable
price. I think the hon. member has the
distinction of representing a city in wldch,
a year or so ago- at any rate, this has
been stated publicly, and never denied-
a baker started to reduce the pric~ of
bread to 6d., and he had notice that'hie
would not be allowed to do so, and that
he must put it up to 8d. But I want to
know why the hon. member did not add
some other thing to ~the programme of
the select comtittej of inquiry. For
instanice, they might inquire why we
cannot get a full supply of bread at the
cheapest possible rate.I

MR. HOPKINs: We will deal with that
later on.

ME. HARPER: And whisky.
MR. HopKINS: We do not want that:

that is a luxury.
MR. HARPER: I believe breadineat,

and whisky are the three principal Things
required in the hon. member's city.

MR. Hopxiys : It has altered since you
left,

MR. HARPER: I dare say; but the
hon. member has many friends in that
city who arle interested in tbh sale of
bread and whiskyv; and it is onl ifair that
the general community should have an
opportunity of pointing out how these
products might be reduced in price.

MR. HopKINs: Well, move for a select
committee to inquire into it.

MR. HARPER: If the hon. member
will add those articles to his motion I
shall be most happy to Iassist him. The
member for Subiaco (M.t Daglish) made
one statement which I think is rather
startling. He said with regard to the
fruit industry that in his locality, I
understood, he often saw children'cvi-
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dently 'suffering from the lack of fruit
acids; and for that reason he would be)
quite prepared to see any amount of,
injury dlone to any industry: that was
the most important thing required, at all
events as far as his observation went.

MR. DAGLISH: That is not correct.
MR. H AZPER: I can refer to Hansard,

which will bear me out., that the hon.
member vould be prepared to sacrifice
any indultry which stood in the way of
building up a strong human being. I
think those were something like the words
he used; and he specified the necessity of'
fruit acids for children. Well, from that
one might suppose that the apple was thee
only production of nature which had in
it any fruit acid. However, to show how
deeply the bon. member studies these
matters, I wish to put before the House
what the industry really is which he said
he would be prepared to sacrifice. Years
ago, when this matter of fruittae up,
many of us realised that this co ntyhad
not a great many opportunities for
developing an export trade; that we had
not the vast prairie areas which many
countries possess, or large fertile plains
for wheat growing; and that we should
therefore have to mnake the best of~hac
we had. And we realised that, Tfan
export fruit business could be established
and maintained, there was a, splendid
opening. I think it was about 1889 that
the regulations, which have lately been so
much under discussion; were recoin-

Mendkd, ad,,d passed by the Government
Of tbhday; and I wish to point out the
reasoff why many of us urged that this
was a matter of gret moment,' and why,
up till to-day, we maintain the same con-
tention. We took the example of Cali-
fornia, as being one of the leading gold
countries in the world, and ithe leading
fruit-producing country. [9 MEMBER:
Afterwards.] I find that the total gold
yield of California, in its best year, which
was 1852, was 17 millions sterling. That
fell in 1892 to two (nd ahalf milos
it rose to three andh-quarte millosin'
1897, and has been beclining ever since.

AMR. OATS: At first, it was alluvial-
surface gold.

MR. DOHERTY: It was gold, all the
same.

MR. HARPER: The fruit exported byt
California, exclusive of local consumption
and fruits used in making wine anjil

brady. had a value in 1891 of S
millons sterling. In 1900, the export,
exclusive of the local requirements of 141
millions of people, was 8 millions sterling.
So here-we have on ofteJaig gold
countries of the world, atfonntiine export-
ing gold to the value of rt millions a
year;! but its gold production has fallen,
and the fruit has overtaken it long ago.
Take the last ten years as a standard.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: Have they
any prohibitive regulations ?

MR. HARPER: Yes; ours are taken
frontheirs. They are almost the same.
ualrarnia'a gold production for the ten
years ending 1899 was, in round num-
bers, 28 millions sterling. The fruit
export in the same time was 52 millions.
The yield of gold includes everything,
and represents the total production; but
mjfigures in regard to fruit exclude that
cohbumed locally and Used for wine and
brandy. The total production of gold in
Califo~rnia, has been 274 millions sterling.
I have not the total export of fruit; but
if it has not overtakeu the gold export, it
very soon will.& The production of gold
is diminisbintr; but that of fruit is
increasing, and will probably continue as
long as the earth endures. That is the
point I have always maintained: we
should work with all our energy to take
advantqe of the brilliant future which
can ho secured for thelfruit industry.
[SEVEnAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] Long
after our friends here have passed from
view or have embraced some other scope
for their energies, the producer on the
soil , if protected, will have established a
large industry in which tens of thousands
of people will be employed, when the
goldfleldkwill have lapsed. Incidentally,
I would lbggest that if the member for
Subiaco (Mr. Daglish) asked a medical
gentleman, that gentleman would tell him
perhaps that for one child who suffers
from the lack of fruit, twenty or thirty
suffer from too much.

MR. DAOLISH: T went to a member on)
the other side.

MR. HARPER,: Perhaps the hon.
member did not go to the right one.

MR. D. J. DOHERTY: He did not go
with a fee in his hand.

MR. OATS: NTo.
Mu. HARPER: The member for

Subiaco (Mr. Daglish) said to his own
(Government) side that he waj much
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disappointed the Government had done
nothing to knock out the food duties.
He wanted the price of food to be lower.

Mu. OlTs: I should think so.
MR. HARPER- He wants wages

raised, the time of labour shortened, and
food cheaper. That may sound very well
from one point offiview, but those wem-
hers who represent labour should not
represent it in one section only , but if
they would represent the spirit of labour,
it should be all laour. They expect the
country man to produce their food at far
below a living wage. [SEv VEa MEN-
BEES: Hear, hear.] They ask jhat the
town man or unnug man shall work his
eight hours and shall not use his full
capacity, but that the agricultural
labourer shall work the whole day, his, 12
or 14 hours, and get a minimum return.

A MEMBER (Opposition):- I do not.
MR. W. J. GEoRGE :4Tbat is the result

of the policy you advocate.
MR. HARPER: I ami not accusing

them individually, but it is the spirit of
the age. Let miembers take the policy
desired-a. rise of wages, shortened hours,
end cheapened food. Let any of themn
ask himself what prospects there arIor
a young manm; what are the openings for
him ?

A MEMBER: He might mine.
Mu. HTARPER: Yes; he might, but I

understand the mines are already supplied
with all the labour they need, and that
there are many men without einplokmet.
It appears to me there will be onlja few
industries left, if that policy he uarried
out; namely the mining, the timber
industry, Government railways, and the
unemployed. These are the four indus-
tries left.

MR. Hop-KINs: What about the middle-
man ?

Mu. HARPER: As for a man going
on the 1and, it is absolutely absurd. It
would bja good thing if all those mem-
hers who talk so much about agriculture
and know so little of It, did 12 mnonths'
work on a farm, and then they would
know something about it.

MR. HOPKINS: They would get better
resnltj. MY experience was on a, farm,
noit iian orchard.

Mu!.11 JACORY: It was too hard work for
von.

MR. HARPER: With regard to
mining, I would like to point out that,

as I have already said, the mines, appar-.
ently, have as much labour as they
require. I do not know what develop-
ments may take plaoce, but fro what we
are told we cannot get many woll people
into the mines unless you extend your
railways.

MR. HoPKiNs: There are the prefer-
ential rates.

Mu&. HARPER: I will touch on prefer-
ential rates, but here is the point. It is
well known in transport science thal, if
you raise ratesIou stop traffic.

MR. HonI~zrs: Reduce the number of
trains.

Mu. HARPER: Would you be able to
extend the railways if they were not
paying sufficient to meet the upkeep?
Because whether you run trains or not
the staff has to be kept. If the hon.
member studies railways a bitipore, as
well as fa-rming, he will know more about
the subject.

MR. DOHERTy: He might be a porter
on the railways.

ANOTHER MEMBER: A sub-porter.
MR. HARPER: What I have said

with regard to the policy of making
labour easier in Wwns aind reducing its
value on the landi not peculiar to XVest
Australia, hut th4 system exists all the
world over, and that is the cause of men
leaving the land. That exists not only
here but everywhere else, and it is due to
the organisation of labour.o People do
not seem to realise that, ifyupA high
wages now, you a~re raising the c Jt of
living. You must do so. For instance,
the price of a6 building in London to-day
is just double what it was fifteen years
ago. The same thing applies here; I do
not know to what extent, but it mnust be
so. I Every time you raise the price of a
briRk, you increase the price of a building,
and at the same time you are reducing
the value of the man on the land, who
consequently says, " I cannot live in com-
petition with those men.'

MR. HOPKINSe: They would have to
maktlbricks.

ML1.HARPER: Yes; make bricks. Men
leave the land and then people in the city
say "1Why do they not go on the land
and work ? but they takie good care not
to go on the land themselves.

Mu. DALLsH: That is why Oalifornia
is so Costly.I

[ASSEMBLY.] Debate, sixth day.
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MR. HARPER: California is in a
different position. The people there found
that wheat did not pay, and they turned
to fruit. My friend says this fruit indus-
try is not worth considering. Hon. mem-
bers talk about supply and demand, but
that is the veen thing unionism condemns
and will hav~othing to do with. There
is an old Eritfsh saying that competition
is the soul of trade; but that is entirely
exploded. There must be no competition.
If you inquire into the spread of unionism,
you will find it has extended to one of
the most powerful organisations in the
worktjnamely the shipping industry, for
I understand that the large steamship
companies of the world are uniting in
their system of trade, and it is a simple
thing, when you come to look at it. It
does not matter what the pr duct is, if
they see that one country is! making a
good deal of profit on the art icle which
they carry, they raise the prices, not
because they cannot carry cheaper, but
they say, " Now we are united, we fix the
price, and no one will carry for less: you
cannot Fe It carried for less." Therefore
the whol thing works in a circle in that
way. Every attempt made to lighten
labour ha had its effect upon the cost of
living, and it does not matter what you
do you cannot get away from that fact.
One member said something about rings
just now. These combinations are ringsk
when they consist of capitalists, but I
contend that the greatest ring of all, is
the ring of unionists, and members who
represent labour cannot -with any degree
of logic condemn that of which they have
set the example. I do not blame them,
but that is the principle. IThe principle
is that of a combination ol men to get the
utmost they can, and to sell what they
produce at the highest price; and what I
assert is that they must not blame other
people for doing the same thing. Let
me suggest to my Labour friends overt
there to try to form a Union amongst the
men who do not employ labour but carry
out the whole of the work themselves.
Why not get these men to unite and say,
"The value of our labour is as muchv
the value of that of men in the towns."I

MR. GEORGE: Why should they not?
MR. HARPER: I shall be glad to assist

the hon. member all I can to do that; and
the result would be that men would say,
1The value of the. product of our labour

will necessitate perhaps doubling the price
of flour and very~many, other things,
and we shall call upon you to organise
and prevent anyone selling under those
values.",

MR. HOPKINS: Titat is only a supposi-
tion.

MR. HARPER: That would be a fair
way of meeting the difficulty, if the spirit
of unionim and the protection of laboUr
are to goll round.

MR. DIGLISH: YOU want to abolish
that, and get your good prices.

MR. HARPER: I ant speakingof the
man who works on the land and does not
make four or five shillings a day.

Mn. DAGLISH: He sells to the middle-
man.

MR. HARPER: Then you could
extend thjinfiuence of unionism and say,
"You can sell direct to us." That will
give you a fine market, and if you
guarantee to double his profit, so that he
shall get a fair wage, it will be the best
possible means of puttipg men on the
land, and keeping them here. People
are always talking about butting men on
the land; but where are you to get the
men from, and how are youi going to keep
them there?9 There is one simple means
of doing it, and that is by en tiin that
a man gets a fair day' 8 pygor a fair
day's work. And it should be within the
power of this House to suggest a means
by wbich this could be done.

A MEmBER: Teach them their busi-
ness.

MR. HARPER:t Theme is another
point. Perhaps it is rather trite, but to
me it appears very important. Thee
whold of the labour people and a great
many others in this State lately gave a
vote in favour of free-trade. I do not
know whether members grasp what that
means in the long run. The realisation
of free-trade, which is obviously coming
about,'means that in thea course of a few
years the Chinaman ill be able to
undersell Newcastle coal in Sydney, and
machinery of any kind also. I dare say
some bon. members will scoff at this, but
perhaps they do not read. Only just
before - [MR. HOPKINS: We are not
afraid of the inferiorinations, anyway]-
the outbreak of the rebellion in China
the Chinese Government were making
their own engines-[Ma. HOPKINS: Im-
porting them, you inea]-for their rail-
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ways at 25 per cent. less coat than they
could import them for from the cheapest
manufacturers in Europe and America.
An enormously wealthy 4 vsyndicate has
now acquired some of the richest coal and
iron mines in the world close by the
Yang-tsi-Kiang River, and has established
enormous ironworks there. This syndi-
cate will be in a position to dominate the
whole of the Eastern p t of the world
with its output. Therfisrno place in the
world where you can et material more
cheaply, and hon. members know that
in no part of the world can you get
cheaper labour than in China. Nowhere
will you find more industrious people.
The syndicate I speak of is a rather
remarkable one. Ther4 appears; to have
been a concession grantefl by the Chinese
Government on a very interesting basis.
The Government, I understand, are pay-
ing the manager of this enormous concern
at the rate of X12,000 a year.

MR. HOPKicnS: Good gracious! I shall
go there.

MR. HARPER:, All the heads of the
branches are engaged, the various works
are all1 plotted out, and the necessary
buildings are in course of erection. The
beads, like the manager, are paid very
high salaries. The engagements of th~e
manager and the heads are for a limited
number of years-tenflor twelve years.
By that time the Chinamana reckons lie
will know all about the business, and
then he will pension off the whole of the
managing staff: that is provided for in
their agreements. The man with £12,000
a year will retire ou a pensionuf £5,000
a year, and so on right along. "ow what
will be the position of your miner in
Newcastle or your iron-founder in and
about Sydney, when the influence of that
is brought home to himP

MR. 1 oP~xiNs: The person who would
be mosltuterested in a discussion of that
is Mr. George Reid.

Mn. HARPER: The hon. and bril-liant member for Boulder may scoff,
but-

MR. HopKiNs: It is a Commonwealth
question: it does not come within the
sphere of local politics.

MR. HARPER: The Japanese also
are advancing, and even more rapidly.~
They are now building their own battle-A
ships, anld arming them too. Unless

we are prepared to prohibit-[lMit.
MOORHEAD: Apples] -goods from these
countries, they will take our trade ; and
you knowy exactly what will happen then.
Just wait for the first man to be dis-
charged from an iron-foundryjor a coal-
mine because of cheaper materfal brought
in f romn elsewhere, and you will very soon
see plenty of protectionists in Australia.
I shall revert for one moment to the
question of apples. I am glad to see the
member for North Murchison (1yr.
Moorhead) reminded me of somethingln
regard to it. I will read him a letter Bn
this subject received by a resident of, this
city from an experienced mnan, but I dare
say the lion, member will remain quite
sceptical-he says the fruit industry is
nothing. Now, I venture to say that if
ajprocess of nature or something else
b ught about a reduction of 25 or 30
per cent. in legal fees, we. should hear
something from the legal members.

MR. MOORHEAD: I should not per-
sonally object.

MR. HARPER:- I am also pfraid that
there would be a little bit of skwif any
process of law or nature brovt about a
loss, say, of 25 per cent., a loss as low as
25 per cent. and as high as 40 or 50 per
cent., on the product of the mines after
the gold had been produced. IHon.
members from the fields think it is
nothing because it is a poor agriculturist's
loss ; but if the loss affects their own
pockets, it is another thing altogether.
However, I will just read one or two
extracts from--

MR. HASTIE : Take it as read.
MR. HARPER: This is fronja, fruit-

grower in Mount Gambier, where, as I
dare say hon. members know, plenty of
apples are grown. Writing to a friend in
this State he says:

I notice by the papers that your Govern-
ment are going to allow apples to be imported
in.Wester n Astralia, and that the growers

ar raid of codlin moth being introduced.
WeI hope for the sake of you orchardists
yea do not get this fearful pest into your
gardens; ".- -e have had all our gardens
here visited with it this year, and you, know.-

Ing th. quantity of apples we used to he

blss*with, will be surprised to know that
one cifot get an apple fit to eat here now.

Mu. HOPKrINS: He did not look after
his orchard.

MR. OaTs: What we want to know is,
how can we get apples ?
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MR. H ARPER: Here is an extract
from, other letter, received from Tas-
mania. I Perhaps certain phrases in this
letter R61 delight some hon. members;
but I will read it to show that I am
fair:-

If I were a public man in Western Aus-
tralia I would advocate with all my strength the
removal of this cruel embargo, and at the
Same, time take Ievery possible precaution,
short of prohibittbn, to prevent the introduc-
tion of codlin moth and other pests.

THE MINrsTER FoR MINES: What
about the restrictions in the new regula-
tions ?

MR. HARPER: I will touch on that.
The point I tabs is that I have no objec-
tion, looking at it from a~griculturist's
point of view, to competiti~n in the sale
of apples: I never have haod. But as
regards any competition which is to cause
a loss of from 25 to 50 per cent, and
even 60 per cent. in the product of a man's
labour, I say ijis ridiculous to ask him
to encounter it.

Mn. Hornwws: That is only supposi-
tions.

Ma. HARPER:- The hon. member
speaks from his ignorance.

MR. HOPKNxS:- You are an authority
on ignorance. You are an authority on
everything.

MR. HARPER:- I hope the hon.
member will urge the appointing of 4
select committee thich will take evidence
and otherwise weigh the matter. It is
no use my making these statements: I
do not wish to be taken as an authority.
I have had no experience of the codlin
mioth, and I hop that I never shall have

Cany. All I wisito urge is that there is
extreme'danger %f its being introduced,
and in support of that view there is this
piece of evidence: this is the only coun-
try in the world free from it. Get over
that as you can.

MaM. JAC03ar: Wky not keep it clean ?
Mia. HARPER: If you find you can

keep it out, I shall be quite in accord
with any methods which may be adopted.
I say we do not fear competition. What
we look at is export. Under these regula-
tions, if they are faithfully carried out-
I hope they will be-

'Mn. HoPnas48 1yon are an authority
on everything.

Mia. HARPER: The member for
Boulder speaks with a good deal of

ignornce. These regulations have been
enforced in respect of all other fruits
since 1889, and thousands and thousands
of cases of fruit have ~e en brought in
uinder these regulations. IThe hon. mem-
ber is absorbed in much higher studies,
and of course does not know anything
about these things. However, when he
does make an assertion it is just as well
for him to know what he is talking about.

MR. HOPKINS8: I do know what I ami
talking about. I

MR. HARPER:- It is not a matter of
regulations: it is a matter of administra-
tion-that is the whole thing. These
things are most difficult to detect, and we
know that when you do get a disease into
a country it is a little hard to get it out.
The pointjl wish to urge is that this
House and this Parliament should make
provision, not only by regulations but by
being prepared to vote money, should this
disease or any other dangerous disease
break out here. money should be pro-
vided in such case to stamp out disease at
once and~ompesate the loser. I think
that is oily fair. If a, man suffers for
the good of his country, surely he ought
to be aided. But that, unfortunately, is
not provided for at present. If fruit-
growers are willing to accept the position
of letting fruit come in wider very care-
ful upervision, and if the Government
wiW7 provide for compensation in the
case of an outbreak, I do not think we
can do anything better. There is very
little doubt that in a very few years the
consumers in this country, provided you9
keep out these pests,-will have the best and
cheapest supply of fruit in Australasia.
Is not that worth waiting for?

MR. HAsTIE: HOW Many years?
Mr. HARPER: How can I say ?
A. MEmiMEnR (Opposition) : Eive years?
Mn. HARPER: Hens lay eggs, but

they do not all hatch; and sowith trees,
you may plant them, but yu cannot
ensure that in every case they will bear.
If you look at any country in the tem-
perate latitudes of the whole world, you
find that the production of fruit has very
soon overtaken the local demand. I
would point again tolIthe example of
Caliornia to show thattere we have the
possibility of an enormous trade, Wvhich
may last for generations and generations ;
and I say it would be criminal to sacrifice
that poisibility for the sake of the
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immediate appetites of those who, per-
haps greedily, think they desire something
very urgently. I wish to point out that
there are many of us from the backwoods
who wvent for many, many a long year
without ever seeing an apple; and I do
not know that we suffered very much
from the deprivation So I look wvith not
very much sy mpathvjmn those who make
this outcry. There ii another point in it,
and that is, if people would not offer such
high prices for whisky and other things,
and show that they very urgently want
them and must ha~ve them, why they
would gt them much cheaper. ALnyone
who has travelled in the Mediterranean
knows thit it is a principle of trade there
for the vendor to try to get as much as
he can. H e has no standard rate or
price: he starts by asking ten times as
much gehe will take; that is the custom
of hisi trade. Now, it happens that in
this S Ite the retail trade has fallen into
the hands of people from the Mediter-
ranean, and they practise just the same
system here. If my friend, the gentleman
representing Boulder, were to make a
resolution to sy to the vendors of whisky
and cigars---

Mn. HopT8: We do not buy those

A M! EnnF,: What do you do, then?
Mn. HARPER: If he were to say to

the vendors of whisky and cigars, that
he would not pay the present price of one
shilling, then he would very soon get his
whisky and hi4 cigars for sixpence. It
is just the same with any other luxury.

Mn. HASTIE:; You would advocate low
wages and cheap whisky, then?

MR. HARPER: There is one little
extract which I am afraid will interfere
perhaps with the good feeling of my
f riund on the Labour bench; but I
a konly going to give it now to show
whg the agricultural community, those

who work without any limit of time,
receive from the actions or from the
position taken up by organised. labour.
Organised labour says, "W e do not care

a fig for the country: labour is the only
thing."

MR. IBMn: Not so.
An HRPER: Not so? I was waiting

for that. We have it on the records of
this Rouse, and I will read it to you.
This is the view expressed by the late
president of the Trades and Labour

Oouncil Perhaps the members on the
LabouTench wilrpdate him; but he

You will understand that the policy of
organised labour in this colony, as in all
others, is that every other consideration can
stand down. We look at the question from our
own points of view As to how it affects us.j

MR. HASTIE: Who said soP
MR. HARPER: I believe it was Mr.

Diver. Hon. members may look up the
report of the select committee on the
Commonwealth Bill, and they will find
this matter was inquired into; but I
understand the Labour members here
will repudiate that statement.

MR. HASTIIE: Certainly.5
MR. HARPER: I unflerstand also

that the leaders of Labour outside
Parliament repudiate the Labour mem-
bers who are in Parliament. (General
laughter.)

Mx. DAGISE: You go up top,thie timue.
Mn. HARPER: Hon. members are

certainly deserving of some sympathy in
this House, for the action they took on
the uestion of the strike; and I applaud
them for it.

MR.DIAOLISRI: Your applause will ruin
US.

MR. HARPER: The action they took
in regard to this unfortunate strike, I am
afraid, unless they do something very
revolutionary soon, will cause them to be
classed as i mply ordinary members of
Parliament,5ike the rest of us. However,
I hope these members will go on in their
good course, because we were not taught
to expect such from the actions of the
Labour members in Eastern Australia. I
only hope the wisdom fwith which the
Labour members here !tarted as legis-
lators will continue. I will not detain
hon. members longer. I hope I have not
wearied them.

LABOUR Mnxusas: Go on.
Mn.. HARPER: I will conclude by

asking the Premier to accept the position.
He said he would not retain his sealas a6
compliment, that he would find out some
way of testing the matter, and I think he
suggested that a motion might be moved
expressing confidence in the Ministry;
but I suggest that is not a wise thing. It
might not be very dramatic in its results,
because if fruch a thing were proposed I

Ishould advise members on the Opposition
,side to leave the Chamber, and the
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Government would have it all to them-
selves in the division. I ask the Premier
to accept the assurance of the Opposition
side that we wish to give him a fair
trial.

Tas PitnunE: I accept it willingly.
Mit. HARPER: Supposing the members

on this side had been on the Treasury
benches during the present strike, would
the Government have had the support that.
the Opposition are giving here, judging
by the past action of those ~o nthe
Government sideP I say0not !"there-
fore the country has had !n enormous
gain in putting 'the present Government
into a *position of responsibility, where
they will learn what responsibility means.
The occupants of the Treasury benches
have been a long tiube wishing to get to
tb§ Treasuipy benches; and -now they have
got there, I do'hope the Premier will
restrain hig team a little.

MR. HOPKINS. Go slow.
iMR.. HARPER: The hon. member

(Mr. Hopkins) no doubt thought I was
gigto say something abou~t him. I

think' the posittion taken up by the hon.
member tor Boulder has bein that of
bludgeons carrier to th6 Ministry. He
ought to be sure of rising out of his
latitude here. I was going to refer to
the member for East Perth (Hon. W. TI.
James), who is a. keen partisan, althoughi
he repudiates party government, or used
to. He seldom. gets up without ratin
somebody. It would be wise if he wer
kept in leash by the Premier. If he does
that, and the members on the Govern-
ment side work together, they may keep
their seats a little longer. I must thank
bon. members for the patient hearing
they have given me, and 11hope I have
not trespassed too long. '(General ap-
plause.)

Muz. F. OUNNORt (East Kimberley):
Speaking from the cool shades of Opposi-
tion for the first tune in my experience
of parliarmentary life, I do not feel a
little bit in the cold. I rather appeit
the position of being here to rply, and
hand back, to some of the gentlemen
sitting on the Treasury benches, some of
the nice things which they have said of
the members who sat on the Government
benches during the last few years. I
hope as this session progresses that my
good-nturd and honourable friend-
perhapjwe shall be able to say right hion.

friend soon-I mean the leader of the
Government, will not object if it be
necessary, that the tactics employed
by himself and his lieutenants when
sitting on the Opposition benches shall
be used against him. I will try as far
aFJI can personally, and. I will try to
influence the members of the party, to
keep away from such tactics as far as
they can;- but it seems to me it may be
necessary to fight the Government with
their own weapons. In that case I hope
the Government wiltke it with as good
grace as was displayNd by, those who sat
on the Government benches, but who now
are'sitting in Opposition. I hope as the
session proqeeds w6 shall not be harassed
in the House--I am iiot speaking of the
Governmehit side of the House o of the
Opposition, but of the Ubuse as a wiole-
I hope we shall not be harassed by, those
continual no-confidence motions which
were the order of the day as long as my
friends ndw in Ibli Governmient occupied
these Opposition benches.

THE PREMIER: Hear, hear.
Ma.. F. CONNOR: I hope that no-

confidence motions are'things of the past,
until the time comes when it is necessary
that we with one genuine motion may say
to the members on the Government side,
" You are not the people the country want
there." Until then, I for one shall tryl
to get as far as I can away from the arena
of party politics, and give the gentlemen
on the Treasury benches a chance to carry
on what. is in the best interests of the
country. Before proceeding to address
myself to the general matter of the
Address-in-replyI want to introduce to
members a subject which is of great
importance, and which has caused a very
great amount of attention not only in
this State but in the other States. I
cannot call it the bad treatment or ood
treatment, but I will introduce it byfay-
ing the treatment of the aboriginel, the
native blacks of Western Australia. I
promise to be as brief as possible on this
matter, but I could not allow the Address-
in-reply to pass without introducing the
matter here. I fail to see why, in
the face of what hasiappeared in
the Press of this and of the other
States, that some mention was not made
by the members on the G. 3overnment side
of this question. I believe it is somewhat
outside the province of the House to take
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tti s matter directly in hand, but it is also
abiubject that the Government have to
die into consideration. Although the
Commonwealth Parliament has the comn-
plete control, or to a large extent has the
control, over the native question in this
State, there is still the subject as it
affects the peo Ie who live in the country,
not the blacks. I mesa the carrying out
of the law as ainst the blacks ; and I
think it is the duty of the House to see
that matter is righted. The question of
the settlers in the Far North of this State
is one that has been debated before i
this House. I When people go out into
the back districts of this country or
any country, it is the firt duty of the
Government to protect them as well as
lies in their power. If, when people go
out to these places, they commit any
nisdemneaniour or wrong against the laws

otthe country, they are held responsible,
and are made subservient to the laws; but
we must also take the other side and pro-
tect the man who goes out and opens up
the country, who brings his family up
in these outside places qf the State. The
law should protect himjnd I am going
to bring it before the c'use that the law
up to the present time has not done so,
and there are ulterior motives why the
law has not protected them. Settlers
going to the north of tbis State, je we
know they have to do, undergojgreat
hardships; they have to open up the
country by putting capital into it, and
they have to takre their lives in their
hands in the North. They have to
protect themselves when attacked, and
very often they axe: they also have to
protect their property. Are we to
encouragjthe Press or a section of the
people tolattack the settlers, or are
our Ians to say to these people, "You
shall not protect yourselves, your prop-
erty, and your character; you shall
not have any protection from us what-
ever ;" because th~at is the position at the
present time. I Ido not know how this
trouble has come about, but I believe it
has been initiated by people who entered
this country some time ago and were not
successful, people with brains but who
were not successful financially. These
people have made up ther.,eminds thatsettlers inthe Notmuufe;hy
want a certain amount of reng onth
people who have been successful because

they themselves have not been successful.
The -persons I refer to have written to the
Press, and the Press have published their
letters, and the law says th t what the
Press publishes you cannot I wake the
Press responsible for. Is that right?
I believe in the freedom of the Press by
all means, but do not license them to take
away characters, do' not license them to
kill people morally. There must he some
alteration in the libel laws of this State
before this uestion is finally settled. I
come trmihat part of the country, the
Far North, the black north as it is called,
why I do not know, for it is brighter
country to live in than down South,
and it is a better country, although
it is a little hotter iniAthe summer
time. It is almost impossible for white
people to live there on account of
the depredations of the blacks, and
because there is at present only one
means of making a living there, the
country not being far enough advanced
for agriculture. It is still a pastoral
country. ft I am sure that in the future,
and I hofe in the near future, we shall
see a large population established thete,
engaged not only in agriculture, but in
other industries which I know the coun-
try is capale of supporting. But the
only white people who can at present
existi4there axe a few gold-miners and
paste -lists, and it is at present almost
impossible for a man to live there as a
pastoralist, because he has to go perhaps
50 or 60 miles out into the country, far
from where anyon(L lives. Ile gets
together a little herdlf cattle; probably
he and his family do all the work; aud
then the blacks come round him and
commence to kill his cattle, and in many
cases kill the settler himself. Now I
ask, supposing a white man deliberately
murdered a blackfelItjv, and went to the
authorities an~d salidi " I did it," would
he bea held responsibli ? I say he woull
Supposing a white man murdered a white
man, would he, if he camne in and said
-I did it," be held responsible? Un-
doubtedly he would. But the contrary
is the case, as far as my knowledge goes,
whet a blaekfellow- kills a white man;
andi may instance a case not many
months ago, in which a hlackfellow killed
a man named Stanley, and came into the
police station and said, " I killed that
man: there are his horses: go and take
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them." And the horses were seized an4l
sold by the Government of South Aus-
tralia, and there was no action taken
against that blacldellow: be is still at
large at the present time. If this state
of affairs is going to last, let the Govern-
ment say to those settlers, " We will not
protect you." Let them know it.& [A
kExBnR: Hear, hear.] In my o13&ion,
the great trouble in this matter is
the fact that the natives, as soon as
they are half civilised, become more
dangerous. They are not so dangerous
while they are not civilised, while they
will not come near the white people.
But v'he~ithey come into the settlements
and learn~somethiug of the manners and
customs of the white man, they come to
understand* the use of firearms and many
other things. Then,'when they go out
back:' and get into communi~ation with
the other 'and wilder blacks, when the
natives mix witbjne another and learn
enough about th% habits of the white
people, that is the time the danger is
most acute. I 'have to offer some few
suggestions as to what is to be dlone for
the future. Ther'e are four or five reme-
dlies suggested, and some of them have
been jdiscussed here: they are not alto-
geth&' new to this House. One suggestion
is to declare a. reserve upon which there
could be put all the aborigines, say, in
East or West or the two Kimbericys.
The Minister for Works (Mr. Kingsmill)
laughs; but I want his opinion; I want

anfxpressiou of opinion from the House.
If I can. only extract from him his

opnon of what it is best to do, then I
shall be satisfied.

THtE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
think that plan is the best.

Mit. F. CONNOR; Well, I am only
repeating suggestions which jhave been
before this House. This qudstion must
absolutely be dealt with, whether by the
Commonwealth or by the State Parlia-
nient. It demandsj to be dealt with
immediately. Another suggestion is to
have a permanent police patrol camp-
aproperly-equipped camp, and a p roper

staff. Perhaps only two con stablejvuld
be required, and a certain numifr of-
black-boys to make sure that you capture
the ringleaders;i because, in all these
troubles in the North, it is a question of
a few and not of the general body of
natives. Those ringleaders are not, and

have Vnot been up to th present time,
arrested; and if they weire arrested, I
think it would make the position not
nearly so bad as it is at present. That
is the second suggestion; a police patrol
camp, with a sufficient number of men well
equipped with horses, and gear, so as to
make surtf catching the ringleaders. [A
MEMiBn!AThe same as in Queensland?]
Well, I should not go so far as in Queens -
land. I am not an apostle of the rifle
and revolver. I am to this extent: when
I go out into the back coutrIhv
the right to protet myselfyhc rig I hv
would exercise every time against any
man, white or black, if it were necessary.
The Right Hon. Sir John Forrest, when
this question was being discussed here
some years ago, suggested that an island
should be made available, where all t~ese
natives could be kept and probabI, be
made of some use, and be fed at he
expense of the Government I am afraid
that would be impossible to carry out,
and I only mention it as another sugges-
tion which has been put before this
House. My own. opinion is, that of the
three proposals the besjlis to have a
proper police patrol, anc? to have the
ringleaders captured and put in gaol and
kept there, so that they cannot possibly
continue their depredations. This may
sound rather strange to hon. members;
hut I have almost a commission from
nearly every settler in the Far North of~
Austrlia-that is, in East Kimberley--
to say that, if there be not an inquiry
made into the treatment of the blacks by
the people the4re, to satisfy the public,, to
refute what ha , appeared in the Press of
this State, t-he settlers will offer to the
Government, or to whom soe veill take
them, all the blacks in their emnoytnent,
that they will not employ a native on any
of their stations. If that be done, what
wili happen ? Are the Government pre-
pared to take over and W~ 400 or 500 of
the natives who are nowled, clothed, and
housed by th6 settlers In that district ?
That is probably a more serious problem
than some hon. members will care to face.
These settlers say; -"11We are maligned;
there are lies- told about us; we are
accused of cruelty and barbarity, and of
starving and not clothing our natives."
Well, I give a complete and absolute
denial to any and all of those charges;,
because the facts come under my personal
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observation and I have a right to speak.
I say that in the East Kimnberley District,
so often referred to by the Press of
this State, jthe blacks 'are better pro.
vided for, ,btter fed, and better treated
than is the case with any other black
race anywhere else in the world. It is a
large order to say so; but I challenge
any person to refute any statement. My
friends (Labour members) sitting on.
that benchiver there, smile. Recently I
heard theiiR interjecting, in reference to
the question of the blacks. If they
knew the facts as well as I do, they would
not, if they were fair, interject; they
would not state indirectly, or insinuate,
that any ill- treatment of those blacks had
taken placeR' I am not referring to the
whole of W-estern Australia, because I
can speak of my own knowledge only of
what I have seen and of what I know.
I am not referring to any part of Western
Australia except the Kimberleys. I am
perhaps speaking rather heatedly on thisi
question, but I feel rather heated; I
think I have reason so to feel, and I will
show hon. members why. A letter
headed "The Durack Murder" appeared
in a paper called the West Australian,
which I will read:

To th~ Editor Si, -Ie the plicar
out aftesfi murderersof M. Dwernok, andmI
trust th-s sassins will be captured and dealt
with as they deserve. At the same time, I
hope it will be remembered that we are in a
British community, and that humanity and,
above all, justice, will go hand in hand with
th 4indication of the law. There is arumour,
ho~ver, that the police will be given a free
hand to take vengeance on the black people of
the district. If this be not so, I hope it will
be contradicted. But the m seriousa matter
is this. Unwillingas ome i sek ill of the
dead, yet it must be minioned that it is
freely stated that the murdered victim of the
blacks' murderous passion was notorious as a
slayer of blacks, and is even said to have
boasted that the number (9 notches on his
rifle indicated a black man'sItr a black womian's
death. In short, it is asserfed that the act of
the blacks was one of revenge on their finding
themselves unable to obtain redress from the
law. Is this so ? I trust a searching inur
will be made into the matter, and, if there has
heenlesuch terrible wrong-doing in the past,
that it will be now fully brought to light.
Yours, etc., JUSTCE.-Perth, March 11.
Now, I knew the murdered gentleman,
and I can call him a gentleman. [MR.
DOHERTY: Hear, hear.] He was kgown
as a gentleman before he came to Itis
State. He was the first man who ver

opened up the East Kimberley District,
the pioneer of that district, of the best
part of Western Australia; yet the Press
published this. Very well. I do not
object to the Press publishing it- Mrs.
Duraclr does not object to the Presi pub.
lishing it, if its truth can be proveP But
we want them to prove it. We asked
for the name of the writer of this letter.
The editor of the West Australian says
-I will not give it." I will read the
correspondenep I will insist on this
House seeinghis out; because I think
ii is scandloL s and a dreadful thing.
What will be the result of this libel?
When I speak of the Press, I do not
mean the gutter Press. I do not care
about it, nor will I take from it extracts;
but Iwant to knowvby a responsible
paper, the leading Biewspaper in this
State, should publish such a letter as
that, and refuse to give the name of the
writer. I want to know why the pro-
prietary do it, or why the law permits
them to do it. What will be the effect

'ohis letter on the children of the inur-

A MEMBER: Hear, bear.
ANOTHER MEMBER: They will be

branded.
MR. P. CON-NOR: They are respect-

able children: they are at school now in
Perth. It is only a day or two ago since
this blackboy, this" Banjo," who shot
their father, met9 the children in the
streets of Perth, and said to the little
boys, " I killed your father: the Govern-
ment cannot touch me." Will hon.
members try to realise the seriousness of
this question, and put it to themselves?
Suppose such a thing shoqd happen to
one of their own ctildren,Iif they have
ay. I think it is a scandalous disgrace
that such a state of affairs should be
allowed; and I hope the Rouse will take
it into their hands, and vindicate these
people whom the law, up to the prBent,
has refused to vindicate. I read jeter
published in the West Australian. We
shall see what the authorities in England
say about the same thing. I hope the
Premier will not object to my quoting
some legal works. I do uot wish to pose
as an amateur lawyer ; I am an a ateur
politician, and not a lawyer an, more
than I am a statesman, but tIs is
from "Folkard on the Law of Slahder
and Libel"; and legal members will
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understand he is an authority on these
matters:

The law of England, with a view to preserve
the peace an happines of families, 'which
may be Invae and tmnbittered by contempt-
uones reflections on e dead, has assigned a
punishment for such libelsa s traduce the
memory of the deceased, and have thus an
obvious tendency to excite the resentment of
the living. This principle, however, is never
carried so far as to tr'espass on the utility of
historyleand the salutary freedom of the Press
therein? The court will always take into con-
sideration the mind with which such public.-
tions are made, and discriminate the historian
from the slanderer.
This is the principal point:

An indictment lies for alibe Iffleatin
upon the memory of a person who is Idai
it be published with the malevolent urpose
to injure his family and posterity, and to
expose them to contempt and disgrace; for the
chief cmuse of punishing offences of this nature
is their tendency to a breach of the peace;
and therefore although the party be dead atj
the time of publishing this libel, yet (according
to Lord Coke) it stirs up others of the same
family, blood, or society, to revenge, and to
break the peace.
It is very dlear that the law of Kungland
says there is punishment for an offence
such as I am tryingflto bring home to
some person: I will sflbw who that person
is before I finish. Following on that,
Messrs. Moss and flaraden, who were
appointed her solicitors by Mrs. Durack,
wrote to the manager of the West Aus-
tralian Newspaper Co., Limited:

Mr Durack bas consulted us with reference
to thtublication by you of a letter under the
heag of "The flurack Murder," appearing
in your issue of the 14th inst. The letter
contains a gross libel, reflecting on the memory
of our client's decesed husband. We shall be
oblige i you will inform us whether you still
retainlShe original manuscript of the letter.
and if 'o, whether you will hand it to us and
disclose the name of the writer, against whom
Mrs. Durack intends instituting proceedings
for criminal libel.
The reply to that f rom Mr. J. W. Hackett
was as follows:

I fpar the original manuscrptf the letter
to which you refer cannot be. Prod; and it
is impossible for us to disclose the name of the
writer, it being contrary to our customa except
on special occasions to disclose the names of
the authorb of letters publishedanonymously.
I note that you say Mrs. Duraekjn tends taking
proceedings for criminal libel. 'I would point
out to you that, in view of the gravity of the
charge, it seems eminently desirable that the
Government should be a party to any inquiry
which may be made; but whether by ray of
prosecuting the writer or answering th~harge

I in their own defence is a question to he decided.
The, proper eonnee would be, to my mind, to
send a special commissioner to investigate the
matter on the spot, and see how far the state-
muents in the letter ae justiflejI or otherwise.
We shall endeavour to put thvriter of the
letter into cjommunicatiou witiF the Govern-
ment, in cae stops of this kind are taken.
We have in this country a law which says
or implies, I believe, for I do not think it
states very clearly, that it is within tbe
power of the Attorney General to say
whether or not he will allow a libel to lie.
There is a i hange in the law of England-
I hope I im not wearying hon. members,
and I have nearly finished with the
technical part of this-which is referred
tq in the authority I quoted just now.
Thu nthority says:-

Bythe Law of Libel Amendment Act 1888,
no crminal prosecution can now be commenced
against any proprietor, publisher, editor, or
any person responsible for the publication of a
newspaper for any libel published therein.
without the order of a Judge atChanbers being

fi t ha dobtained. Such application must
be made% notice to the person accused, who
is thereby to have an opportunity of being
heard against such application.
In 1888 the law in England was the
same as it is here at present, but it ham
since been found ~eeary to amend the
law, so that whete a case such as I have
quoted occurs you can go before a. Judge
in Chambers, or I presume before the
Full Court, to argue your case and
endeavour to get redress and have. the
name of the writer disclosed. I needl I
not read the letter the solicitor nrote to
the late Attorney General, but the docu-
ment I have in my hand is a copy of it,
and I*will read it, if members wish me
to do so. This sets forth the case fully,

shoin thq 'great injustice, the great
wrong that I has been perpetrated by
absolute falsekoods; but the late Attorney
General ref used to allow the parties to
prosecute this paper criminally. What
we want is that the editor of this, paper4shall disclose the name of the writer of
that article.I

THE COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. F.
flingworth): Read the~ letter.1

ME. F. CONNOR: I havt not the
reply, but I will read the letter to the
late Attorney General.

A MENDER: What is the date of that
letterP

Ma. DOHERTY : It was at the time of
the general election.
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MR. F. CONNOR: The letter to the
Attorney General reads as follows:-1

Pursuant to The Newspaper Libel and Regis-
tration Act 1884, Be(;. 2, 1 hereby apply for
your written fiat or allowance to commence a
criminal prosecution against the West Aust-
tr-alian Newspaper Company, Limited, the pro-
prietor of the W est AutrlianT newspaper,
published at Perth aforesaid.

The said West Australian 1Newspaper Com-
pany, Limited, wickedly antFmaliciously con-
triving and intending to injure, defame,
disgrace, and vilify the memory, reputation,
and chairacter of Jeremiah John Durack, late
of Denhan River, gae.deceased, the late
h band of Frances Durac, of Fremiantle, in
thsaid State, and to bring her and others,
th sons, danghters, and descendants of the
said Jeremiah John Durack, into great scandal,
infamy, and contempt, and to stir up end
excite and provoke them to a breach of the

etand to cause it to be believed that the
sAieremish John Durack in his lifetime was

a m derer of blacks, the aboriginal natives of
tbe said State, on the 14th day of March, 1901,
wickedly, maliciously, and unlawfully did print
and publish and cause to be printed and pnb-
lished in a certain newspaper called and~
entitled The West Australian a certain false,'
scandalous, and malicious libel of and concern-
ing him, the said Jeremiah John Durack, in
the words and figures following.

I read the letter which appeared in the
paper at the beginning of my remarks.
This is an appeal to the Government to
allo it to be proved that the reputation
of an innocent woman and her family
was good, and. that the memory of this
man, who was an honour not only to this
country, but to Queensland, where he
was well known and respected, should
not be traduced and vilified byl any
section of the Press or otherwise ina this
country. .[ go into details, so that
members may see it is necessary that the
present law should be altered. Since the
Government refused to allow this case to
go before the Court, and since it was
known that the We~ netralian refused
to give the name ofmthe writer of that
villainous production-

A MEMBER:- The late Government.
Mn. F. CONNOR: I am not talking

against the Attorney General. Perhaps
he did his duty, and I shall be told
that Jae did, but I do not think so. I
havelno hesitation in saying that I
think it is due to the influence of the
editor of the West Australian, an influence
which is detrimental and unfair to the
people of this country. Those who are

aggrieved should he able to gointo
Court to prove the innocence ofthat
man. 1.It is a scandal to the laws of
this duntry and to what is called th6
respectable Press of the country tbat such
a. thing should be lawful, if it be so. I
am not going to take any notice of the
guttersress, which has been assailing me
prettflroughly. It has been writing, or
somebody has been writing to it, and the
production has been elaborated by that
Press on things the writer does not know
about; writing of a'country be had never
been in, but which i have lived in and
know about, and to whichJT am not
ashamned to return. On the 'bontrary I
shall be welcomed by everybody in the
place. The writer of this article in the
respectable Press has written ina manner
which is not fair, which is untrue, and
which Oug t to be stopped. Here is the
next thin ollowing on the letter refusing
to allow tIese people an opportunity to
p rove the character of the deceased man.
This is an extract from a le-ading article
published in a paper largely read. Prob-
ably I am trespassing upon the flouse,
but my object inpesn the speech
upon hon. memberta to get an alteration
of the law. The Ilil is wrong, and if the
facts be not put forcibly before the House,
the probability is the law will not be
altered, whereas we want it altered. We
want a guarantee from any person pub-
lishing a paper in this Statekhat, if he
goes beyond what is right, or what a
Judge of the Supreme Court or a jury of
his countrymen consider right, we shall
be able to get at him. We want the law
to say " You must not do that. You
must not vilify or traduce the character
olihe memory of either the dead or the
living, and, if you do, you are responsible."
Following the refusal of the law to allow
these people to vindicate themselves, a.
paragraph, which I have here, appeared.
I tell members of the House, and I, tell
the public through them, thati this
is undoubtedly untrue, and absolutely
slander. I say "untrue," for I do not
know any word stronger than that. These
papers should net be allowed to publish
such assertions. This is from a leading
article in a paper published here and
largely read : -

Whatever be the consequence, we a~ least
dare tell the truth, and we now delibehtely
assert that the real secret of the Durack
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murder was the habit of the Duracks of prosti-
tuting their gins.

A MEMBER: A lie.
MR. F. CONNOR: Should people have

no remedy against it? Must people in
the North sit down andjlisten to it? I
know the household that man Iii'ed in,
and I know his people. There are no
better-living people in Western Australia.
[Two or three MEMBERS: Hear, bear.]
There is no better, or more moral, or
more religious family. These people live
right up to their faithad do what their
conscience tells them. And here they
are vilified, and there is no remedy. I
do not think I will say any more on the
subject, but will pass it. I will ask the
Premier, who is also the Attorney Gen-
eral, to take this into consideration; andl
I advise him, if he has any influence
with the gentleman who is editor, of the
West Atitralian, to endeavour to bring
about the disclosure of the name of the
writer of the article to which I have
alluded. My own opinion is that he
dares not disclose the namebcuse he
knows too well who wrote 'the article.
Coming babk to the Address-in-repl 'y, I
may say I agree generally with the terms
of that Address, Bad I must re-echo also
what has been said by- members,- that
there 's absoin tly nothing new in it,
which pehp isBe of its best qualities,
because we ar I in a position to launch
into any new or extravagant policy in
this country. I think we want to put
in the pruning knife, and it has been
promised this shall be done. W~ want
to cut down works not absolute ees-
sary, and to trim down as ich as
possible the expenditure sanctioned on
the works already in hand, thereby get-
ting the country into a sounder financial
position than it is said to be in. A few
items have been omitted from the Speech,
and there are a few in relationjto which
some money may be spent. I4have just
preached the doctrine of curtailment, but
there are a few things which will always
pay in this country, and the carrying out
of which will not cost much. That
subject is the tapping of a water supply
in this country;Vhe proving of the depth~s
of our minerals, and the encouragement
of miners, particularly old prospectors
who open new fields. I would impress
on members of the Government the
necessity for giving to certain districts of

this country artesian bores; for carrying
still farther what is known as the publicj
crushing battery policy of the late Gov-1
ernment ; for erecting, if necessary in
certain parts of the fields cyanide La
to prove the value of the ores. If the
Government continue on these lines, the
small amount that will be Spent will be
well spent. We will, I think, get the4
help of this House in carrying out at
policy of this kind. Theme is one ques-
tion which hon. members on the Govern-
ment side of the House have absolutely
shirked. It is a question of almost vital
importance to this coruntry at present; it
is a question which unhappily, to a
certain extent, is out of our bands; it is
one which, when it came up in this
House previously, was the means of
raising a. very interesting debate-4the
question of tariff. As I say, we have
now no power over the tariff; we have no
power over the customs.% But I want
hon. members on that (Government) side
of the House to tell us-and I think they
should have referred to the matter-
whether it is their intention, when the
extra duties have been put on by the
Commonwealth Government, tq adhere to
the sliding scale given by the ICommon.
wealth Act to this State.

TEE PREMIR: Oh, we promised to
adhere to the sliding scale: we are not
going to touch that.

MR. F. CONNOR: You will leave it
on in addition to the Commonwealth
duties ?

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: YES.
MR. t. CONNOR: That was not the
pstionjhon. members sitting on the

Governuihnt side took when they were
sitting in Opposition. Their policy, now
that they are in snug berths, is very
different from what it was. Formerly it
was to take off duties; now it is to make
the Iepl "pa through the nose" ad

toreduces no dut which there is any
possible cifance of kepnu.Thti
f ree-trade for you: that is the free-trade
of those hon. members now!

MR. OATs: We advocate free-trade for
the necessaries of life.

Ma. F. CONNOR: That is the policy
the bon. gentleman, the Premier, has~
proclaimed, and her is proud of it. He

V roclaimed this to be the decision his
oveynment has come to-grinding down

the people under a protectionist policy.
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What has he done? You are free-traders
here. You say now you agree that the
revenue derived fromi the Customs shall
remain Ion the necessaries of life, that
what Ji already on shall continue, in
addition to what may be imposed by the
Commonwealth Parliament. I wanted
that iron) the Government; and now I
have it, ver y clear and distinct. I am
pleased to have 't from the gentleman
who controls the Dprtment of Mines.
I would ask the bon. gentleman to
remember that it may be necessary,
in connection with the regulations for
the importation of fruit, which were
gazetted last week, to take into con-
sideration another regulation which will
probably be proposed in this House.
I will ask thea Premier, when the pro-
posal is made, lo take the samne spirited
stand as he has taken in reference to the
apples. It will be remembered that in
earlier debates, when the great tick ques-
tion was being discussed in this House
some years ago, a most indignant stand
was taken byjthe present Premier and
the member foP East Perth (Hon. W. H.
James) as regards the admission of cattle
from tick-infected districts. The Premier

iparticular was horrified at the idea of
such a thing as letting into the country
anything that ight pqlute or destroy
or injuriously affect any ,f its industries.
But then he was in Opposition. Then
the Government of the day said, "We
will take it on ourselves, so that the
people may get their meat cheaper: if
there is any danger in bringing down
here cattle from whal is known as the
tick-infected district,11we will take the
chance of that; we will bring the cattle
down here." What was the policy then
of the lion, gentleman, the present Pre-
mier ? I never in all my ten years'
experience in this House saw so much
bitterness displayed, s~kv so much ill-taste
displayed, as by' the IPremier and the
member for East Pertli on that occasion.
Those gentlemen have now taken their
seats on that (Government) side, and
their policy is absolutely changed. -Except
that I am afraid of taking up too much
of the time of the lJouse, I would just
give a quotation ironlhe present speeches
of the members f& East and West
Perth (Hon. W. H. James and Hon. 43.
Lemke). If those speeches rightly utter
the views of those lion, gentlemen,

they want to give the people cheap
apples. That is their policy. Anxone
who cares to look through Hansard will
see that I am absolutely correci in
saying that is their policy. Is not
the change simply due to the circum-
stancethat they have changed their side of
thelHouse? I propose that the Minister
for Mines move into the chair the
Pren jer has left. I propose to test the
hon.E member's sincerity as to his pro-
testa ions that he desires cheap fruit for
the people. I want to address the
Minister for Public Works (Hon. W.
Kingsmill) now. It might, perhaps, be
better to make tbis suggestion to the
Treasurer, if he we~ here. There are
big leakages in sexn f the departments,
or there have been.! ne of these leakages
is in what is known as the insurance
departmeut. I would like-I see the
Treasurer has left, but I will talk to the
benches-I would like to suggest that it
would be as well to have a loo]4nto what
it is costing the State to Meaure its
buildings in the country. I know that
very high rates of interest are paid by
the State on absolutely safe buildings;
on buildings constructed of 18in. stone
walls very high tes haveitbeen paid. I
do not know ho r* h ti o but I
do hnow it is hJ~ time some alteration
were made. I just mention it to bring it
to the attention of the Treasurer, and I
hope that when the Estimates come on
we shall see substantiaL reduction in the
item for insurance on Ipublic buildings.
A matter which might Ranve been referred
to-it is probably better to ventilate a
few of these things now-is that of the
tonnage rate at Fremantle. It is not avery
serious question, and not a political ques-
tion but it is a practical question, and one
thati think deserves some consideration.
It ii uggested in the Speech that we
should have a Harbour Board, and I
think that is an excellent suggestion. I
trust that when such a board is
established, it will be a board distinct
fromn any other departmenk of the State.
It should te absolutely free of political
control, aId should not be in any war
connected with the Railway Department.
I hold that when the board is established,
it will be worth the while of its members
to take into consideration the tonnage
rate. At present the rate is threepence
pert1 gistered ton on'-all ships coming
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into Fremantle. Some ships, it is to be
noted, come in once a fortnight, some
once a mobth, some once a year, some
once in every five years. I think the
rate is not quite fair. for it is the same
for ships coming i4 ace a week, or once a,
fortnight, or once I month, as it is for
ships coming in once a 'year, or once in 10
years, or only once altogether. The
question of private enterprise was dis-
cuseo b the member fo Perth (Mr. F.

Wilson) I a opsedto it in conre-
dion with the railway tystem of this
country.

A MEMBER : Are you?
MR. F. CONNOR: Yes; I would not

even allow a private railway to be built to
Southern Cross.

MR. OATS: Your firm is a private enter-
prise, I think, sir?

A MEMBp: NO; It is a&philanthropic
institution.3

MR. F. OINNOR: I take it a majority
of members of this House, myself
included, axe opposed to private enter-
prise in the building of railways. Still,
I am free to admit that if the Govern-
ment are not' inapstio to biuld a rail-
Way to a place where it is~ iei h
Government cannot or wilnot find the
funds to do it, and if the railway is shown
to be of utility or necessity, then I say so
long as there is no interference with the
trunk railways, and provided the line run
to an outside place, the(s no reason why
private enterprise shouif not be allowed
to build it. I am happy in taking this
position, because I hear a chorus of
approval on this side of the House and a6
chorus of approval on that side of the
House; and I am perfectly well aware
that at least one member of the Ministry
is also in favour of the suggestion I put
forward. Here another question arises
-that of private enterprise in connection
with the dock at Fem tle. There is a
work of absolute necsity We Aant a
dock built at Frernarntleaas'soon a it can
be built; but the Treasurer looktt me
as much as to say, "We have not the
money to do it."

TEE COLONIAL TnP~suxm: It is ini
the Loan Bill.

Mii.F.CONNOR: Yes; butitwasmna
Bill before. Wgp have been taught lessons
while we werln that side of the House.
We are not going to forget the lessons
taught us by the able gentlemen who

now sit opposite us. It would be dis-
courteous to them if we did. If they say
they aegigto dQ a thing, we shall
insist on their doinf it, we shall make
them do it. We inteid to try and make
the Government do all they promise.

TUE CoLnoi TREASURERi: Will you
vote for reappropriations ?

MR. F. CONNOR;: A railway which I
cannot say I would support for construc-
tion by the Government, but which
nevertheless should be built,jI is one
which would run to the south of Fre-
mantle. The population between Perth
and Fremantle is becoming somewhat
congested. If things continue as at
present, we shall soon have one continu-
ous town between Perth and Fremantle.
The only outlet then, when that time
comes, is to he found soul fFrematle.
I went- along that coast' a few days
ago in a steam launch, and indeed the
trip was a most pleasurable one. The
scenery is very fine; there is a magnificent
beach all the way; the district has very
good soil, and it would be in every way
an lexecllent place for settlement. The
liuil would connect with Rocingham,
and there it would join the South-West-
ern railway. At present the proposal is
to build a line as far as Owen's Anchor-
age. The extension I suggest requires
only a few miles jof old rails. Itinightbe
a light iline, with the rails simply laid
down in~the sand. There are no engineer-
ing difficulties of any description. Such
a light line, which would cost less
than an ordinary road, would tend to
keep the minds of the Fremnantle p~eople
from settling on the idea that there is in

a treat degree a, policy,.of centralisation
fo Perth; that Fremnantle is not ~to get
its fair share of the good things going;
that the lungs of that city. will not- be
allowed to expand.

MR. OATS: There are no old rails in
the country now.

Mu. F. CONNOR: I was go'n o refer

to the shipping laws, but I think- I will
pasthat subject, because I -fear it

is out Of our hands. To a consider-
able extent we are now dependent for
our laws on the Federal Parliament.
Perhaps, therefore, I had better leave
the shipping laws for the present.~
There is going to be trouble in regard to
the shipping laws of Australia, though the
trouble will not be as great in the other
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States as it will be here. We shall have
" rings " in connection with shipping, to
which all rings of which we have heard in
the st will be as nothing. It is being
world up very* carefully, very insidi ously
I may say, by the agents of the shipping
comlpanies; clever men who are intnug
use of people to advance what will bs a
curse to the country When jt comes, the
suggested shipping laws o4&ustralia.

MR. HOPKaINS: Have Stae shipping as
well as State railways.

Mn. F. CONNOR: The position that has
been taken up by a large section of the
House, in reference to the great question
of to-day, the strike, almost amounts to
intimidation. I h ave not spoken publicly
before in referencelto this matter, and I
will now give my opinion in a very few
words. I will put it as briefly as I can,
and I hope I shall be understood. At
first when the strike took place, the public
Said the men arp in the wrong. The
Government wer~upported by their own
side in this Hots, and probably by a
large majority on tbeOpposition side, whenthe strike started or was suggested; buit
the position has changed. What is the
issue? A certain section of the men on
the railways saij that they were not
sufficiently paid. I

Mn. OATS: That is true.
MR. F. CONNOR: They applied to the'

Commissioner of Railways, asking for an
increase, and the Commissioner said " I
will not give it to you at present." The
men then said " We have been agitating
for tbis for eighteen months or two years.",
I ainot sure about the exact period. I
ehallla ge any member of the House, and
amongst them I challenge the Premier
and the Commissioner of Railways, to
say that these men are not entitled to,
or deserving of, what they ask for. I
think it is a very clear issue. 31f the men
are entitled to the increase, why not give
it to them ? If they are not entitled to
it, fight them to the bitter end.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: What
did the Minister replyP

MR. F. CONNOR I amntgigt
sy what his reply was. I putjheumatter
logically and clearly before the House.
The men asked for what they are entitled
to, and the Government refused them.
Who is in the right ? You cannot weigh
the matter in any other manner; it
cannot be put in any other way. Are the

men right or wrong 4 that is the position.
If the men have no Ylht to this increase,
I would uphold the Minister in what he
has done; but I challenge the Minister to
say that the men are not entitled to the
increase. I challenge him to say that
seven shillings a day isj a ]iving wage
mn a country like thij where provi-
sions are so dear, and where men have to
live isolated, far away in the country.
Members may talk about their dignity
and the dignity of Parliament, but I say
the dignity Of tbh House will not feed
these people. 1t3was thes 'duty of the
Minister to kno of the justice of the
men's claim, and to say "You have a
right to it, and you Shall get it." I have
no hesitation in saying that this strike
should be declared "off" by the mipn
getting the rise asked forfrs long as it is
admitted, and hot statedkby ay person
that they axe not worth it. But what do
we see ? The Premier going to the men.
He is supposed to be the mouthpiece of
the Government, and he goes to the
Oh ber of Commerce meeting on Friday,
an a " I will have a stiff back; I will
mal the men come to my terms "; but
on Sunday be goes and talks to the men
in the Park; he is "1hail fellow, well met;
have you got aipe of tot cco old chap?"
That is the way in which Ihe talks to the
men, but the next day y& see him with
a " stiff back " policy. It is not a posi-
tion that will hold water. That style of
policy will not increase the confidence of the

pole in the Government. "All things
toal men " policy is no good.1 If the
Premier was right, he should have stood
away from the men and not allowed them
to think he was going to give in to them,
and then go to the gentleman class and
say "I am stiff-backed, and will not give
in.

MR. OATS: That wasinot on Sunday.
Ma. F. CONNOR: I have one more

item to refer to, it is a rather important
one, and I think members will consider
the statement I have to make rather
startling. It will interest th~e Minister
for Works. I am gigto rfe to the
Coolgardie Waterl Scheme. Of course
there is no bladfe attachable to the
Minister, and no blame attachable to any
member of the House; but I am informed
on what I consider to be good authority
that the pipes which have been manufac-
turedl for the Coolgardie Water Scheme

[ASSEMBLY.] Debate, sixth day.
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are absolutely and utterly uselesi The
joints prepared for these pipes canbt be
made to hold, and the scheme is an abso-
lute failure. I do not say that is so, but
I want the importance of the thing to be
brought home to members. I want to
know why it is so. I am not Iattaching
blame to anybody, for it is % serious
thing for the country, a most serious
thing for the country if true, and I
believe unfortunately there is some truth
in it.

MR. SmaRioT: Who is responsibleP
MR. F. CONNOR:± I am talking about

the~position the country is in:kI am not
making anyone responsible. Tf all the
pipes are no use, and the joints are no
use, it is time some steps were taken to
stop the scheme until it bas been
proved that the pipes will stand the
pressure to carry the water to Cool-
gardie. This islibe most serious thing
that has come bdore this House, if it be
true; but I hope it is not. The only test
that has been made of these pipes, as far
as I can hear, is tbat which is made in
the workshop; but that is no test &*tl.
The pipes are put in afid shored UP, End
there is no " give." Put the pipes down
for a few miles before any more money is
spent on this scheme. I think that some
inquiry should be made into this matter,
and I recommend the Minister for Works
tohrnve these pipes tested. It is worthy

9fOconsideration whether the Minister
should not put down a few miles of pipes
before another shilling is spent on the
work, and prove to the satisfaction of
everyone that the pipes will stand the
pressure, and then everything will be
satisfactory. I it is asserted by one who
should know that it is impossible for the

joints to hold, and that it is impossible to
make use of any of the pipes already made
for the great Coolgardie Water Scheme.
I am sorry it is neepar that I should
bring this before the oue, but I hold it
is better, if this awE r catastrophe is to
take place or has taken place, that the
Ministry should take steps immkdiately
to prove whether there is anything in the
suggestion. I may tell the Ministry that
I know a little about it, and I inaytell
them that'the first trial of the pipes was
not satisfactory. It was not until the

pipe were shored up and pressure put at
eachend of the pipes so that they could
not move, that they would hold the water;

but what about the pipes when they are
put up anddown hill? You cannotmzakt
use of these pipes by any other Jointing
because the bar will stop it, and if the
pipes cannot be jointed as they are sup-
posed to be jointed, they will be of no
use. It is a very serious thing, and
I1 Leomnmeud it to the attention of the

Mister. I hope be will see to it
and stop any more expenditure, pending
proof whether the pipes are good or not.
A question mentioned in the Speech, and
which will probably afft tu m inre than
anyone else, and be the means ofi naking
my presence here impossible,l is the
redistribution of seats. I know as a
matter of fact the constituency I repre-
sent is numerically not strong, but we
have to take into consideration the area,
and importance financially of any district,
as well as the num ber of the population.
The exportsffrorn Wyndham, that is the
port of the Constituency I represent, this
year will reach nearly one hundred
thousand pounds, and then the trade is
but in its infancy. I think that an export
of one hundred thousand pounds is more

tha an oher district in Western Aus-
tralacan prodluce; land remember the
district has only Ie~ settled thirty or
forty years. In this great area of the
North, we have sent out men to explore
and survey the country, and I have no
hesitation in telling membhers from my
knowledg pf the country that they will
see a great opulation there before long,
for there an great mineral deposits there,
and I am sure the mineral deposits com-
bined with the pastoral industry will
quite justify my presence here In
regard to the South Fremnantle Explosives
Magazine, I think in every debate on
every Address-in-reply for the lastjfew
years to which I have contributed, I lave
mentioned this matter, and two specific
motions have been passed in the House
in reference to it. The magazine is
dangerous if it be allowed to remain at
South Fremantle.

THE CoLOxAr TREAsuxn They have
built the stock yards right uo it.

MR. F. CONNOR: The jaty there is
for stock purposes, and I am sure the
Treasurer would rather feed the people
than blow them up. I think it would be
better to have the, magazine area as a stock
reserve, than blow people into atoms ana
send the I membe for South Fremantle
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and myself where we do not want t o
I want to give my opinion abou~t the
position of the House, in a few words.
As far as I am concerned, I am not ging
to offer any factious olppsition to the
Government. If they carryjrt te policy
which we think is in the btiterests of
the country, I shall help thmin every
possible way. We do not want to emulate
the deeds of the members on the Govern-
ment side when sitting in Qpposition, and
try to put the Government out on every
possible occasion, but we wish to help
them. If the Government will be fair in
their judgment, and do what is best in
the interests of the country, and allow us
to be untrammelled by party ties, as long
as they do what is nearly a fair thing
they ca tely on my support.

M. .J. BUTCHER (Gascoyne):
It was not my intention to speak on the
Address-in-reply, and T should not now
do so had it not been for several
remarks passed. and I may say aimed at
us on this (Opposition) side from the
Ministerial benchesj to whichi remarks I
have to take exception; and I think, in
the circumstances, I am justified. The
member for Albany (Mr. Gardiner) was,
I consider, very kind in his speech; and
1 congratulate him sincerely on the
manner in which he dIt with us, the
kindly manner in which jle invited us to
sit on the other side. I am sorry to say
I much regret that we are not closely
allied in politics, but I ca-nnot see my way
clear to accept his kindly invitation. Then
=ane the member for Boulder (Mr.

Hopkins). I much regret that hie didj
not hold out to us such inducements as
did the member for Albany. He thought
fit to threaten us. He threatened us with
all sorts of dreadful things, with a6 disso-
lution of the House if we did not support
the Government, o1 apparently if we did
not give them moreupport than we were
giving. In the strongest terms I deprecate
the action of that gentleman, and I liken
his remarks to a gale of wind blowing
through the bunghole of an empty cask.
I will take no notice of them, orth
reason that his threats are enpty. 31def
him or his influence to bring a ~ut a
dissolution of the House, and I go as far
as to say I doubt very much whether he
is not less prepared to face his electors
than is any other member of this
House.

Mui~~. UOPflNs: That is only your

Ru BUTCHER: It is only my opinion.
Peroaly I am perfectly 'prepared to
face my electors, for the simple reason
that when I met them I made absolutely
no pledges; therefore I am perfectly safe,
and thoroughly in readiness to meet them
again. Then camne the member for East
Perth f(Hon. W. H. James). He called
upon tembers on this side of the House
to give an explaniation of their position.
He constituted himself, in a sense, an
agent for the various constituencies.
And I want to know what right had that
hon. member to .question us or our
actioiks, anid specially mine? I say it
was the utnib at presumption on the part
of any hon. member to call any other
member to task for taking up his seat in
any particular part of the House. It is
absolute presumption. However, for the
information of that hon. member, I will
tellihiin bow I caone to sit here. When
IN ent before my electors, I told them
distinctly that, if they chose to send me
to Parliament to represent them and
their wants, they must do so on my
terms, for the simple reason that I did
not particularly wish togo, to Parlia-
ment; but if they des~red me, and
thought I was a fit and proper person to
represent their interests, I was prepared
to plc my services at their disposal, but
on those terms. I am sorry the hon.
member is not present, that he might hear
what Ijim saying. I told sty constitu-
ents t4i, if they sent me to Parliament,
they must send me with an absolutely
free hand ; that I would not attach myself
to any party nor bind myself to any inea-
sure, and I should go with an absolu Iy
free hand to use my own discretio n(I
was independent when I stood on he
hustings; I was independent when I
came to this House; and I am indepen-
dent still. That is why I sit here, and I
hope the member for East Perth will be
satisfied with that explanation. Mn
matters have been referred to during~bhe
debate which are in the Governor's
Speech, and many which are not. But
I will deal with a few of the former.
There is the Electoral Act. Of this I
have spoken in rather strong terms, and
have on many occasions characterised it

a a meft marvellous production, almost
a1fork of art, and a masterpiece of legis-
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lation. It applies very well to all those
electors who live in the large centres,
but to those who live in the scattered
districts of this State the Act is abso-
lutely useless. Them mit just as well
be no Act at all. It appears to me,
and always has app red, that this Act
was framed with the object of giving the
working men to understand or to think
that they have votes, but, on the other
hand, of debarring them from the privi-
lege of exercising kheir rights. Section
84, sub-section 1, lefers principally to
residential voters, lid provides that they
cannot vote by proxy, but that any other
than a residential voter can do so. I
want to know why those two classes of
electors were not placed on an equal
footing. Why should the voter who is
other than residential5 not be on the
same ground as the r~idential -voter?
That is an absolute injustice to the
residential voter. I have not the Act
before me, but I dare say every boa.
member here knows its wording as well
as I do. A great deal of stress has been
put Jon -the phrase "plural voting." I
hav4 taken exception to the principle, and
consider it should be wholly abolished.
But not so much importance should be
placed on that as on the .residential
section of the Act. Proxy voting, I
consider, is a, 'thing which should be
encouraged; and thosel residential voters
should, as well as ot~ler electors, have
the power of voting by proxy; and that,
I think, would to a, very great extent
meet the ease of the scattered districts.
I1 should be very glad to see a system of
electors' rights established in this State,
and Iftbelieve it would greatly facilitate
the conduct of elections. There has been
a great deal said on the question as to
which side of the House represents a
majority of the electors of the State. I
have gone into the subject very carefully
in many instances, and have worked it
out in many different ways; butt I'in
it is one of those problems in the
attempted solution of which one can obtain
any result desired:. therefore I do not
intend to comment upon it. There was
another very important question spoken
of he seeal tmes, and by almost
every mme; that is, the rabbit
invasitl, a question which, I am sorry
to say, seriously affects the district I
havre the honour to represent, as well as

those which are recognised as the coastal
districts; and I am indeed sorry to note
that the Government of the day seem to
treat the matter with a certain amount
of indiffdrence, as did the old Forrest
Ministry. Apparently, if the question
had been as popular as the apple question,
no doubt we should have heard a great
deal more about it from the Ministerial
benches; but I much regret to see that it
has not excited so much interes4 or
become such a popular question al it
deserves. However, I seriously hope that
when the subject comes before the House
for discussion, it will he discussed as it
ought to be-not as a party- question, but
as one which seriously affects the whole
of this State. 1 ea*sure hon. members
that, if once the ribits are allowed to
come into the settled parts. especially into
the coastal districts, where we hav e vast
extents of salt, sandy country, thickly
covered with scrub, and a bind of scrub
which remains green and is edible for
rabbits at all tineilin the year, no human
power will ever be Ible to get themi out,
and ever 'y pastoral industry within this
State, if not absolutely ruined, will be
hampered to such an extent that it will
become unprofitable. Much has been
said eoncernipg the meat supply; and I
think there ia motion before the House
asking the fJovernment to formulate
some plan of getting a, cheap supply of
meat in this State. I think the only way
of getting a cheap meat supply in our
centres of population is to assist the
pastoraulist jy every possible means in
getting hi~ produce to the market in
somethingike fair condition. So far,
there has been an attempt on the
seaboard to give us shipping facilities,
and a sort of half-hearted attempt to
give us a stock route, or a. supply of
water upon a certain track which is
termed sjstock route; and that is all,
for it is P5imply a name. People take
advantage of it, thinking it to be a
practicable route; and when they get
part of the way down to the South with
their fat stock, they find there is not
sufficient water in any o4the wells; con-
sequently, their stock lose condition, and
the meat, when it arrives here, is unfit
for consumption, having lost so consider-
ably in weight as to greatly increase the
price to the consumer. To my wind, the
only way to get cheap 'Meat in the large
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centres will be to acilitate the operations
of the pastoralis tiin every possible way,
or else to let the rabbits in, and then there
will be any quantity of fresh meat, con-
sisting of nothing but rabbits. Another
hon. member, in the course of his remarks,
spoke at some length concerning the
members of this I(Opposition) side of the
House; but I think I cun leave that
matter, as it is not one of great import-
ance. Then a great deal has been said
concerning the prohibition on inprtd
apples, and I am glad to see the prohbi-
tion removed. But the northern districts
of this Sta tj are now in an infinitely
worse position than they were before the
prohibition was removed; for the reason
that, to every part north of, I think, the
26th parallel of latitude, apples were
admitted without any inspection, and
without any conditions at all; but now it
is necessary thatjall imported apples
be landed at Fremantle, and be sub-
ject to inspection. And I consider, if
it were safe under the old regulations
to allow apples to be landed north
of the 26th parallel, surely it would be
perfectly safe to do so nw. The mem-
ber for East Kimbe~tleyf (Mr. Connor)
dealt at length with thelliative question.
With this question I am fairly intimate,
as I have been living north of Champion
Bay for the last 24 years, and have seen
the natives work under various con-
ditions, and should therefore ~esome
sort of authority on the subject.v But I
do not intend to deal with this just now,
because I have no doubt the question will
come up later, and then I can have an
opportunity of giving my opinion and
my experience. However, I can go so
far as to indorse every word spoken
by the] member for East Kimberley.
A mightgo as far as to say I deprecate
in the strongest measure the action taken
in publishing the reports. How they got
possession of such reports, I do not know,
and in nine eases out of ten those reports
are absolubely false and without founda-
tion. 1 So far as the policy of the Govern-
ment is concerned we have heard a great
deal said about it, and for my part I think
the policy a fair one under the circum-
stances. As things are at present we all
recognise that the country is not in a.
position tollaunch into extensive public
works, therefore I consider it reasonable
on the part of the present administrators

to curtail expenditure as much as possible,
and they are perfectly justified in bringing
down a policy which will not incur any
large expense. My symp thies are 'with
thenm in this moatter, and $ball give them
my support as long as hey administer
the affairs of the State in a. manner I
consider correct.

Ma. F. W. MOORHEAD (North
Murchison): In my case, like that of
the member for Claremont (Mr. W. F.
Sayer), the House has to thank the
observations of another membe4 for my
intrusion in this debate. I had otiginal~y
intended not to speak, and that intention
had been confirmed by the very eloquent
aoddresses we bad from members dealing
with the Address-in-reply; but this af ter-
noon my attention was called to some
observat2ons addressed to the Houseby the
memberifor Northam (Mr. G. Throssell)
last weelk. T purpose replying to those
observations, and, as the hour is late, to
be brief with tbem. The hon. member
has seen fit-I wish to impress upon the
House that this is by way of esoal
explanation -to charge me witltirngrati-
tude; to charge me with practically biting
the hand that was held out to me. I1
may say I am. under no obligation to the
late Government for any personal favours.
If the hon. member chooses to style as
personal favours the instances I shall pre-
sently record, then I promiselthe hon
member and those who sit with~im that
as long as I am a member of this House I
shall continue to solicit such favours f rom
whatever Government may be in power.
The only instances I can recall in regard
to which I may be considered under a
personallIobligation to my old chief, Sir
John Fgrrest, are these. A policeman
who had been called upon to resign bad
a grievance which did not seem likely to
be immediately redressed by his superior
officer. His case was that som'e 12 years
ago he, in the discharge ofjhis duty
received a wound to his n se. The
doctors here treated it for cancer, and
burdened that unfortunate man for
about eight years. The man went to
London, and returned in a most mutilated
condition with a certificate from the
doctors thatt be~ never had cancer. The
ordeal caused~im to he somewhat de-
ranged mentalq, and he became objection-
able to his neighbours in the district.
He was called upon to resign, and his
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resignation was accepted two months
before the end of the time which would
have entitled him to a, gratuity from thePolice Benevolent Fund. Hf m tose
me, and I solicited interferdce on the
part of Sir John Forrest, and I am happy
to say that Sir John Forrest, with the
generosity -and benevolence which charac-
tenised him, saw the justice of the claim,
and personally looked into the matter of'
this gratuity. The onlyfther instance in
which I ever endeavo ded to get the
influence of Sir John Forrest was this.
An old night-watchman on the railways
after a continuous service of 13 years,
during which he never missed his duty
for one n it, a killed whilst on duty.
No act ion wad ie, and the department
did not appearlo recognise that the
widow had a claim. I approached Sir
John Forrest, and I am glad to say that,
with the same generosity' and benevolence
which characterised him in the previous
instance, he procured £100 for the widow
and amily of that man. These are the
onlyinstances in which I ever solicited
favours at the hands of the late Ministry.
Perhaps it may be thought that the lion.
gentleman (Mr. G. Throssell) is repeating
the slanders which were echoed by his
coadjutor, the late Minister for Lands
(MrsC J. Moran), and which did not
come under my observation till weeks
after they were uttered or perhaps I
should have noticed them. I am bound
to notice them now, as they have been
brought forward in the House by an
ex-Minister in the position of the hon.I
member for Northam. The hon. gentle-
mnan may have been deluded into this by
the fact that during the late admnistra.
thi of Sir John Forrest I was the
recipient of "1silk." That was not at my
personal solicitation, nor was it by poll..
tical favou;; and I purpose very briefly
to recount even at the risk of detaining
the House,1 the circumstances which led
up to that.

A MEmEBR: Your ability.
MR&. MOORHEAD: In conjunction

with the member for East Perth (Hon.
W. H. James) and another gentleman,
who occupies a seat in the Upper House,
I laid before Sir John Forrest a request
to be called to the inner bar. TE two
gentlemen joined with me in that request
are gentlemen whose claims, I am happy
to say, I advocated as far back as 1897.

One of them was my senior at the bar
and occupied the highest position. I Sir
John Forrest did not choose to recognise
their claim; and the suggestion was made
to me that, if I separated my claim from
those gentlemenm's, the request might be
acceded to. I refused, and here is my
answer:

I ame just in receipt of yours of the 7th inst)
Fray do not mistake the nature of my appli- t

cation. I have not asked for any personal
favour. I merely requested, from what
hitherto had been recognised as the proper
quarter, a due recognition of my standing in
the legal profession. It was sufficiently humi-
hiating for me to be obliged tolnake such an
application at all, at home oT in any of the
other colonies mien of similar standing would
have long since beon removed from the outer
bar. As apparently you do not know exactly
wvhat to do with my application, allow me to
relieve you of thefesponsibility by asking you
to kindly return Rt, and forget all about the
transaction.

In response to that, and in accordance
with the ordinary consistency which
characterised the late Cabinet when
brought face to face with difficulties, the
Ministry broUght in certain regulttions
and compelled us to apply to the jhief
Justice. I conulted the gentlemenvwho
joined me, and they agreed to my making
an application. I made my application
to the Chief Justice, which wvas granted
forthwith, and I am not under any
obligation to the late Ministry. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. G. Throssell) said
I charged th4 late Ministry with rotten-
ness and corrffption. I deny that I ever
suggested such a thing, and I am happy
to have an opportunity of saying that a
more honourable or straightfrward man
to follow than Sir John Forrest I have
never met, and I should be happy to join
hinjagain were he here. -I say so with
this qualification, that I should follow
him as a constitutional Minister with a.
Cabinet of men, and not of the creatures
we had who placed him in the position he
came to occupy, namely that of an U ncon-
stitutional Minister. Here are thiwords
I addressed to my electors,; these mife the
words I uttered on the platform; and
these are the words Ilam prepared to stand
by to-night:-

During the eighteen months that I have
had the honour of representing the distri~ I
have been a close student of the methoidf
government pursued, and I am rgluctsrify
compelled to admit that constitutional pro-
cedars has often been departed from; that
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more than one of our public departments h ave
been and are being gravely mismanaged; that
incompetent individuals are retained in respon-
sible positions for which they jr wholly
unsuited; and that our finances ihve been
plunged into hopeless confusion h7 reckless
and indifferent system of texpenditure.
Allow me to ask -Does any member of
this House, or any person outside it,
contradict the assertions on which I based
my change of political faith ? What
aboq t our Excess Hills P Again, I say
our tfinances have been plunged into
ho~1esR confusion. What about the
declaration of the coadjutor of the
member for Northam, who told us that
since 1896 not a single honest balance-
sheet bad been issued ? What about the
departure from constitutional precedent,
when we had 'the member fori the
Williams (Hon. F. H. Piesse) telling his
constituents that from 1896 the estimates
brought down to the House were below
the proper figures?

HON. F. R. PmnEs: I altogether deny
having said that.

MR. MOORHEAD:- The statement,
once more appeared in the newspapers,
and I hay never seen a denial of it. I
never hearl of the denial until to-night
Of course, I ami bound to accept it. Only
the other night the hon. member in his
speech admitted, in regard to the expen-
diture from the revenue, that the works
were always under-estimated.

H oN.I F. H. PiEnE I did not say
"always." I said "occasionally."

Mnt.MOORUEAD: Itoughtnottohave
been occasionally, even. Take every one
of our public works, and let the hon.
member point to a single one of them in
which the acjual cost did not exceed the
estimate. I Ineyer attacked the honour
of Ministers. Not for one moment did I
assert that the Governmnent of Sir John
Forrest, which I followed for 18 months,
was rotten and corrupt. So far from
that, I pointed out to my constituents
that the unconstitutional positio which
Sir John Forrest was ultimately obliged
to take up arose from the fact at his
coadjutors did not appear to recognise
the responsibility of their position as
Cabinet Ministers-arose from the fact
that his coadjutors became simply heads
of departments. If anyone in the com-
mnity wa ted anything, he did not go
to the hedjf the department: he went
invariabAly I Sir John Forrest. Our

first Premier was the creature of circum.
stances. If he had had what I contend
he ought to have had-men who recog.
nised the responsibility of their positionE
as Cabinet Ministers, we should have had
better government. The meznbeffifoi
Northam the other night, when d~lin@
with my remarks on the subject of hii
minute, said that I charged him wiU
having participated in a political dodge:
and that I said that on his shoulden
rested the responsibilty for the present
position of affairs. He stated'that h(
could I hardly have been trusted ir
politici if he had done what I had
charged him with. I pointed out thal
in the papers on the file in the officE
there is not one single word which would
bear out the hon. member i1 hbis state,
mont, that he left behind hi Ij a memr.
andum to the effect that these " men had
proved their case up to the hilt." If hE
chose to make a, charge of participating
in a political dodge out of that, I cannel
help it. Did not the hon. member daugh
out promises through the mouth of hiE
latejMinister, Mr. WoodP Was nots
prohse of the Havelock street bridgE
dangled before the electors of Wesl
Perth ? Why, a load of timber ww
atually carted down to the site befon

the land was resumed; actually tb(
laad was not resumed then. Di i
(Mr. Throssell) not dangle out a 0. r
miss in connection with the Wi ijair
street bridgeP Is it not a fact, thal
tenders were actually called for a girder
whilst the plans are actually not prepare'
yet? Is that not dangling promisw
before the electorsP And were not thosE
things done be re te recent genera
election? I say, n conclusion, that thi
hon. member in sIting that note to Mr
Guilfoyle in which he s tated that the me'
had proved their ease up to the hilt, wt
playing the part of a political Codlin. Il
was, a case of " Codlin's ye? friend
not Short." He was saying, izreffeet, "I
am your friend, not this man wifb has goi
into power. Watch mne and my sup
porters. It is true we don't mean tA
turn out the Ministry in a moment, but
when we come along there isa no doubt tin
work man will benefit." That was thi

atL poiion taken up by my friend
the mnber for Northam. I say I refus4
to be judged 'by the standard set up b)
the hon. member. He states that he hai
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always, up to that evening, found me an
bonourable man, with a spotless reputa-
tion. ,But," be said, " theihonourable
member had, on his own Show&g, deserted
the party that had grantedl him personal
favours and had turned round and
charged it with rottenness and corruption."
It 'was only the other evening he dis-
covered that. I refuse to be judged by
the standard of a code of honour whicb9
discovers political turpitude only whena
member is personally attacked.

Mn.J. GARDTNPJR (in reply as mover):
I believe I have the right, as mover of the
Address-in-reply, to speak.

SuEEan OrPOSen3TroN MEMBERS: We
cannot hear you for the rain (then falling
on the root).

[A pause ensued.]
MR. GIARDINERf (continuing): I

should like to avail myself of the privilege
of replying to the Speeches of many hon.
members; but I believe there is a greater
business in hand at present. It does not
matter very much to the country what I
think of some of the speeches ojthose
members, or what they think of me; but
it does mnatter very greatly to the country
what we do in regard to the great strike
with which we are now faced. Therefore,
I shall merely thank those hon. members
who have made such kind references to
iaw deliverance, and shall defer my
criticism of their speeches to Some more
opportune moment.

ADOPTION4 OF ADDRESS.

Question - that the Address-in-reply
be adopted - put, and passed without
dissent.

RAIWAY WORKERS' STRLKE-MOTIO J
BY THE PREMIER.

DEBATE ON THE POSITION (PROLONGED).

T.H PREMIIER, in moving for the
suspension of the Standing Odersisaid
hie did so for the purpose of movi g a
special resolution relating to the Strike.

Standing Orders suspended.
THE PREMIER (Hfon. G. Leake) : I

submit this motion to the H1ouse:
That this House deplores the existence of

the present strike ifrailway employees, and is
of opinion that tb~pen should at one return
to work, and theftnpn a board should be
appointed to consider and settle the qnestion
of the demand for increased wages, without
any dolay.

I am relieved to think it possible to-
night, or at any rate 'within a few hours,
that the respnsibility -which hasjrested

on my sholdersifor the last feW days
'wil beL removed, and we Shall have a,
settlement of this unfortunate matter.
Hon. members may, or may not, believe
me when I say that during the last few
days the pressure upon myself and upon
my colleagues has beenirery great; it has
been very trying, becaule we have endea-
voured to do justice and at the same time
to maintain the Constitution. I might
have hesitated in bringing forward this
motion this evening, but the House is
aware that the member for South Fre-
mantle (Mr. Diamond) has, upon twol
occsions, failed to obtain an opportunity
of bringing forward a definite motion.
No member of the House regretted more
than I did that he, unfortunately, was
blocked by the Standing Orders; and I
felt it was my duty if, by any possible
means I could assist him to have thej
matter discussed, it should be done. I
am glad to think now that the motion is
befpre the House. The motion expresses
the opiniQu of myself and my colleagues,
and any hon. member is, open to move
any amendment upon it; consequently we
shall get a definite expression of opinioij
from this Assembly. Again, I should
not perhaps have moved had I not been
in a position to declare that after the
negotiations of the last few days, they
hare now all ended. I and my colleagues
have written declaring our views on the
subject; out demands or requiare-
mients of the Imen have been refused;
and we havT made it a condition
precedent really, namely that the men
must go back to work if this matter is to
be decided in a friendly and proper Spirit.
But we have given a pledge, and we give
it now, that a proper board represeutingi
persons on both sides of the dispute shall
be appointed to determine, without any
delay whatever, the question which is
at issue; and moreover we have declared
that we will reinstate these men in their
original poitions without any qualifica-
tions wtatever if they will return to work
at once.t I say we w ill reinstate them at
Once, every one of them, and we make nio

Ireservation;, and I also declare, and I
declare it upon may honour, that there
shall be no " marked " men on account of
the recent dispute. (Several MEMBERS;

Rail-way Strike.
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Hear, hear). Also, while I desire A be
flair to the men who have gone out o
strike, T must be equally fair to those
who have come to the assistance of the
State in a moment of emergency, and the
men who have been temporarily employed
will be offered employment at the same
rate of wag4and will not be discharged.
We shall no oubt require more men to
assist in the working of the railways; up
to the present mnoment so few new men
have been taken on that we shall not
be hampered by their presence' that we
can not only replace the striker~ in their
old positions, but I am also Happy to
state that we shall be able to continue
the men who have come to our assistance.
To show that the negotiations are ended,
I will read telegrams which have passed
between myself and the executivesw
mittee of the Railway Associationithis
afternoon. I do not propose to quote my
letters of the 8th and 9th of this month,
that is yesterday and the day before,
declaring the views which we entertain
on the question, because everybody knows
the contents of those letters, ~d they
can be seen in yesterday's and o-day's
mowning newspapers; but I wie, as I
say, letters on the 8th and 9th, and this
afternoon about 4 o'clock I received this
telegram from Mr. Guilfoyle, the general
secretary of the Railway Association.-

Your letter 9th instant received. Men will
not rt~ to Work until fettlers' grievances
settled. IWhy niot accept board agreed nn at
confere cs Monday, please P-(Signed) W.
GUILFOYL.E.
In reply I des patched the following:

Government have always been ready to
accept board. Have so far received no reply to
may letters of 8th and 9th.
A slight mistak was made there which

corrected wit~his telegram
Slight mistake in my last telegram. I should

have referred only to my letter of Stb. as r
presume your telegram part reply to letter of
9th.
That did not alter the substanc e of the
telegram. Then I received this frox Mr
Guilfoyle, and I ask hon. membersV~ar-
ticularly to listen to it -

Government rejected board arced upon at
conference on Monday, after occupying atteuL
tion of my committee and myself all day.
Subsequently we decided no use continuig
negotiations.
I then, in reply to that telegram, said:-

I accept your decision that negotiatons shall
no longer continue, but protesjstrongly

against your assertion that Governuien
rejected board.
Hon. members will surely remember tha
the speeches of everybody, and the conres
pondence, show that a board was actuall'
agreed -upon to settle the grievances o
certain civil servants. That board wa:
composed of two pirties taken as nearl,
as possible froin the two sides in th.
dispute; two members actually from thi
executive of the Railway Association, atU(
two members from the staff of the railways
Now here was a board, as I say, to settli
civil servants' disputes, consisting of threi
civil servants, ~d a forth man, th
actual aecreditedhgent o0f, the men whi
were fighting the Uepartment. Can it b(
said, then, that those men had any fea
that justice, from their point of. view
would be denied them? Could anythinf
be more liberal than the intention of th,
Government in agreein to the constitu
tion of that board'? lAnd does that look ai
if it were a trick, d~s that look as if the,
were unfairly treated, does it look asi
we discredited their representatives ?
say, no. Nothing could be fairer, nothini
fromn a manly standpoint could be mon
honourable than that. The Ministrj
have decided ton a certain course. W
contend that the demand for the increasi
of wages has never been ahsolutelj
refused by the Commissioner of Rail
ways; and we say, moreover, that fren
the time the demand was made we won
ever willing to refer the dispute toE
board which would reprosenilboth sides
and that the matter should Ue inquire
into and determined without any delay
And, moreover, wve said that the award o.
increased pay, if allowed to those win
claimed it, should act retrospectively
Recognising the principle of trade union.
ism, recognising what the Jegielature ha
affirmed, we desired tol follow whai
appeared to us to be the proper course
that with the idea of avoiding strikes w(
should refer this matter to arbitration foi
final determination. But those very met
who clamnoured for the recognition of thii
principle, now tha it has been given,]I
find are the firs to violate it. I hav(
found myself in tie position: I musi
either yield to what I believe to be aE
improper demand, improperly broughi
forward, or I must myself violate thc
constitution. In disputes and. difficultieE
between parties, we have recourse Uc

[ASSEMBLY.] Motion by the Premier.



Railway Strike: [10 JULy, 1901.] Motion by the Premnier. 311

some tribunal. Sometimes it is the'
tribunal of justice, the courts of the
land, and sometimes it is to arbitration.
But the old days of trial by ordeal have
passed; though unhappily it seems the
parties on the other side of this dispute
desire to revert to that old barbaric
custom. We say that this system 3 of
settling matters by Strikes is only anotler
form of terrorism, and the desire of the
public is that every Legislature should
substitute for that form of terrorism
something more manly and more humane;
and in that we recognise the principle of
arbitrati a. But when either of these
fail, if 5t e law give the subject no
redress, or if he be unfairly treated before
the tribunal of the court or of arbitration,
there is a final court of appeal under the
British Constitution, namely Parliament
itself. Parliament was in session when
this Strike began. If the men feared
failure to obtain I redress of their
grievances by the other course which I
have suggested, was it not open to them,
whilst Parliament was in session, to
make an appeal to bon. members who sit
here, members who represent every shade
of opinion, and I believe every interest
in the State? And ifiwe are not capable
of deciding a men 'kdispute between
men, then we have no right to occupy
these benches. [SEVRA MEMBERS:
Hear, bear.] But our first duty is to
uphold the Constitution. This is no
dispute between labour and capital. It
cannot be said that in tbis particular)
instance there is any grinding-down oft
labour under the tyrannical heel of
capital. The strikers in this instance are
like those who occupy this Treasury
bench, they are civil servants, who
should recognise me as their official
superior; and I, as their official sueir,
recognise the superiority of Parliamet
Parliament who are my masters, not tile
strikers. (General applause.) Parlia-
ment, indeed, is the master of both
parties. If I have denied these men
justice, if they cannot get justice from
me or at the hands of any tribunal
which they elect, or. npon which we
agree, then I sayl let them come
before this tribunal, which again I
affirm is the master of both parties.
We have now to maintain the dignity of
the Government; we have to maintain
the dignity of the State; we have to

maintain, too, the dignity of Parliament:
and I declare with all sincerityithat, if
the Government be not upheld' in the
course they have taken, the power of
Parliament itself is imperilled. The men
who are out on strike, I have declared
and still declare are civil servants. Their
salaries are the subject of a vote of this
House; the money tpay those salaries
was passed last year ;%!nd it is the duty,
I have said inside and outside of this
House,-for Ministers to keep within the
vote of Parliament: they are not justified
in exceeding the authorisations save in
exceptional circumstances. And the civil
servants know that we Arbound by that
principle; they know $at they are
dependent, not upon individual Ministers,
but upon Parliament, for their salaries;
and they know, too, that they cannot get
an increase in their salaries without the
vote of Parliament; and, indeed, if we
were to give that increase, we should he l
violating the big constitutional principle
for which we have contended, namely the
necessity for recognising Parliament and
Parliamniot alone as the proper authority
to control the public funds. To grant
these men this increase at the present
moment would, I say, be a violao o fa
constitutional principle; and if ~w ere
to accede to that request without a vote of
Parliament, you gentlemen on both sides
of the House would not be doing your
duty if you did not hurl me from office.
Again I say, with the knowledge of these
circumstances, why ilid not the men
appeal to Parliamen-to Parliament, the
masters of us both-Prliament, to whom
they must look for their salaries and for
any increases; and if it were in our
power to give those increases to-day,
could we not give increases to other civil
servants during the course of the year ?
And how can Iwe possibly estimate our
expenditure if cereases are to be forced
upon the Government by-their own civil
servants, whilst Parliament is out of
session ? I refuse to budge an inch
from that constitutional position; but
if the House declare that I am wrong,
very well. Other gentlemen, I havjt
no doubt, can be found to take my
place and the places of my colleagues.
What happened on Monday was this. A
board was agreed upon, as I have said,
but the strikers declared at once, " Though
we appoint the board, we will not be
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bound by their decision." Wasitbere
ever anything more absurd than -that?
They also contended the men would not
return to work unless they were satisfied
with the decision of tbe board. What
was the good of thatP Here we appoint
a board, and we emasculate it at once,
rendering it practically useless either wadeliberative or judicial body. If 1 w0
to consent to such a course as that, I
should properly be laughed at as a spine-
less politician; a man who is only seeking
an opportunity to give way; a man who
makes himself a feather bed. No; I
prefer the har Aobble-stones of constitu-
tional principle, and, if I fall, I fall on
and by them. The third point was the
question of reinstatement. I yielded to
that. I told the executive in my letter
that the men would be reinstated at ae
but at the same time the people wh had
been taken on ought to be and shodl be
duly regarded; and I regretted to see in
yesterday's Momning fferald there was
a gross misrepresentation of my letter.
[MR. F. CONNqOR: Oh!] I do hope hon.
members will not Inter t. I feel that
if I am thrown oft tbhrea of my
remarks, I shall not do j 'stice to myself
or this House. I say I was grossly mis-
represented in that newspaper, because it
wabs suggested that this remark about
the reinstatement, or the difficulty of
reinstating if there wats delay, amounted
to a threat. I am. going tolead an extract
from this newspaper. It flays:

But if the matter of the board has been mis-
managed, what shall be said of their proposal
as to the reinstatement of the men on strike ?
What the rremier's letter on this point really
atnountato is that reinstatement shall be con-
ditiona Pon the claims of the men who have
been tat.n on during the strike.
Listen to that: "1conditional upon the
claims of the men who have been taken
on during the strike "!

If the Minsters had consulted men of experi-
ence in dea L'n g with large bodies of workmen,
such as Mrouorgans and Mr. Teesdale Smith,
they would Wiave discovered that trades union-
ists do not sacrifice their own men. The
essence of trades unionism is unity. The men
have sworn to stand or fall togeOther. Here in
Mr. Leake's letter is a suggeti that the men
who have been taken onshoulff retained in
their positions, and the strik& whom they
have succeeded should not regain their places.
It would be actual dishonour for trades Union-
ists who have gone on strike to accept a
settlement under which a number of them
would be sacrificed. In no large strike has

such atLndition been accepted, and if the
railway men were to accept it in this ease,
the would be held in contempt by every
traes unionist in Australia. Then Mr. Leaks
proceeds to emphasise his condition as to rein-
statement by saying the longe bhe strike
continues the morn difflcult it wTllcme to
replace the strikers when a settle ent takes
place. This is the sort of threat that only
hardens the heart of a striker, If all other
conditions had been satisfactory, this one as to
reinstatement made it absolutely impossible
fotthe men to accept the terms of settlement.

Ihink this was a misrepresentation,
b ause I tell the Rouse that, before that

article was written, I1 myself was in the
editorial office of that paper, and I told
the editor a message had gone to the
executive of the association to &ay that,
if the men returned to workfl in the
morning, they would one and all be
reinstated at once. That is the mis.
representation I complain of. I makce
no comment upon it, but I think it fair
to myself to show it is by representations
of that kind the st 'ke is continued; and
when we find thal ourse pursued, when
we find speeches diforted by the executive
of this body, when we find that men are
not kept informed of the procedure and
the communications which have takenrplace, when we find that a few think a
letter frpm Ine as the Premier of this
State is~not good enough to put before
the exe tive, then I say they are not
fighting fairly ;and when, in addition to
that, we find that men read in public
only half a letter, only so much of a
letter as fits in bi~ the views they are

advocating, thnIay we have received
no fair treatment, and that the men
and the general public are gulled. I
cannot submit to that sort of thing.
If these men will not defer to the
tribunal of Parliament, I do so. I
want to snow where I stand. I want
to knowj whether sound government,
hones golernmnt, or at any rate manly
intentions, are to be maintained. Wha
I want to know is whether I amn right or
whether I am wrong. If I have done
wrong, (or goodness' sake let Parliament
say sot and say so with no uncertain
voice. If I am right, I appeal to you as
muen J stand. byv me. This is a crisis in
the affairs: of this country which has
never arisen before; the eyes of the Aus-
tralian States are upon us; and it
behoves us to show that the Government
stand firn, and that werre going to
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recognise the rights of the people. Are
the Ministry going to control the affairs
of this country, or are they and the Par-
liament to be controlled by a section of
the civil service?

MR. F. CONNOR: Thie is not a party
question at all.

THE PREMIER: Ilknow it is not;
and that is why I am t~hrowing so mnuch
vehemence into my words. I feel that I
can appeal to the maniliness and good
sense of every member of Parliament.

MR. SrAcoinr: Patriotism.
THEu PREMIER: "Patriotism," which

is better stil, and the idea of constitu-
tional right. I It is not a question now as
to 'whether O~ven shillings or eight shil-
lings a day is an adequate wage. We
have never refused that request. If it
were a question of seven shillings or
eight shillings a day, it might be deter-
mined easily. They say there have beenj
pledges, and that we ought to give way;1
but I say that if it is so simple as that,
if the duty of the Government is so
obvious, there was no necessity for a
strike. If the claim is just, why should
the men strikef N1o; that is not the
poiut.f The question is this, and it is
tis I am fighlting for-it is not a ques-
tion of rise' or no rise, but a question
whether the Ministry and Parliament
shall rule, or whether the Western
Australiani Government Railway Em-
ployees' Association of civil servants shall
dominate us both.

MR. F. CoiqnOR: VRight or wrong.
Tns PREMIER: Right or wrong, cer-

tainly. Are we to delegate our powers,
not only as a legislative but as a governing
body, to a parcel of civil servants? In
using that expression, I do not wish to
convey any djkrespect of the civil servants.
I know whatla body of men they all are,
and I know too what a line body of men
are these railway employees-none finer in
thieState. But I do deplore this fact, that
these mein, physically a fine lot and men-
tally superioL to the avenage man, should
be misled by~ne or two persons who are
clamouring fbr notoriety, and are aiming
at a power which the Constitution denies
them. I will admit that the strength of-
their position is enormous; not by reason
of its justice, but by reason of the pwer
they wield. It is the strength offrwe
and might, not of justice.

A MEM BER: The force of cruelty.
Tim PREMIER:. It is the force of

cruelty, one hon. member says. These
men control, or at any rate think they
control, the carrying power of this State.
They know that,. if they strike and suc-
ceed in inducinjffeir friends to come out
with them , they fan paralyse our carrying
trade and cut-off supplies from the gold-
fields, thus exciting perhaps the angry
passions of the people. They think if
they pursue on the fields the tactics they
have adopted down here, they will put the
people agaibsalhe Miniistry, ana that con-
sequently the Ministry, no matter how
right they are, must yield to this pressure,
But if we yield to-day, we must yield

again next week or next month. We
have come face to face with a difficulty, and

I antgoing to see it out. Thertbaa got to
be a decision on this point one 'way or the
other. Either I am right or I am wrong.
If I amn wrong, tell me so; if I am right.,
stand by Mie.

A MEm~ioR: You are right.
Tan PREMIER: Isay if this con-

tinues, these men havthe power to force
the mine-owners of 4!oolgardie to shut
down the mines; these mien can turn out
of work nearly all the hundreds and
thousands of men on the fields; they can
raise a riot, if they pursue there those
inflanmatory mtltods they have adopted
here. The men n the fields cannot live
without foodlupplies, and we have
resolved to do our best to keep up those
food supplies. We have determined that,
if n ecessary, we shall c urtail the passenger
traffic and have special trains runD to the
fields, conveying nothing but food
supplies. We want tolhe true to the
people on the fields, and w~e shall do our
very best for them. Every other public
convenience must suffer, but humtan life
must be respected. If we do not make
an effort. in this direction, we certainly
will be liable to censure. Consequently,
our first efforjin the morning, if the
strike eontinuelwill. be to put on what
new hands we can to load up food trains.
We will call for volunteers from the
public for the service, and we intend to
despatch a train of food supplies to the
goldfields in order to shoj the public up
there-I do not say oar friends up there,
I say the public-that we at any rate are
loyal in our intentions;- and that what we
say we intend to do.
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Ma. P~. CONNOR: You did not say that
at West Perth, when you were standing.I

Tha PREMIER: Is it fair to brinj
in an electioneering claptrap cry Onma
great occasion like this le I regret that
the hon. member should descend to such
a level. I have always regarded him,
although a political opponent, still as a
man; and I1,1have always thought that
whatevelfa ults he might have, he at any
rater reg4ded the public interest as the
paramount consideration. Well, I do not
know that I can'say any more. I have
endeavoured as briefly but as empatc
ally as possible to lay the painful position
of affairs before the House. I have don
all I can to allay any feelings Of irrita
tier. You will notice that there has been
no talk of calling out this bod 'y or that
body, that there has been no threat of
anything of that kind. And we do not

prqpose ther shall be. If we cannot win
b y~ peaigt the good sense of the
puliat lage then we cannot win at all,
and we must go down. But we will go
down in those circumstances with absolute
ignominy. I do not want to go down

wi'th iaomiuy; I do not want it said of
me that was afraid to face a difficulty
when INet it. And I am conscious of
this, that if I were to yield under pressure,
the very [men who beat me would laugh
at mue to-morrow and tell rue that I
was -_

A MEMBERn: They would despise you.
THE PREMIER: I They would say,

"Another of these Jelly-flsh politicians,
who will yield at once when he issqueezed." If one man knows he can
squeeze another man in authority, be
knows too that another man can do it'
and he knows, consequently, that he
cannot possibly have any confidence what-
evenor can his friends have any con-
fidence, in the stability of that man in
authority as a leadier. At this early stage
of my political career -and I consider this
is practically the beginning of my career-
if 1go down, I want it to be seen that I
golown as a man of honour. I will go
down with my colours nailed to the mast,
and I will go down fighting to the very
last breath. Then I shall go down know-
ing perfectly wveil that at any rate I have
done my ver best to maintain constitu-
tional rig hts This Parliament must be
dominated 13'no power: it must be
d-urnated by no Ministry within, it

must be dominated by uo mob without;
because, if it is possible for either of the
two to happen, then away with constitu-
tional government altogether. Now here
is a distinct issue. We hav'isked the
House to affirm in this ntion the
principle for which we have contended.
We have not by any form of words, or
by any pretty phrases, attempted to
avoid the real point at issue, or to catch
the vote of any membe; The underlying
principle of the presen $ituaio is this-
never forget it-thar before the dis-
pute can be settled or considered, the
men must go back to work. That
is the principle-each man must go
back to work. Then, when that position
is attained, I give my pr~ mise in this
House to Palaet as aj mnister and
as a yuan, tha evr stpsall be taken
to have the matter settled with the least
possible delay. I believe it can be settled,
if not within a few hours, at any rate
within a. few days, and at Iot withina
week. Possibly, it may besettled in a
few hours. Now, having pul the case so
clearly, hon. members know exactly how
we stand and what we intend to do. I
want to emphasise that I will not budge
an inch from the position which I have
takwu up-absolutely, I will not budge.

B nsaing that, I do not mean that I
wilP otsaccept any verbal amendments
to this motion, such as will make the
meaning more clear perhaps. If, for
instance, bon. members want to declare
within what time the matter should be
setedI will agree to anything like that.

Ifteywntt syanything as to the
constitution of the board, I do not think
I can honestly object to that. All Iwant,
is that a board shall be agreed upon to
determine this matter, and that the ques-

0tio phall be settled once and for all.
Now 31admit I am heartily tired of the
situation; but I am not going to turn
tail, I am not going to leave my friends
in the lurch, I am not going to leave
Parliament in the lurch, and I am

not oing to leave the country in the
lurch, so long as they will support me.
But if there be an adverse vote on this
motion, my resignation is in the hands of
the Governor immediately it is passed. I
feel so strongly upon th~e question that
I want it to be di jiipctly understood that
I cannot carry onjlthis Yfight any longer
unless I have the support of the public,
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or certainly of Parliament; and 1 believe I
if Parliament be unanimous in passingI
this motion, the menwho are opposed to us,
and who have been misled, are sufficiently
reasonable to believe that Parliament
represents public opinion, o~at say rate
is capable of expressing it;- afid they will
say - We have fought as men: we cannot
fight against every constitutional prin-
ciple and every constitutional body."
And as soon as they know that they will
get justice, that Parliament has affirmed
that justice shall be dlone, I believejthey
will say " The fight is over: we will go
badk ;" because they will know from the
assurance I have given to-night that
every man will be reinstated in his old
position; no man will be " marked."I
With these observations, although they
have been lengthy, I submit the motion

t~:: avurable con sideration of bon.

Ma. W. J. GEORGE (Murray): I
second the motion.

HowK. F. II. PIESSE (Williams):-
Judging by the expression of opinion
which fell from members a few evenings
ago when this matter was touched upon,
and when tl~ey seemed to be unanimous,
we are upon~pominon ground. I am sure
it will not M3I expected of me to go very
fully into the matter, for the reason that
I have already expressed my opinion in
regard to the course that should be
taken. No doubt this is an occurrence
which we all regret, and thes no one
who regrets it more than I ato for the
reason that I have already in my official
capacity in the past had to face similar
difficulties, therefore I am able to sympa-
thise with those gentlemen who have now
to face this difficulty. I do not wish tot
be recriminating nor to reflect on any
member of the House in regard to their
action in the past, but nearly a year ago
I stood on the floor of this House, and
although I regret I1 had to take up the
time of the House for two hours in put-
1in4 my case before hon. members, I am
sorry to say very little sympathy was
shown to me in my position. Now
to-day we find the Ministry faced with a
difficulty which I think could have been
averted if somne support had been given
to me in tbe past. It wa4 never my
desire to fight the railway men. My
desire was, always to work on terms of
amity with these men, to do justice to

them, to be fair to them, and to endea-
vour as far as possible to administer the
deparment which I then had control of
in thjlbest interests of the State. I tried
to do my test, and I hope that in a
measure I succeeded in many respects.
In regard to the unfortunate disturbance
similar to this, to which I have referred,
had it not been for manz( of the expres-
sions of opinion made iu this House and
many other places, I thin we should not
to-day have had to face this trouble. N ow
we have to deal with it, and I am sure
the speech delivered by the Premnier
to-night must convince hon. members,

a d the people of the country, that it is
aFatter that must not be trifled with,

1 is a matter that must be dealt with
firmly, at the same time not defiantly;
still I think, in expressing the opinion
the Premier did to-night, he has given
the ideas of most right-thinking men on
this question. [M~igasaus: Hear, hear.
I have always said that if Parliament is
to be dominatedl in this country, if the
Government are to be dominated by
a section of the civil servants of th~e
country, or I may say the workers who
are connected with a great institition
such as the Railway Department is, hen
good-by to all authority. I could, I am
sure, deal very f ully with this matter, but
as I have just now said I think the words
which have been uttered to-night so fully
convey to hon. members my opinion,
becuse I may say on the whole I indorsc
thcmarks which have fallen from the
Pr~inier; and I say this too that there is
no mnan more desirous than I am to-day
to see this matter brought to a termina-
tion. If I were to attempt to gain a
political advanutqe, I could do so; but I
am not diroo attempting that, not-
with standing the fact that in some sections
of the Press it has been stated that I am
a seeker after office, and that I am
anxious for office. I may say I amn not.
If it be necessary inuthe interests of the
country for me to fillsuch a position, l am
always ready to do my best; but I may
assure the House, and it may not be
generally known, that I am not one who
seeks after office; and I say this too that
if the pric~ to be paid for that office be
the helpinto0 conlti'nue this unfortunate
strike, then 'Iam not an aspirant for it.
I am sorry that the public, who after all
are no doubt imbued with good desires
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and motives, in a great measure have
helped to continue this unfortunate state
of affairs-a any rate a, section otithe

peple. There seem to be so manny
mitakies in regard to the matter that it

would take hours to discuss them all.
We find from time to time, appearing in
the Press, letters from many people en
the side of the men, stating tjat they
consider the Government shoud~ive was',
and that eight shillings a day should
be paid to the men. No one is more
desirous than I that the men should
receive a, fair day's pay for the work
they are doing; but it is not a matter
for the public or the Parliament to judgef
of until full inquiry has been made into
the whole of the circumstances; therefore
I take it the board that the Minister has
determined on in this instance is one that
should commend itself to the country,
because, in doing what, the Government
have done, in asking for time tolconsider
the matter, they are consideFing the
interests of the large body of taxpayers
of the country; because, had be conceded
this point, it is hard to say how far-
reaching it would have been. I am well
aware of the difficulties with which the
hon. gentleman has been faced ;3and I
may say, knowing as I do of' these
difficulties, and also the results which
might follow a hasty determination in
this direction in regard to the expendi-
ture, there is no one who can commend
him more than I do for the action he has
taken. But I willalso say I am sorry to
find that, on onelor two occasions, the
hou. gentleman has not acted in the
conciliatory way in which he should have
acted. Of course, there is no doubt lie
has been desirous. of acting zealously in
the position in which he is placedj I am
sure he has been desirous of maii~aining
the dignity of his position and also his
strength of character. I commend him
for all this. I am sure no one will
commend him more than I do, because it
is following my own principle in the
past. I hav4 tried, wherever it has been
necessary, to Thaintain strength in regard
to a, principle. If that principle were
such as I thought was in the interests of
the country, I have tried to maintain it
strongly. The Minister, in endeavonring
to do tls wa pehapsatiecrid
away bjhis zealor his "desireito~mainutain
that p inciple in a strong manner:

hence it appears from time to time
that one or two incidents may have,
as it were, conveyed to the public
mind that the intention was not sojociliatory as it might have been. I d not
wish to deal with this matter at any g -eat
length. I could say a good deal in regard
to the past;i I do not intend to touch
upon it; it is sufficient for us to deal with
the present. And, as I si d Ion agoalthough I bad differences, stillj whenl
those differences were settled by others
whbo assumed the responsibility, so far as
I -was concerned I was determined, if
ever it came to rmy lot again to deal with
that large department, to allow the past
to remain the past, and to deal fairly and
justly with tha~great mass of employees.
I am confident, -too, that we have in that
body a large class of men who are a
credit to the country, and I quite indorse
the Premier's remarks in regard to them.
One thingy to which the Premier alluded
I should 0just like to mention :Ithat is,
the recognition of the railway assotiations.
Of course, once this was granted, we all
hoped the difficulties would disappear,
and that we should find the men working
in a conciliatory spirit, and with a desire
to do their best in the interests of the
country. We considered, too4 that the
expression of opinion given some time
ago by the secretary of the Enugine-
drivers' and Firemen's Association in
regard to the principle of strikes, should
so far have convinced the men that to
resort to such barbarous methods as
these-to use his own words-was to
resort tla means which the country
would no~counerance. I have only to
refer to those words which I uttered in
this House on the 13th September last;
and I will repeat that which I then gave
to the Hfouse-the words of the secretary
himself :

I hardly think it necessary to assure you
thatasuch athing as going on strike has not
at any time been mooted or even mentioned
among the members of this association, for
one of the first items in the preamble to the
constitution adoptel by the conference held in
Melbourne in lflS2bnd which is binding on
this association in '%mion with the kindred
bodies in the sister colonies, reads as follows:
" Strikes and other barbarous methods of
obtaining redress are not in consonance with
the spirit of the times, and we rely on the
justice of our cause and th4 force of public
opinion to attain our ends, A the results so
obtained are more lasting, although a greater
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length of time may be necessary to gain the
required point."
I may say of these words, coining as they
did from that oqlcial of the executive, that
if the princpiefthey contained had only
been adhered tJT in this instance, the end
which they wished to attain could haive
been attained in the way there expressed,
and attained with much more honour
than is likely to be achieved through the
means they have now adopted. I am.
sure everyone mnustf regret this strike;
that the men should have resorted i
to it. is also to be regretted; thea
they, now the opportunity is offered.
them through this motion of returning to
their work, will take advantage of it, is
sincerely to d deired. should like to
say I think- ilehp might be an iuduce-
ment to thos~ who are wavering, and also
might help to restore the running of the
trains, if a time were fixed; and therefore
it might be well to make the motion read
as follows:- That a board should bo
appointed to consider and settle tb4
question of the demand for increased
wages; that the words "1wthu delay "
be struck out, and the following added:
"1and to report within a certain time "-
fixing, say, a week. I think a week would.
be a sufficient time to deal with this jne
point; and therefore there should be4no
difficulty, considering too that sufficient
inquiry has areay been made throughout
the department in regard to the question
of wages in this special case, in bringing
the strike to a conclusion. That would
possibly meet with the approval of the
House, end woud prbably bring about,
at an earlierWstge solution of the diffi-
culty. I should lif to say one word, too,1
before I conclude in regard to the wages,
in reference to the many comments which
have been made by the public as to the
men being entitled to Is. a day. We
must not forget thist is a matter which
has certainly receivid or should have
received the attention of the Commissioner
of Railways, and which probably should
have been settled. I shall not touch upon
that point very fully, because all f know is
from the reports *I have heard. But as

regars myo~action in this matter,
this request fowages did not come
before me until the week before I resigned
office; in fact it camne to we during, I
think, the first week in August. I
virtually resigned on the 16th August;

consequently, I bad not time to deal witbj
it fully. But in regard to the question of
the gangers, there was a decision arrived
at that the gangers be paid at a certain
rate; but the difference between the
other men and the gangers was so small
that I did not care, without having a
scheme of elsiiairledbefore me,
to deal with it at that time; hence the
reason it was referred back, with a request
that a classification should be made and
the request again submitted. It is well
known that I left office on the 23rd
August; consequently there was not
sufficient tim4q to bring up the matter
again. I may say, for the information of
the people, who do not seem to under-
stand this subject, that upou this
great railway system there are dif-
ferent lengths of line, some requiring
more attention than others; ad. we st
not forget that there are diferent5con-
ditions of climate, different eircumsnalcesg
in which the men live; hence the reason

Iwas anxious to have a classification,
grading the men according to the posi-
tions in which they were situated or
according to where they worked; and I
think it should eqmmend itself to the
House and to theftmen themselves that
such a classification should be carried out.
If there is to be a minimum, and if it be
fixed at 78. or 7s. 6d. or whatever it may
be, let it be fixed. But let there be
grades; because unless there are grades,
the~ill be great difficulty in carrying
out tifis service in anything like a satis-
factor manner, either to the Government
or to the men. And we mnust not forget
that in some districts the work is lighter
than in others. If wepjre to pay the
men the same rate oj pay for their
services, then we must increase the
length of line they have to work, or
must reduce the numiber of men employed
in the different gangs. All this means
time, and time shovld be given to the
Commllissioner and his officers to deal
with this subject. If iti be decided
that 89. a day shall be paid to these
men, let the decision rest with those who
recommend it, and let the country pay it;
but if it be decided that they shall start
at a maximum of 7s. or 7s. 6d. and with
grades going up to 8s. 6d., I take it tbat
also should be accepted by the men as a
final settlement of this diffculty. I have
mentioned this because it seems that
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people who are constantly writing say the
men should be paid 8s. a day irrespectiv4
of the conditions, and I believe that ifr
were only able to trace out many of the
writers of those letters we find to-day, I
should discover they are paying their own
men only 7s, a, day, but because this is a
Government concern and they will ga]
popularity, they w-rite to recommend 8s.
I say those people are not true friends of
'tbis country. I have never subordinated
my own personal views in order to gain
popularity or to achieve gain in a
political sense. It should be he duty of
every man who is desirous tjhelp for-
ward the interests of this country to
study this question thoroughly, tand to
decide upon it irrespective of the con-
sequences to him politically. Notwith-
standing the fact that I could probably
say many things-and I was inclined to
do so, for I felt much hurt over ths sub-
ject injthe past, but I restrained myself -
I say let bygones be bygones in the
interests of this great country and this
great railway system, which, after all, is
the main artery of communication in the
country, the life-blood, I may aof Its
progress; and why should we ma th'at by
supporting those who, I am slre, are
unfortunately advised, and who probably
have adopted a course which cannot be
supported by any right-thinking man. in
this country ?

Mt. A. J1. DIAMOND (South Pre-
mantle): I rise to move an amendment,
namely:-

That all the words after " that " be struck
out, and the following words be inserted ini
lieu thereof :--" This House, while recogniming
the propriety of the Government demand that
differences between the Railway Department
and its employees should be settled by arbi-
tration, is of opinion that owing to the long
delays - lcausd b1 unavoidable political
changes-whichb havllcured in dealing with
the present dispute, Ideto the general adnis-
sion of the justness of the claims of the per-
manent-way men, arbitration should be waived
in this instance, and recommends that the
Government should accede to those claims,"
This evening I feel a sense of responsi-
bility which Ifancy very few members
have experien d on their first entering
Parliament. At the very outset, I would
ask members to believe I tin not actuated
in any way by any personal mnotive, but that
my desire is to see the end oJ this terrible
strike, and my anxiety is iu~the interests
not of the men only, and notrf the mere-

hers of the Government, or members of
this House, hut of the great community
of Western Australia. I have no personal
interest to serve maore than this, that in
common with all business men my greatest
aim is t~see the s~rike ended, and to that
end I mfyself am sacrificing a consider-
able amount of personal popularity in
certain circles, Before I go any further
I wouldlike to say it has been said ITam
a member for a labour constituency. lam
notmnember for a, labourconstituencvl The
labour vote in South Premamntle covers a
very small percentage of the total voters
in that district. I am speaking under a.
sense of very great disadvantage; I am a
victim of circumstances. Owing to my
want of knowledge I was precluded from

* debating this subject last evening; Iland,
owing to a banglc perhaps on the part
of thle gentleman on my left (Mr. 0. H.
Rason), I was again precluded from
introducing the motion. I now labour
under the greater disadvantage of 'having
to follow the.Premier, an old experienced
parliamentary hand, and a brilliant
speaker. Worsej than that, I have to
face the utterances of the leader of the
party on this side of the House; but I
will say nothing about that, because this
is not a party question, and in that
respect I trust that even should my
amendment be carried, the Premier wil
not put into force that threat which he
held out to us a little while ago.

A MEMBER: You had better ask him.
MR. DIAMOND:- I ask members not

to interrupt. This is a6 very difficult task
I have to perform, and if you will give me

achancelwl do it to the best of my
ability. We have heard a great deal this
evening from the Premier about the
Constitution; we have heard from him
about the terrorism of strikes; we have
heard about the capitalists grinding down
labour, and so on-

TntE Pasxxsa: No; you havjnot.
Ms. DIAMOND: I am quotg your

words.
THE PE~mina You are misquoting

me.
Ma. DIAMOND:- But having heard so

much about constitutionalism, etcetera,
we have heard nothing at all about the
real subject we are to discuss this
evening, the absolute rights and wrongs
of the ease. We hsv ot heard one word
of that, and I will thdeavour in very
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plain words to lay the actual rights and
wrongs before this House. In doing so,
I repeat I am not here as an advocate of
the railway men. I am here to advocate
the public cause, and I ot you forget it.
Public opinion is sweeping round, and is
coining in with such a tremendous stream
that it will overwhelm those who are
standing in its way. The rights and the
wrongs of the ease are these. The men
formulated ademand or claim on the
department 4Ong time ago; T believe 12
months ago ol more. I believe they say
they made the claim 18 months ago.

THE COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS:
They made it in August last.

Mx. DIAMOND: They were bandied
about from pillar to post. Aclear State-
ment of the case was mad(4at a meeting
held in the Fremiantle tdwn hall last
Saturday night, and that statement has
not been gainsaid. One Commissioner
of Railways did nothing, another did
nothing, and now we have a third Com-
missioner who is going to do nothing.
The facts of the case are as follow.

The~menare working in the lowest
gradeftim service at 7s. per day. Ts
there a man in this House who will say
that 7s. per day is a fair and reasonable
Wage for those men, considering the cost
of living in this State ? No; there i io
man in the House who will say so. Te
gentlemen on the other side of the
House, members of the Government who
are opposing the demands of the men,
dare not say it. The men have asked
fo aadvaqece of Is.' per day over and
over again. No one has ever said that
they were n~t entitled to it. They were
put off with all sorts of specious pro-
mises. They were never given a fair,
straightforward answer by anybody until
I believe the late Premier left that
minute of his, saying the men had
proved their cas4 right up to the hilt.

A MEMBER: JHe did not leave that
minute.

ME. DIAMOND: All parties concede
practically, if not in words, that the
demand is just. It is not the whole of
the railway Service that is demanding
this increase of is. per day; it is onlyl
one section of the men, requiring little or
no classification, who wished to establish
a minimum wage. Is that minimum too
highP It is impossible for people in this
StAte to contend that the men are not

entitled to the payment of 8s. per day
which h~ey tak.

MRJPEE5DALE SMITH: Are they mar-
ried or single men ?

Mr. DIAMOND: It having been gene-
rally conceded that the men are entitled
to this rise in wages, the question comes,
why could not they get it ?

TUE COMMISSIONER or RAILWAYS:
Who conceded that ?

Ma. DIAMOND: You talk about
arbitration, and boards oftI this and
boards of that. This House and the
Upper House, or both of them together,
last year shut the men oat f rom arbitra-
tion and conciliation. Is tbat the fault
of the men? Had that Arbitration and
Conciliation Bill not been mnutilated as it
was in a stupid, senseless mnanneritbe law
of the land would have been suefl to-day
that the men in the Railway Service
Association would be registered under it,
Bad it would be utterly impossible for
this strike to take place. Now, I ask
hon. members to give consideration to
these facts. If I am statini anything
not absolutely according to faA, T shall
be glad to have it contradicted. The
men are shut out from arbitration
and conciliation by the deliberate act
of a majority of Parliament-whetber
it is the Lower or the Upper House
I am not prepared to say, and I
dopot think that point is of any vital
importaince. The men are shut out from
the benefits of the Arbitration sand Con-
ciliation Act, which comprised at compul-
sory clause aud a definition of labour by
which clerks were excluded. There seems
to be an idea, in the Upper House at any%
rate, that this word "clerks" migh~t
include accountants and bookkeepers,
men holding important offices in the
State. As a matter of fact the clerks
referred to are what are called "checkers"
and tally clerks, who have received the
same wages as the men, and are working
side by side wthithem day after day.
Now, for that childish reason-I hope I
am not speaking disrespectfully of the
Upper House-this definition was struck
out; and the Railway Service Association,
having these tally clerks in their body,
are shut out from the operation of the
Act, and cannot therefore registejunder
it. I believe the association tried to
register under it., but were unsuccessful;
and now when those who applied for
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registration under the Arbitration and
Conciliation Act, who were ready and
willing to come under its operation, but
to whom Parliament ref used the right to
come under its operations are bandied
about, as I said, from pillar to post for a
year, and can get no satisfaction, they
are told they will have to wait until the
whole service is reclassified.

Tan Coxissowms op RAILWAYS: No;
not that.

MR. DIAMOND: They were told that
they would have to waijuntil the whole
of the service was reclassified. The Com-
missioner of Railways used those words
in the presence of moyself as a member of
a deputation. He said the men would
have to wait until the whole of the
service was reclassified. That was the
answer given them

THE ConnissioNE4 OP RAILWAYS:
What about the rate of pay being retro-
spectiveF

MR. DIAMOND: That is quite correct.
The Minister did say that the rate of pay
would be retrospective. At the same
time. I would rather that he did not
interrupt me. Then, later on, the men
were offered a board; I but they were
offered that board for the first time when
they hail sent in their ultimatum. Now,
why in the name of common sense was
the board not offered when the men sent
their first. appeal to the present Minister
of Railways ? I say, of course he has nj
right to have the matter thrown on his
shoulders; and I say with all due respect
that he has no right to take it on his
Shoulders. I Sympathis with him; I
say it was under a. mistaken sense of duty
that he assumc& this responsibility. He
should not havelione so: he had no right
to take it on hi (shoulders. It is a great
p1i for himself and the country that he
has taketi it on himself. After the men
sent their ultimatum, I believe there was
some talk about a board; but the thing
bail then, inmy opinion and in the men's

opinion,! goll too far. I am trying now
to expli to members that I am not
here as a labour member, or a member
representing a Labour constituency. I
am here endeavouring to put this case
clearly before the House from my owFn
paintlf view. These men, I say again,
have 'been bandied about from pillar to
post: they could get no answer to
their request for nearly twelve mouths, I

believe. And, at last, when driven to
desperation and take the only means left
to tlem-for Parliament had shut them
on frm the operation of the Arbitration
and Conciiation Act-the only means. I
say, to get redress of what they consider
a grievance, and no one in the House
says it is not a grievance, they are prac-
tically told "Yes; you on4 ht to have this
extra shilling a day; yo ought to have
hail it long ago; but yo will have to
arbitrate in the matter." I say that i
the position it was in then, you might as
well have appointed a board of arbitra-
tion to decide whether the sun was shinn
or not. Everybody said they ought toi
have the extra Shilling a day.* They had
never had a proper answer one way or the
other. When finally in a rough and ready
way they try to get the money, they are
told that they ought to wait for a board
of arbitration. Those, in my view, axel
the principal facts of the case. NowI
come to a statement of the matter from
the point of the public. This is not a
party question. I certainly do not know
of any arrangement to make it a party
qu ~tion. As I said before, -I will try to
putjt to the House from the public point
of view. I say it is not a matter of eon-
stitutionaliem; it is not a matter of the
dignity of the gentlemen occupying the
Treasury benches; it is a matter in which
even tke dignity of this House to a certain
extentinight have been ignored for the
sake of' the people of the country. I see
there axe in the House a number of meta-
bers who do not seem to have any sense
of the terrible responsibility that is on
them. We have t, face a terrible time.
You cannot replace ihese men; or if you
do contrive to replate them, it will take a
long time todo it. If tbe men are to)be
replaced, it will take so long to do it that
a great part of the industries of our

couptry will become extinct, at any rate
foi the time being; and there will be
terA ble suffering. Therefore I appeal to
and implore members to brush aside, if
theyZca for a little, the eloquence of the
leade of the House-a gentleman whom
I respect and esteem-and try just to
look at the common rights and wrongs
of the ease. I shall be sorryk indeed
if this terrible state of things lasts any
longer. I say fearlessly, if I saw any
other way out of it, if I saw any prospect
of the men yielding-and I have tried to
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get them to yield-I hay ied my beet

to get the to yield, if +h~ought those
mnwol give way, I would not advo-

cate what I am advocating to-night, not
for a. moment. I would leave them to
the mercies of the Commissioner of Rail-
ways and the Gqvernment; and I believe
they would get the higher wages event-
ually. In fact. I am sure they would.
But they have taken into their heads this
idea- they have been refused justice over
a year; now they have taken their own
way of getting justice, and they are met
with j demand that they should submit
their Ilaim to arbitration.

Ma. MORGANS: Can you show some
reasons why they should not ?

MR. DIAMOND: I have endeavoured
to give my reasons why the matter
should not be submitted to arbitration,
and I will recapitulate them. I believe
those members who have spokqpn on the
subject acknowledge that thel men are
entitled to the increase of a shilling a day.
Everyone who has spoken on the subject
has acknowledged and the Press are
unanimous in saying that the men should
get a shilling a day extra. Then why in
the najne of common sense should we not
give i to them, without going to arbitra-
tion? !here is nothing to arbitrate about
if everybody are agreed.

THE PREMIRf: Then there is nothing
to strike about.

MR. DIAMOND: The Premier said
something about the capitalists grinding
down.

THE Pun~mixu I said it was not a
dispute between capi tal and labour. 1

Ma. DIAMOND: Yes ; grinding down.
If 42 shillbngs a week in this State,
where it is so expensive to live, is not a
fair amount of grinding down, then I do
not know what grinding down is. If
these men bad been in the service of the
member for ICoolgardie (Mr. Morgans)
or the mekiber for Wellington (Mr.
Tesdale Smith), or in the service of
others in this House who employ a large
amount of labour, the rise in wages would
have been granted long ago, without the
men being bandied about from pillar to
post.

MR. TEEsDALI SMITE :kWe always
paid 7s. 6d. -

Ma. DIAMOND: The Premier p lays
to public opinion; but, as I said a l ittle
while ago, public opinion has wavered in

this instance, because the men's ease
was not known until Friday morning.
If public opinion has ever wavered it
is doing SAl now in the direction of the
men. Thire was a meeting on the
Frementle Oval this afternoon at 4 o'clock.
Three thousand people were present,
people of the town, not the strikers, and
a big petition is being signed in Fre-
mantle to-day. The wording of that
petition was adopte mhost unanimously
at the meeting on fbe Fremnantle Oval.
One man held up his haad against it, but
I believe hewas deaf, and he acknowledged
afterwards that be had made a mistake.
The resolution which was approved of at
that meeting was moved by a gentleman
holding a high position in the town of
Fremantle, it *as seconded by a man
holding the largest amount of land in
Fremantle, and the motion was supported
by similar people.

A MEBESR: What are the names?
Ma. DIAMOND: Mr. Hicks and

Councillor Manning, reprgsenting money
and land. If that is not air exyression
of public opinion in Fremintle, Ido not
know what it is. We have the Chamber
of Commerce of Fremantle deciding in
favour of the men's claim. Members
will see, if they do not shut their eyes,
that public opi qion has gone over to the
men'ssd.ad has become very strong.
How, intefa e of public opinion, can
the Government continue this strike? I
understand that the Commissioner of Rail-
ways has called for free labourers to take
the place of the men on strike. How many
do yuthi nk he will get Why he will
geno answer. I do' notethink the Govern-
me Bt could import labour to take the
places of these men, and how the
Ministry can maintain their attitude is a
mystery to me.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If these
men asked for a pound a day, how would
you manage?~

Ma. DIAMOND jThe interjection is
too childish to answer. I am only
asking the Premier and Parliament
to arbitrate to-night; I only ask mnem-
bers not to be carried away by the
eloquence of the Premier, and have
dust so scientifically thrown in their eyes,
which the Premier can do when he hikes.V
With reference to the remark that if
the men are given a shilling a day why
not give them a pound a day if they ask
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for it, I may say the men have pledged
themselves as clearly as possible, and
they say that if this increase is granted
thejwill go back to work, and everything
else in the future shall1 be submitted to
arbitration. That is a safeguard to the
coiutry. In my experience in the State
I ha-ve never knowvn of labour unions
breaking their pledges, and I rill give
you an instance. See how well thl umpers
have stuck to their pledge, howwell the
engine-drivers have stuck to theirs!1 As
far as we have had experience in this
country, the labour anions have stuck to
all their pledges; and if the Railway
Association pledge themselves-an
have seen their pledge in writin:gji
connection with the public meeting tis
afternoon, and the memorial signed in
Fremantle-that if this concession is
granted to one section of their body they
will submit everything else in the future
to arbitration, what is the use of safng
anything about aclaim of one poun awy
in the future ? Let us settle this ion
without any hot blood. In conclusionlImay
repeat that I have no other object to gain
than to try and settle this trouble amicably.
It is a hobby with me, and I honestly
and conscienti usly believe that the
means I propos or settling this difficulty
are the best, and if I did not think so I
would not have the audacity to put them
before the House. Finallyr, I am. sure the
Premier who held out a, threat of resig-
nation, if he tinks over it again, will
admit that it idnot a fair thing to mnem-
bers of the Hlouse. To myself it is
particularly unfair, because I am labour-
ing under a terrible disability in proposing
this amiendment. I had to follow two old
experienced parliamentary hands, one on
this side and one on the other side of the
House, andjlI am sure members will
recognise ti difficulty I am labouring
under. I am sure members will do me
the credit of believing, when I give them
my assurance, that I have no object to
serve but to do the best I can to end the
strike; therefore I asl members to vote
for my amendment. I

Mn. DAGLiISH (Subiaco):- I second
the amendment.

MR. R. SPEIGUT (North Perth):
Everyone can appreciate the difficulty
with which the present Cabinet have to
deal, and which comes upon themn so
soon after taking office; a difficulty which

has been created before they bad~ any
association with that office; and if any
moral assistance can be given to the
Government by passing the Premier's
motion, I for one will support it, because
I think the course adopted by the men
has not been the orrect course; and if
they had adopted a proper coursel the
chances are they would by this time I ave
got what they are now endeavouring to
get by force. But whilst I say I will
support that mnotion of the Premier, I
cannot ignore the problem as to -what are
the fighting qualitqe of the department
as aganst these menT ho have so unwisely
gone out on strike. No doubt we have
had a week of cessation of business; no
doubt there has been some difficulty in
meeting the requirements of the public;
and if I were in the Cabinet, I should
requirQ the officers of the department to
advisne of their ability to contest this
questibn successfully; and if they assured
me they could contest it successfully, I
would say "Go on with the fight, and
fight it out to the death." I do not for
one moment believe in any section of
men, particularly in a publics service like
the fiafway Department, 11king upon
themselves to bring disaster upon the
whole country. Therefore,' though my
sympathies may have been with the men,
it is not at the present moment a question
of whether they are entitled to 7s. or 8a.
a, day. it is a Iquestion of the nwdus
operandi they ire adopting to obtain
their object. I want my friends in
the Oabinet to consider that phase when
the time arrives for them to do so,
and to put the responsibility upon the
departmental officers who may have had
something to do with briginglibout this
misunderstanding; to put thtrxn to the
test as to whether they can bring about a
successful issue to this fight. If they
can, then fight it out. This does not
mean refusing the men whatever rights
they may hereafter prove thbslve
entitled to, but it meansB that w4 annote
be coerced by their saying, "We will
shut up your property if you do not pay
us what we want." That is a wrong
position to take up, and it is a very delicate
position for anybody in authority to

acet. But at the sa-me time, we have
had e xperinc of strikes; we have had
the engine-drivers' strike some short
time ago, and through a -week's lock-out
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we nearly arrived at famine conditions:
the people on the fields and throughout
the country were practically on the point
'of starvation. [A MEMBER - Shame!] I
consider the responsibility o be Govern-
ment is clear; I consider the tone and
standard of morality laid down in that
motion are sound; and I shall support it,
subject to the remarks I am making,
because I feel it essential that we should
stand shouldej-to-shoulder Won a ques-
dion like this. But suppos4we pass this
motion, and suppose these rien continue
to be what I may call stupid, and remain
away from their work, and the depart-
mental officers who are responsible for
carrying on the business of the railways
assure the Government that if they are
allowed to do what they wisthey will
be ready to do it, and shall figh tout the
fight to the bitter end: the first and most
important consideration is that we have
constituted ourselves sole carriers of the
traffic of the whole of this Stale; and
any cessation in the work of 7003 or 800
men creates a palsy in the community.
Everybody wonders where he is to get
his next day's food, where he is to
get his next day's supplies. Is that
a condition of things which should
exist in a country like thisP This
trouble has been broughtj about by cir-
cumstances of which the Rouse is not
yet in full possesaion-[Ma. GEORGE:
Hear, hear] - and I wish to impress upon
the Premier and the Commissioner of
Railways that they should consider they
have only inherited this legacy, and tha
they must meet the emergency to the best
of their ability, to avoid a great cata-1
strophe to the people of this country. It
would be a serious matter indeed if that
arose; and therefore, put the respon-
sibility where it ought to be put, and if
the departmental officers say they can
leat down this strike, then, rather than
givej way on a principle, beat it down,
and then face th remaining questions.
I will vote for the Premier's motion; and

I m k e t h s s g e s t o o n l a s a s u b j e c t
tob possibly dealt wih f this motion
hav no effect on the mn a h
Premier has not create~he difficulty; it
has been passed on to im; - and if hehbe
assured that he can beat the strikers, and
has to face the closing of his lines to
traffic, he must grasp the nettle, and
grasp it in such a way as will enable him

to come tAs and say: "TI was obliged to
do it, and could not help it." If be
come to that conclusion, I will sup-
port him; for I say, the men, being
in the wrong, should not be supported.

Eeyne who knows this cojur nw
there is onya hand-to-moutl upply, and
everyone is awaeere wilT an outcry
in relation to the shortness of that supply,
if we cannot combat it. If the depart-
ment can combat it, by all means let them
do so. I svympathise to the fullest extent
with the Ministry in this difficulty forced
upontthenk. I object entirely to the
actions of the men in regard to it; and if
it be essential to strengthen the bands of
the Minister, subject to what I have said
as to the consideration of the general
community, I shall support the motion
submitted to the House. J

MR. W. J. GEORGE (Murray): I
listened with very great attention to the
words that fell from the Premier, and
with a considerable amount of pain
occasioned by the fact that a responsible
Minister of the Crown has had forced
upon him a situation compelling him to
appeal to th4patriotism of this Chamber
to support Tb im in his action. The
situation really means that the constitu-
tional life under which we live has either
to be abolished or to be upheld. There
can be no question whatever as to the
issue before the country at the present
time. So farlas the men are concerned,
I know their work as well perhaps as
any man in this Assembly. I know many
of the men who are out on strike. A
number of them worked for me either in
this State ori other States. But when
it is a questiolof demanding absolutely
that their staffments must be accepted
without investigation practically by an
independent board, then I assert these
men are being misled. It is not the
spirit of the men itself which is wrong.
They have not had all the fats of the
case clearly put before them, ad put

befre hemwithout prejudice ; Ld there
can be no greater proof of that than the
fact that at a meeting on Friday only a,
portion of a letter was read to the crowd,
in~stead of the whole of it. Yesterday Iwas
speaking to some of the men I knowj
amongst the fettlers, and talking to theml
privately as a private mani to a private
man, as a friend to a friend. The ques-
tion of their wages was a matter altogether
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beside the question to be decided. The
question to be decided 'a whether the
emplo *yer is to be- " or whether the
men are to be "1boss." fthe men are
boss, absolute boss, it simply means that
in course of a little time they will be
quarrelling among themselves. By "boss-

I Ig" I do not mean anything offensive,
but I simply refer to those who have to
lead. Thera must be a leader in every-
thing. In anl walks of life among- unions
it is recognised there must be a leader,
and that the leader's position must be
fairly considered and fairly respected.
There is no getting away from the face
that the question is not as to the iusticj
of 7s. or 8s. a day to be paid to the
men. Responsible government under
which we live is on its trial, and that has
either to be absolutely condemned or to
be upheld. I agree entirely with a1 greatdeal that fell from my friend the membe
for North Perth (Mr. R. Speight). I do
not know whether the officials of the
department have been consulted or not,
but I think they should be, and that
counsel should be taken in connection
with this matter as to whether they can
see the quntry through. The inconveni-
enc thjublic suffer at the present time
so far as food supplies are concerned
should be met, even if the passenger
traffic has to cease; for the public of this
country can better afford to put up with
the inconvenience of losing their passenger
supply, and with the harm to theirjbusi-
ness, than we or they can afford to have
the constitution of this country set at
naught. I say this with all deference
and on my own responsibility, and with
no desire to in any way hurt anyone's
feelings, that I do not think the sub6ject is
narrowed down tcthe question of 7s. or
8s. a day, but thl question is, I repeat,
one of upholding the Government or
knocking it down. Although my sym-
pathies must naturally he with the men
who helped me to earn my livi for
a good number of years, I am not going
to let may sympathies run. away wih my
judgment. I am not going to let any
personal inconvenience-andl God knows
I su ffer enough from the present strike-
stand in the course of what is a perfectly
plain duty, that of upholding the con-
stitution without which we should
havejnothing but anarchy and destruc-
tion. I

Mis. DAGI.ISH (Subiaco) : It is with
considerable regret that I seconded the
amendment, and I assure the House it
was in no hostile spirit so far as the
Ministry are concerned. It seems to me
the Government are in A he unfortunate
position of having corn into a heritage
of mismanagement in the Railway
Department, which has culminated in the
present strike. I do not think it neces-
sary to go into the fights or the wrongs
of the strike at the present time. I spoke
very strongly and very epmestly against
the strike while there waqa prospect that

itmight be averted; but the time for
dscussing the rights or the wrongs of the

strike is now past, and what the House
has to consider is the question of how the
strike can most assuredly be brought to
an end, and brought to an endjat the
earliest possible moment. I contend that.
the course proposed by the amendment is
the surest and speediest way of settling
the dispute; and whilst supporting this
amendment I recognise we must extend a
large amount of consideration to the
strikers, even when they have gone
wrong, owing tojthe fact that they were
not the first palty to be in the wrong.
I do not refer now in any way to the
present Commissioner of Railways, but
undoubtedly in the first instance wrong
was done to the workers in the Railway
Department. Subsequently the workers
end eatvoured to associate themselves
together, and they got by that means a
sort of safety-valve. Then the Commis-
sioner of Railways endeavoured to sit on
the safety-valve and the trouble was
accentuated. I believe that in that first
action lay the root which has produced
the evil of the present day; an in regard
to the unbending attitude so farexhibited
by the men on strike, we ought to
remember the amount of provocation
they received in the first instance, and
also the long time over which their
grievances extended. I cannot dismiss
from my mind that for some time past
the menjhave been asked to work in the
Railway Department at a wage they
should not have been asked to work for.
It is not reasonable to forget this is not a
question of constitutional procedure which
we are considering, but a mere queltion
of justice; and if Parliament ithe
highest tribunal in the land, it Ah uld
place the consideration of justice before
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all other considerations. If wrong has
been doue, the House should redress it.
It is admitted on all sides that if, before
this strike bad occurred, a proper

p r-oosa1 to raise the pay of these men
badlben brought before this House, the
increase would have been supported. It
would certainly have been so, and I
should have been glad of an opportunity
to move such a resolution; but as I had
no opportunity before the strike, now I
take the first oprtunity in supporting
this amendweDfof doing so. I recognise
that the existen& or nonexistence of the
strike does not affect my duty towards
those employees of the State. I deplore
the fact that any members of the civil
service should ha~e struck work. I agree
with al t h has been said regarding the
impropriet of the proceedings. But at
the same til'e I recognise thS now the
first principle which should guide this
House is; that of justice. The second
principle that is to be considered is how
we can most speedily prevent an industrial
stagnation, prevent an all-round lockout
of the workers, preveutllI sorts of hard-
ships to the breadwininers and their
families; and I would urge hon. members
to ask themselves whether these con-
siderations are not more important than
any of those others which have been
urged this tvening. I am going to-nighit
to cast a vote in favour of the amendmeut~l
as I say with regret, because it is going
against the motion proposed by the
Premier, a motion with which I am
largely in sympathy. At the same time,
however, I consider it is the first duty of
the State to carry on the State's service.
During the 'last few day we, have found
that it is absolutely impoamble to carryiL
on under existing conditions. And if
it cannot be carried on under existing
conditions, those conditions must be
amended as speedily as possible, in order
to prevent the infliction of any farther
hardships or innocent members of this
communityjand also in order to prevent
all that emi~ittered feeling, all that tur-
moil and that injury to property which
might possibly result from a long-con-
tinued strike of a large number of men.
I trust that, under these circumstances,
members will give a due amount of support
to the amendmentvhich is before them.

Mn. C. 11. RAION (Guildford):- At
this hour I shall speak but a very few

*words; but I find myself in a position
Iwhich it is necessary I should explain to
the House, and stillI more necessary that
I should explain to the Commissioner of
Railways, tolwhom I have up to this
moment given my support. 1 am in an
awkward situation; I have been accused
by the member for South Fremantle
(Mn. Diamond) of having bungled; there-
fore I wish to state to the House what is
my position iR, this matter. Yesterday
I had. prepare a motion which I endea-
voured to mov. Iam led to believe that
if that motion had been adopted it would
have effected a settlement of this strike.
I will not refer to the terms of that
motion now: suffice it to lay that it was
acceptable to the executiv(fof the Railway
Workers' Association. f believe that it
would have been acceptable to the majority
of the members of this H~ouse, and I
believe the result of the motion would
have been a, settlement of this difficulty.
I thought I should have had an oppor-
tunity when the member fo4 South
Fremantle took action ycsterdayJ1 I was
not aware-although I knew he was going
to do something- that he intended to
move the adjournment of the House.
However, what his proposal1 was neither
I nor, I think, anyone else on this side
knew. Therefore I thought my best
ooursj would be to wait and see what
actionihe hon. member took on his motion
for adjournment; since he might possibly

I'have moved something of which I could.
have approved. If he had moved some-
thing of which I could not approve, then
I should still have been in a positie to
move what I proposed to move, as n
amendment to his motion. I have been
accused of bungling, and I wish to acquit
myself of the charge. The member for
South Fremantle bungled so badly as to
be hopelessly ruled out of order, and thus
I lost the opportunaityj for my motion.
Now, to-da 'y I was do rmined that, at
all events as far as I was concerned, there
should not be the same mistake again,
and I took the opportunity of moving this
mnotion-or, rather, of giving notice of
motion in respect of it for to-morrow-
still no~nowmg what the member for
South Fremantle intended to do. In
corroboration of what I say now, I should
like to tell the House that I showed the
motion to which I refer to several mem-
bers of this House yesterday-amongst

Railway Strike.-
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otlbers to the leader of the Labour party
4this House. Therefore, if there has
bn any bungling it has not been on my

part. However, in regard to the question
before the House now, I find myself in
this position. I have all along supported
the Ministry in their ac'tiog I said before
that I thought the action of the men in
going out on strike was 1*ong. I think
so still. But, as the member for Subiaco
(Mr. Daglish) has said, it is not now a
question of whether the men have been
right or wrong in their action - we have
to ask ourselves whether we ari 'ustified,
because we consider the men liars been
wrong and because we want to force them
to give way, in bringing misery untold on a
large number of people; whether we are
justified in persisting in a line of action
which probably will irreparably ruin
many industries of this Statel1 Then I
have to ask myself, is the principle
involved of such great virtue, is the
demand made by the men so unjust, that
at whatever cost to the State it must be
denied? I have to ask myself, what
is the ntor of their delvand? I am
driven to thiosition, that I have to ask
myself nowulether in my opinion the
men are entitled to an advance of Is.
per day or not. Asking myself that
question, I unhesitatingly answer in the
affirmative-they are so entitled. And
now that I have to give my vote "4ta
direction, now that I have been forced to
give that opinion against my will, I shall
have to vote for the amendment moved
by the member for South F'renmantle
(Mr. Diamond). It is all very well for

us t sa wenujT insist on upholding
the dignity of th4H ouse, we must insist
on upholding the ignity of the Constitu-
tion. If we insist so strongly on upholding
our dignity, surely we must be prepared
to make some allowance, at all events,
for the men. Have they no right to
uphold what they considertheir dignity ?
I maintain that they have.5 It is no us
saying that they did wrong to go out on
strike. That has gone by; they, are out,
and they ares determined not to come
hack again, as I understand it, unless the
claim of a comparatively small number
of their body, a claim which has Jlog
existed,jwhio'h at all events has bee~n
pressed and pressed on the attention of
the Government for a very long time in a,
mild manner, be acknowledged. I am

told by responsible members of the
Association that if this claim be acknow-
ledged, they ar pr red to guarantee
that no farther cla&hall be made until
the whole of the r~lway servants are
brought under the operation of the
Arbitration Act, when any farther strike
will be rendered impossible. That being
so, seeing that it has never been denied
that the men are entitled to at which
they have asked, seeing that5 on the
contrary, the late Premier said that their
case had been proved up to the hilt,

seigalso that the present Premier when
hewas seeking election said that in his

opinion the case had been proved up to
the hilt and that the men were entitled
to the Bs. per day (for the present
Premier dlid say so), in view of these
things I have no hesitation in also
saying that the men are entitled to the
amount they claim. Therefore, however
much I regret thecoursetheytogkto obtain
their demands, a course which Ittill think
was wrong, now that I have ben driven
into this position,I mnstsupporttheamend-
merit of the member for South Fremnantle.

MR. GORDON (South Perth): I have
to offer my support to the Premier in
the stand he has taken, and I maintain
that stand has beenjjust and fair from
the outset. There 4is one phase of this
question which has been brought forward
to-night in Parliament, mainly by those
who were supporting the Government,
but who now say they will vote against
them. It is the fact of the men having had
theiiftgrievances for seven, eight, nine,
and lay some 15 months. It seems anl
extraordinary thing to me that these
railway men have never recognised the
fact that they had in the House their

repreentatves who could have brought
the queston before Parliament many
months ago, and received the justicjwhich
they probably deserve. It seems to me
the men are worth the Bs. a day. I have
not gone into the question, and I do not
know the light in which the Board of
Arbitration will view the .jatter, but in
the face of the time the men have had
their grievances before tIhGovernment
I admit they probably are worth 89. The
member for 'Subiaco (Mr. Daglish) and
the member for Guildford (Mr. Rason)
seem to me, by the action they are. taking
to-night, and their manner of speakcing,
to forfeit the right of representinjI any
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constituency, even one of blackfellows.
The member for Subiaco, a Labour repre-
sentative who has a thorough grasp of
the question, only a few nights ago came
here and said that he would support the
Government in their action; but now all
his principle has gone for the sake of the'
starving poor. Who are the people whol
are making the women and the children
suifferP Time men who are creating the
strike-the lenders ? Not the workers.
I maintain the men are not to blame. The
hot), member for Subiaco forfeits his
right to be here to represent the peopltjby
taking the action lie has and throwing to
the winds all our standing as represent-
tives of the people. The member for Guild-
ford is in the same position, and I would
sooner be in liy grave than have to
occupy such a position. When I try, as
I have dlone I to-night, to fathom the
reasons of thi chantge of face, when I
think to myself that the representative of
Guildford also represents the Midland
Workshops, I ask myself, is he afraid to
face the men? He is afraid to take a
proper stjtnd on the question. If the
men hav4 the stamina which I think they
have , thdv will appreciate the man who
would go on the side of the Ministry and
support them.

MR. J. EWING (S.W. Mining Dis-
trict): When the debate took place on
the adjournment of the House last Thurs-
day night, I was in the conditiontof
almost every other member who took pairt
in the debate, that of ignorance. I did
not understand the question, I honestly
assert that, and I believe other members
also knew nothing of the case. After the
adjournment of the House I went to my
constituents at Collie, and 4 am just as
straightforward a man as anyne else is.

MR. GORDON: YOU bad no right to
talk the other night on what you knew
nothing about.

MR. EWING: I did not speak in that
debate. I went to my constituents, and
I in ~t aslarge and as representative a
bodjo'faworkmen, miners, as there is in
any, other constituency. I went to a
meeting, and a certain gentleman, who
opposed mue at the last election, got on
the platform and addressed the meeting
of strikers, and urged them to stick to
the executive fhether that body were
right orwog~ When that genitleman
had fnse.ad the meeting almost had

unanimously carried a resolution in
favour of supporting the strikers, some-
bodyV wanted to know where the member
for the district was. He did not know
that I was there, but I happened lpbe
there, and I mounted the platfornand
I told them in no uncertain toice
that I was not going back on my prin-
ciples. Itt was asserted at the meeting
that the Commissioner of Railways
bad not offered to submit the matter in
dispute to conciliation and arbitration.
I heard the Commissioner say so, and I
toldithe meeting that, and I think I can
belilve what the Minister said. After
the straightforward and manly way in
which the Premier has dealt with the
matter to-night, and has told the men
that everyv consideration shall be given to
them, I should be wanting in my duty if)
I did not stand by the Administration of
the day in this matter. In doing so Tam
occupying a position which very few
members in the House occupy, and, if a
general election took place to-morrow,
I should have very great trouble in
satisfyinig my constituents. There arf
600 miners at the Collie, and a larg5
number on the Greenbushes tinfields,
and as time goes by I shall have to
prove to them that I have done right in
voting on the Ministerial side to-night.
I yield to om in my support of
unionism; there ijo question about it;
but I say adviddly the leaders of
unionism very often ruin their own
cause, and I am inclined to think this
is the case in the present strike. In
coming to town in the train yesterday I
met a constituent of mitie at Pinjarra,
a fettler, bud I asked him if he knew the
Ministerta offered conciliation and
arbitration on the wages matter. He
said the Minister had not dlone so; and
he added, " If I had known that to be a
fact before I was ordered out on strike, I
would have been working to-day." I
submit that the secrtr aId the execu-
tire of the strikers have not placed before
the men the facts of the case; and I
maintain that before the railway men can
take up this terrible attitude of keeping
supplies from the goldfields and starving
the population of the State, jhere should
immediately be information* sent to the
men at the out-places as to the conditions
which exist now. I do not intend farther
to takce up the time of the House beyond
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this: I am absolutely in favour o he
minimum rate of wage being s. ity
therefore members may say that I
should vote for the amendment. I would
rather never enter political life again
than niotate a principle that will under-
mine the constitution of the State.
Perhaps I may have to pay the penalty
for i action to-night in time to come;
but ftthe board of arbitration, when

Apontd, does not bring in a report
fixing the minimum rate of wage at,
8s. a day, I shall be prepared to stand
up in the House and move that s. ada
be a minim~ rate for the State rail
ways. If th report of the board is not
in favour off hat principle then I shall
urge upon the Government of the day
to payv that wage. I give my hearty
support to the Premier on this occasion,
and he has given evidence in this Chamber
to-night that he will become on4of the
greatest Ministers we have ever teen in
Australia.

Mr. D. J. DOHERTY (North Fre-
mantle): On the last occasion on which
this question camne before the House, I
determined not to speak on it; but I
found' that when the member for the
Murchison (Mr. Nanson) offered some
suggestions~ thiis House that some far-
ther considErtion should be given the
subject, they were received with a bad
grate. I felt that if I spoke then, I
should probably contribute some bitter
feeling to the debate, and I thought to
keep silence wau the bettercus to pur-
sue. That ho Member, if I gathered his
meaning correcly, pointed out that there
was a cleavage between two sets of people,
one the Government as the employers,
and the other the men who worked, which
cleavage seemed to be widening day b ,y
day; and he suggest~d that some means
of conciliation shioul dibe devised to bridge
that cleavage, so that~the line of demar-
cation might not be so broad as it was
then. Now my position in this House is
very difficult indeed, because my sympa-
thies are with the men. I rep~resent a
constituency eniel composed of working
men; and allow m4to tell this gentleman
behind me (Mr. Gord on), who casts reflec-
tions upon a friend of mine who also
represents a working-men's constituency.
that there are working men in my con-
stituency whom I would deem it an honour
to welcome at any time and all times to

my own hous4tThey are not blackfellows;
they are men as wve are, with Bouts to
save, aid, I hope families to bring up in
this State.

Mn. GORDON : I referred to measures,
not to men.

MR. DOHERTY: I cannot translate
the bon. member's tteracs n fh
will be densem in imanner of addressing
the House, I am unable to assist him. I
also speak with some little knoledge of
this particular matter, because, when first
I arrived in Victoria I found it very
difficult to obtain employment. I was
forced to hae work on a railway line in
that State which was being constructed
from Benal to St. James, by the firm of
McNeil, McDermott, and Bath. I had to
take employment on that particular line
in 1882, when the contractors were paying
the men 7s. a day. I will adimit con-
struction work is much heavieijthan the
work done by fettlers on our railways.
But how did conditions in Victoria in
1882 compare with the conditions in
Western Australia in 1901 ? For from
Vs. to 10s. a week I could then live very
well indeed. I coul4have every day
three good meals of who somie food; but
I will guarantee that no muan in this
country can have three good square meals
a day on from 7s. to 10s. a week. I bad
a surplus of from 32s. to 35s. onj o f my
weekly wage; and when a man this
country works for 42s., his surplus will
not be more than 6s. to 10s. a week. We
know this is the Golden West, the
Eldorado of Australia; and surely, when
we are prosperous and wheni prosperity
has come to our business 11ople. they
have not the right, nor should their con-
science permit them, to withhold from
these men earning a daily wage tbe small
increase of one shilling per day. There
is no justice in that; and, let ~e say,the members of this GovernmenttUl us
explicitly that these men deserve Bs. per
day. They make no error in that state-
ment; they say these men are entitled to
this Ss.; and why, then, do we withhold
it from them? Is it because our pride
is tchedl? Well, we all know that
"By~ipride 'angels have fallen are their
time ; and why should pride stand in
the way of justice being done to men who
have not, perhaps, that constitutional law
at their fingers' ends which was so ably
plareed before the House to-night by the
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Premier? Another thing, I should be
false Ito my pledges on the platform
when I stood at the last election for
North Fremantle, were I not to ac-t as I
am doing. I was asked whether I
believed in a. minimum wage, and I said,
yes. I was asked, what did a minmum
wage mean? I said,j8s. a day for eight
hours' work. And IAannot possibly go
behind my pledges on that occasion. I
think these men deserve 8s. a day; and
if the pride of the Government can pos-
sibly be thrown aside, I say the men
should get the increased wage.

Mu. F. CoNO -_-ight or wrong?
UP.. DOHERTY: No; there is no

wrong about it. There is probably some
wrong in the unconstitutional way in
which the men hare asserted their claims;
but there is right and justice in the con-
tention that they should receive this
increase. It occurred to me that this
House might possibly agree to a, bbard
constituted, sav, of two gentlemen in
Weste-rnAustrlia-the two right rove rend
Bisho~ps of Perth, the Roman Catholic
Bishop and the Protestant Bishop. If
those two gentlemen were constituted as
a board, without any umpire, simply to
discuss the question between twojrepre-I
sentatives of the Railway Assofation,
two representatives of the Government,
and one representative of the gangers, i
believe that within 12 hours; the whole
dispute could be settled, and there would
be an honourable ending as regards theI
Government, a, beneficial ending as regardsI
the public, and a satisfactorylending as
regards the workers. I simply throw out
this hint. I should like the amendment
not to go to a division; I should like the
Government to accept the arbitration and
assistance of the two gentlemen I have
named; and I think the strike would then
be settled within 112 hours. Let me say.
the Premier's speech was one of the finest
to which I have ever bad the pleasure of
listening. It was manly, straightforward,
and decisive, le defended himself as he
alone can defend; he defended his Minis-
ters as only he could do; and he deservest
the support of this House, could he but
retire from the dignified position he thinks
it necessary to bold, when be sees that
the claim of the men is just. I hope the
House will entertain the proposal for
arbitration which I have made; but in

case of a division. I must vote for the
amendment.

Ma. G. TAYLOR j(Mt. Margaret);
The member for the South-West Mining
District (Mr. Ewing) commented on the
ignorance of this House when the ques-
tion was being debated last Thursday

evnn;but I think that when I have
fnsethis House will know I was

not ignorant of he situation. Having
had to deal witf the Commissioner of
Railways (Hon. J. 3. Holmes) in con-
nection with a, strike of luinpers at
Menzies, about two or three days after he
took office, on his return from the Eastern
States, I know the position the Minister
then took up, anL4 his position to-day;
and in Justice t4 him, I must say the
positions are relatively the same. And
I think it only fair, in going so far back
to strikes on the railways, that I should
tell the House what passed between us.
There was at Mfenzies a strike of some
dozen hampers for a rise inwages; and
after the strike had continued for some
time,1 I, being a, representative of labour,
went to the Minister and asked him
whether he could make some concession.
Ile sa*id. "I should very much like to
concede, Taylor - but if I do, I stall have
the whole of tb ailway lines disorganised
within a week.' I said:- " I do not
think so." I then knew nothing of the
dissatisfaction that existed in the depart-
ment. He pointed out to me that
numbers of men had made complaints
that their wages were too small, and that
they wished them raised ; anu he then
told me that, to get over these difficulties,
he was about to reclassify the whole
service; that be could not raise any
wages pending the reclassification; that
he thought it would take about a month
to reclassify the mnost urgent oases, but
a somewhat longer time to) reclassif~the
whole department. I told him I did ~aot
think the men would accept those con-
ditions, that there were mnany people in
the electorate I represent suffering from
the strike of the lumpers at Menyies;
and I tried to get over the difficulty by
pointing out the necessity for granting4
their demand, which was that 10s. should
be paid for a day of eight hours. Taking
into consideration the purchasing power
of 10s. at Menzies, and the purchasing
power of 7s. or 8s. here, men were getting
8s. here for similar work; thereforlI
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thought the demands of the men were
perfectly just, and I urged with all the
power I possess that they should be
conceded. The Minister told me he
thoughit their requests were just, but he
could not accede to them on account of
the disaffectj~on throughout the depart-
ment. He felt sure the men would
receive that wage when classification came
about. I asked if I could go to these
men and give them anl assurance that
their wages would be raised to 10s. when
classification took place. He said, "Well,
no;" hut after a long discussion .Jhin k
the matter was discussed on two days-
the Minister (whom I had never met
before, and who was a, total stranger to
me) spoke in such an earnest way that I
believed him. He said, " Well, what you
can do, Taylor, is to tell those men that
if the return to work they will get 9s.
a day or eight hours' work, and when
the reclassification comes about they will
be perfectly safe in my hands. I believe
their demands are quite fair, but my
position is that I cannt grnt a rise
to one civil servant withoutibere being
a rise for all, and I inte~ to do it
by reclassification." Prom the earnest
manner in which the Commissioner told
me the men were perfectly safe in his
hands, I took it for granted they were.
I went to Meuzies and laid the case
before the menjfl pending two hours
persuading them Vago back to work on
the recommendation. I told them they
would have 9s. a day for eight 'hours
until the reclassification came about,*
which would be in about a month, and
that they were perfectly safe in the
hands of the Minister. I They went to
work on the undersituding that if
they did not get 10s. when the
reclassification took place they would
strike, and I said I would assist then to
do so. Following up the strike of the
"farm " labourers, you can see the
Minister did not thitose men there was
disaffection in the fraks, and that by
raising the wages of those 10 or 12
lumpers at Menzies he would have a
strike in the Railway Department;
because the strike came about at the

farm " shortly afterwad[ngtte
with the Minister. Itoja, deputation
to him from the "farm " lands on last
Monday week, as I said ini the House last
Thursday, It is necessary for we to deal

with the matter again on account of
certain statements that have been made
by the secretary of the Railway Em-
ploy s' Association (Mr. Guilfoyle).
Thel' outcome of that deputation was a
boafd, that was then offered by the Com-
missioner of Railways on the floor of the
House. I went down. in company with
Mr. Croft, You will remember that one
of the strong points of Mr. Guilfjyle,
with reference to the strike, is thathis
board was never officially offered orn nver
offered to this association until last Fri-
day night. I am in a position to stat~e
that Mr. Croft and myself went to Mr.
Guilfoyle last Tuesday week, between 10
minutes past one an 4 half-past, and told
him the board waq4arranged and the
manner in which it 'was arranged, and
asked if the association would appo int a
man on the board. This boar ws to
deal with the "farm" labourers. The
farm labourers were the firstwho came out,
and they are now lost sight of. I never
now hea4 man speak a word for those
men, whom every person was crying out
for about a week ago. I also notice,
touching on that question, that when the
negotiations were proceeding between the
Railway Employees' Association and the
Cabinet to decide on the second board,
and that board wa 'ecided upon, the Rail-
way Association leftthe "farm " labourers
out in the cold, 1, as a trades unionist,
am sorry to say. Appa-rently the farm
labourers were never considered, or, if
they were, that fact was never made
known through the agefcy of the Press
or any of the conference vhere the board
was decided upon. We Isked Mr. Gul-
foyle if they would appoint a man on the
board. He said, "No; we will have
nothing to do with the board." Mr.
Croft said, "Why ?" Mr. Guilfoyle
said, "We have proed oujcseu
to the hilt." We pointe out th 4ecessity
of the board on account of*- the adjusting
of the whole Railway Department. and
also that a greater boon to the workers
was that a section of the Government
civil servants-that is, the employees in
the Work-s Department-would have a
say in the adjustment of their) wages.
Those men are a body of workdra who
are protected by no trades union in this
State, or practically none. We pointed
out the necessity of this board to adjust
the whole of the civil service. We
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requested him then to give us kis word
that they would appoint a mantuid we
asked him if he would call an executive
meeting of the Association for us to lay
that board before the Association for
acceptance or rejection; but he refused,
I asked him several times, and Mr. Croft,
secretary of the Trades and Labour
Council of Perth, asked him severa.%
times also. We then thought or taking
the next best step and the only constitu-
tional step there was to be taken in the
circumstances, that of meeting the presi-
dent of the association, a gentleman
named Mr. Roche. 1 had never met him
before, nor have I met him since. Ijwe
laid the case before him, with a sfimilar
result. We told him we had asked Mr.
Guilfoyle to call a meeting of the
executive at the earliest opportunity so
that the board could be laid before the
executive, and said we felt s'y the
would accept it. He said hejdid not
think to call a meeting of the executive.
We said, " The secretary says he will
not. Cannot you, as president, urge the
secretary to call a meeting of the
executive ? It is absolutely necessary
that the executive shoul accept is
board or reject it. I hold that vota
office rs have no power or right to'accd'pt
or reject any conditions offered to you in
a erisis of this kind." It must be
remembered that when this was decided
on, there were no men out on strike other
than the "farm " workers. This board
was obtained practically foithe "farm"
labourers to settle their disute, but the
whole Railway Department was to be
settled by the board also. He refused
point-blank to call a meeting of the
executive, and there was nothing then
left for us to do. We had taken the only
constitutional means that existed for
reaching the executive authority. of thatl
great association, aud Mr. Guilfoyle
was not straightforward when he said
this board was not laid before the associa-
tion until last Friday evening. I say with-
out fear of contradiction the board was
practically laid before that association
or as nearly as possible, on Tuesdayj
Had he called his executive together, or
had he told his executive, it would hare
been laid before them. But Guilfoyle
and the president are answerable for the
members of the Workers' Association
to-day now on strike not knowing that

the board wats offered on Friday. When
I find bilthe reports in the papers that
(Juilfoyle says the board had not been
offered until Friday, and when I find him
capable of making such a malicious state-
ment against a man as he made against
the member for Wanowna-be stated in
the pbite Press that the member for
Maolnl had said last Thursday evening,
during tie debate in this House, that he
was prepared to get a thousand blacklegs
to assist the Government - I do not
hesitate to say Mr. Guilfoyle, in those
particulars, lies. To my mind there is no
doubt about that. I sat in this Chamber
during the whole of the debate, and I
heard what the member for Kianowna
said, and I did not hear him promise the
Government a thousand blacklegs to take
the places of the railwa employees on
strike. You will find it ae no trouble for
a man capable of mkin such statements
as that, to lie about the ard not having
been offered. I have listened with
interest to the various speakers on both
sides of the House, and I have failed to
see on what grouands-this is drawing the
issue to a logia concl.U sion-on what
grounds they scan mix up the demand of
these men wit a rise or fall in wages. I
say that the matter before the House does
not affect wages: it is a matter affecting
principle. I say the question is simply
whether this House isq in favour of the
dispute being decidedf by a hoard of
arbitration, or whethef it is not favour-
able to that..

A MEMBER: It is favourable.
Mn. TAYLOR: I have also heard hon.

members speaking abhout the unfortunate,
position that we are placed in here to-
night with referenc! to this strike. As a.
taboo r member and as a lworker myself,
I do not withdraw fronT9 the position
which I have taken right through this
strike-a position which I hope to be
able tdi maintain, and to be able to justify
in the eyes uf all unionists throughout
the lenth ad breadth of the State. I
Say th~ejwagecs question is not affected.
It is agreed on all sides of the House
and even byv the man in the street that
those line repairers are worth 8s. a day:
I maintain it is agreed by the whole of
the community that they are worth 8s. a
dayj The qn~stion is wvhether the Rail-
wayfEmployees' Association shall dictate
their terms of wages, or whether this
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House will do so, or rather support the
Commissioner in doing so. I also say
that the member for East Fremnantle
emphasised that this was a wage question,
a matter of wages

THE PREMIER: khe mem ber for South
Freman tie.

Ms.. TAYLOR:- There are so many
Fremantles. I refer to Mr. Diamond.
He- emphasised the wage aspet of the
question. I tell this House that if it
were a question of wages, no matter how
high they might be, I would vote for th4
raising of them every time. But I say
that -when it comes to a matter of prin-
ciple, I will vote for principle. I can vote
for the motion of the Premier without

lsnmymanhood, and without going
hck !onumy pledg to the wage earners

who avesentteeto represent them in
this House. I wil face them on this
question. I will vote for the motion and
I will face my electors on the question,
and mine is a working constituency.
There has been a great deal of stress laid

on, he reclassification scheme, and the
ionwting for it. 1 sayv that this strike
coniR have been averted altokether had
Mr. Guilfoyle called his executive to-
gether. Had the board sat on Wednes-
day morning, as it was intended to do,
there would have been no strike on
Thursday night. The Railway Depart-
ment would ,have been working, anal
working as well as it has ever worked1
if not better. The men would have seen
how fairly and squarely this board would
adjust their wages; they would at once
have felt themselves safe iii the hands of
their employers. I will make it clear to
the House which wa4 I1 will vote, and the
reason why I will so 'vote. I look upon
this, as6 I have said, as not a matter of a
rise or fall in wages. I told this House
last Thursday evening that I felt sure the
Government was taking the right stand ;
and I Ptill think so. When I' made
that stfltemeut I made it in all earnest-
ness, and having looked at the case
from every standpoint I have seen
nothing since that time to cause mc
to alter my opinion. I dare say that
if I did get beore my constituents, if Ii
were unlucky enough to go before them,
I might fall over this matter, but, I do
not think so. Now, I say that any hon.
member of this House who votes for the
amendment votes against that great, and

*grand, and glorious principle Of rbitra
tion which every labour leader ojanclient
and modern times has fought fo . For
that reason I will vote for the motion.

Tni COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. J. J. Holmes): Since I
came into office my task has been a very

Idifficult one. Difficulties have confronted
me oievery side. The last speaker has,
in amall way, put a, very few of those
diffl ulties before the House this evening.
I took office with one object in view; and
that is, to do my duty as Commissioner
of Railways, and to conserve the interests
of the State. N ooner had I assumed
office-I think ifwas on the very day
that I did so-than telegrams were put
before me announcing a strike at Menzies.
A few dayis after trouble arose at Fre-
mantle. Following on that there was a
petition from six to eight hundred per-
manent-way men, o a and all, demanding
an increase of pay., Farther, members
of Parliament from various parts of the
State were coming into my office hour
after hour, and day after day, bringing
requisitions for increases of pay from the
employees in their districts. My col-
league, the Minister for Works, was con-
fronted with the same difficulty. He had
a, strik4at the same time at Cunderdin, I
think iJ the name of the place. The diffi-
culty there was that certain bodies of men
in constructing different sections of public
works had met at this juncture, and so
it came about that in the very same
camap, at the very same time, here were
men receiving 7s. 6d., 8s., I'. Gd. , and
10s. a day, all doing practically the same
work. We immediately concluded that
there was only one way out of the
difficulty, and that was to classify the
wages, both in the Puablicl Works Depart-
ment and in the Railway Department,
and to do it simultaneously. We endlea-
voured, in the short time that was avail-
able, to formulate some scheme by which
we might bring about a claiisification on
our own account. Before any progress
was made in this direction, however,
matters became serious; and I sa14 tat
trouble was likely to arise. I con siered
that my first duty, before I increased
wages, was to see exactly where we stood;-

Iand I may say here that the n1ext thing
which confronted me was an Excess Bill
in respect of last yea is expenditure, which
was put before me. jThis Bill showed an
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expenditure for the railway service over
and above the estimate for last year
amounting to £1 11,000. This confronted
me, and I had to take it to the Cabinet,
and I fancy we had to a'vil ourselves of
the notorious "1Form J "Em order to get
ourselves over the difficulty and provide
that £111,000 excess. On the top of thatithe General Manager of Railways informed
me there was another .214,000 necessarv
to meet the deficiency; and consequently
the Excess Billof last year in connection
with the railways amounted to £125,000.
I concluded first that it was my duty to
find out what the wages bill was likely
to be on that basis for the current year,
No time was given, and matters werj
rushed and becoming more serious, but I
looked for some way out of the difficulty.
I suggested to the Labour representatives
a, way out of the difficulty: there and
then to bring a board into existence by
which we would give labour equal reprek
seutation and bring about a fair resuilt%
The member for Mount Margaret (Mr.
Taylor), who is an old unionist and one
who has fought and suffered in the cause
of unionism, admitted when I made that
proposal that it knocked the only plank
he had from under him, and he was
bound to accept the proposal. TIhis as
my suggestion to meet the Labour patty:
a. court of arbitration. I was prepared
to bringc into existence what the Concilia-
tion and Arbitration Act did not provide
for, and I took the responsibility upon
myself to bring a. board into existence to
meet the circumstances of the case.l it
has been said that the members of the
G~overnment have estimated that eight
shillings a day is a. fair rate of pay for
these men. The Government have not
been given an oppOrtunity to ascertain
whethe eigh shill-ings or nine shillings
or ten shillings is a fair rate of pay A.we
were rushed. The Government have Riot
yet announced that eight shillings should
be given, or that it is a fair rate; but
we have never refused it. My repiy
to the particular deputation-it was a
written reply to the secretary-was that
until classification was brought about, thj
wages must remain as at present, but
that when the classification board met
and decided that such an increase of wages
was necessary, the wages should be made
retrospective. What more could any
upright man expect than thatP If I ehose

to play the game of politics as some
membl)r4 used to play it, I could have
given the men the eight shillings, and
become the most popular man in the
country to-day. But I realised, before
makring any advance of this kind, which
would cost the country at least eighty to
one hudjed thousand Pounds, m-fy first
duty wato test what the cost was going
to be anll to find out how to provide
expenditure. I think we may pass by the
question of the rate of wages and deal
with the higher principle. To my muind
the question of the rate of wages does
not come int the question at all: it is a
question of &bntrol. I rea~lise that the
railways of the country whichi cost nine
millions of money are veated in in a-I
hold them in trust, not for any section of
the eommunjty who go on strike, but for
the 1800j people who own them. I
believe I anm doing my duty in taking the
stand I do. Notwithstaniding what is
said in the street that the Ministry
are divided, I may state emphatically
that the Ministry on the ]matter are
solid, and are prepared to stand or(
fall on this question. The men in the
department know that the other mem-
bers of the Ministry are with me.
Mr. Gregory has championed their cause
many a time, and Mr. Kirigsmill a-nd
MVr.*Leake and Mr. flhingworth have
championed their causte, and are prepared
to do it now when we are approached in
a right and prope! way. If I am allowed
to continue to control the department I
will see that j ustice is done to the men, no
matter whether the men on strike return
to work or whether theyr are men who
come to help -us outfrf the difficulty.
The men I believe know that; they have
confidence in me; they have confidence
that theyv will receive justice at my hands,
and I amn satisfied on this point because
I have gone out of my way to move
about amongst these men, and never since
theftdispute has arisen has one offensive
renlirk been made to me. The men have
been misled, and we have been misrepre-
sented;- that is the cause of the trouble.
I hon estly believe that the men reali se the
position, and the leaders who are placed
before them realise in us they havl true
and loyal friends, and the bulk oft!em.
at an early date will be back at work.
I sayv it is not a question of wages at all;
it is a question of might versus right. I
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am satisfied that the stand we are taking
is the correct one4aad I am sure tint
the only satisfaction that the men have
is that they believe they possess the
might, and the leaders are inducing them
to use it. Given an opportunity, although
some hon. members may think otherwise,
I believe 1 can control this geat earning
and spending departmentr and bring
about successful results, if supported as
I should be. Unless I am allowed to
control this department, disaster 'will
follow; and I say distinctly and emphati-
cally, unless I am allowed to control the
department and not the men's associa-
tion, I a~ not prepared to go on. The
position, II admit, is becoming serious;
we have given the men until to-morrow to
return to work; we have notified the
association that if the men do not return
to work then efforts will be made to fill
their places. I do not think the fen
realise the position, because there are
men in the service who have been loyal
servants for years, and have records in
the department in their favour which will
stand with them and assist them in their
promotion; hut unless they accept the
offer to return to work, other men will be
put in their place4.nd their past services
will be gone: they will have to begin
afresh at the bottom of the ladder. If
the men go back to work Uo-morrow
morning they will be put back in their
places, and they cannot expect us to do
other than stand by those who have)
assisted us. 'We are calling for volun-
teers to assist us out of our difficulty, and
I honestly believe the public of the State
realise the position of affairs, and will come
to our rescue and assist us out of the diffi-
culty. It has been suggeted that legisa
tion might be passedit void difficulti!es
of this kind. I say, no legislation this
HoGuse could pass can prevent such a
difficulty. You can legislate as -you like;
but if you countenance a. thing of this
kind with a body of men who are practi-
cally in control, as are these men, they
canidefy legislation, as they are doing,
oar ca)n leave us at any juncture they
may think proper. These men are beund
under agreement to me, as Commissioner
of Railways, to give me 14 days' notice
before they leave the service.

Mn. F. OouNon& You should beeon this
(Opposition) sidtof the House. Oppo-.
sition is more easy than Government.

Tun COMIMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS:- They have not done so. I have
my redress. By the law of this country
I can proceed against each and every one
of these men,.an( upon each of them a
penalty of £20 or~me month's imprison-
ment can be infitted. We have never
attempted to do anything of the kind;
we have tried to treat the men as kindly
as possible. Apart from that, mewr haive
been picketing at different parts of the
railway premises - and this also, I should
like to point out )ts contrary to law. we
shall have to sto! it now; we have coun-
tenanced it up to the present in order
that we might bring about a, satis-
factory result. A man found picketing
on any premises owned by the Rail-
way Department bytelwo
this land, subject 0a penalty of £25
or three months' imprisonment; and yet,
until now, we have allowed picketing to
go on in order that we might get out of
this unfortunate difficulty as peaceably as

possible. If the amendment be carried,
its 'eff ect w4A bIe an idorsement of the
men's action. I t'will put the men into
control of the railways ; and as far as the
Ministry are concerned, we are satisfied
we have done our duty, and we will
immediately tender our resignations, and
allow the maen to take control, as seems
to be the wish of some hon. members.~

Mn. Dirnroxqu: That is bunkum!'I
THE COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-

WAYS: The member for South Freman-
tle (Mr. Diamond), who moved the
amendment, gave I think only one
reason in its support, namely that he
was afraid of mob-rule: he was afraid of
the result.

MR. IKMOND: Inover suggested such
a thinias mob-rule.

THE COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: If such is the case, I am
ashamed to be a Britisher, living in a
British country.

Mn. DIAMOND:- I never said such a

thing; never used the words; never sug-
getdthe words.

THY, COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: The hon. member suggested
that the fosition was serious; that the
men wet in charge, and that the only
possibility was to consent to their
demands:

MR. DIAMOND:; I never suggested any-
thing of the sort.
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THE COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: He suggested, farther, that
arbitration was a way out of tije difficulty.
Well, we have been offeringlarbitra~tion
right through the piece, and the, men have
refused it; and yet the hon. member
thinks he may justify the men by saying
we can get over this difficulty now by
giving the men what they want, and
hereafter settling the question by arbi-
tration, when it is by arbitration thalwe
have been trying to deal with it 'all
through, and that arbitration the men
have refused.

Mn. DIAMOND: They have pledged
themselves to arbitrate.

THE COMMISSIONER OP RAIL-
WAYS: The member for North Perth
(Mr. Speight) has asked me what the
officers of the dep rtment thinrk of the
situation; whetbel they think they can
get through. The officers of the depart-
menit realise, as I anad this House realise,
that the position is serious ; but they are
unanimous that unless they can get
through now, if they cannot bring these
men back to) work and bring about a
settlemenat as welbuggest, and if the pre-
sent demands of'the men be conceded,
then hereafter the departmental officers
will be hopelessly in the bands of the
employees. The officers of the depart-
ment say distinctly that unless the Gov-
emnent succeed in this motion, hereafter
the officers rj11l lose control of the depart-
ment. AndJ take it these are responsible
offiers. Sdme of them have been a long
time in the service; some have been
criticised severely, whether justly or
unjustly; but, for the time being, they
are the executive officers of the Rail-
way Department, and I, as the Minister,
must accept their advice. (It has been
farther suggested that supplies may
run out, with disastrous results. I
believe supplies are running out on the
fields, and men and women are starving
there. But surely we have enough
Britishers in the country to go to the
rescue, and convey food to the starving

goople~o the fields. The member for
Sbaen(Mr Daglish) suggested that

the amendment would settle the present
dispute. With that I agree; but if we

s ettle this present dispute by allowing a
section of civil servants to dominate and
dictate as this section is doing, what will
be the result hereafter? I Each and every

dispute will be settled in a like manner,
and it is that which I wish to avoid.

MR. F. CoNNoR: Right or wrong:
stick to that point.

THE SPEAKERn: Order!
THE COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-

WAYS: If I bad any respect for the
hon sember I should reply.

MNioo: Well, reply.
Tat COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-

WAYS: But I think I can treat any
interjections from him with the contempt
they deserve. Coming to the suggestion
of the member of North Fremantle (Mr.
Doherty), that the Church should come
to the aid of the department, I think it
would 14 almost an insult to Parliament
to sugges? that two bishops should come
to our rescue at this stage. Unless this
Parliament is in a position to deal with
such an important subject without the
assistance of the Church as suggested,
then the sooner we dissolye Parlia-
ment altogether, and leave tliJ bishops to
carry on the business of the State, the
better.

MR. DOHERTY: I meant the bishops to
be an arbitration hoard only.

THE COMMIISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: The bishops of the Church have
no knowledge of the difficulties which will
arise; and, personally. I hare refrained
throughout from saying how long it will
take the board of arbitration o arrive at
a decisiont It was said by the delegates
who waited upon us that the whole thing
could be adjusted in ten minutes; and
naturally it could if each member of the
board hakmade up his mind. Therepre-
sentativeslIof the men have, no doubt,
made up-their minds that the men are
entitled to 8s. a day ; but would the
whole of the members be bf that opinion?9
And the first difficulty which will meet
the board is that the men in tb e service
have already been classified;I they are
receiving different rates of pay; and when
once the principle is established that the
fattier, who is at the bottom of the grade,
is entitled to a shilling increase, and he
gets that indrease, then each and every
section of the raiwa e loyees through-
out the service is justj entitled to make
a demand for an onrelsed wage. That
increase, to 4,000 eploy ees, means -2200
a day.

MR. DIAMOND : They pledge themselves
to arbitration afterwards.
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THE COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: The first difficulty which meets
the board is that the railway employees
are alreadA classified. The fettlers are
at the boittom; and, as soon as we give
the fettler 8s. per day we must raise the
wages proportionately right through the
service. The present classification has
been made by those who understand the
work, not by the bishops of the Churches.

Mis. DOHERTY -. 1did not suggest a
classification by the bishops.

THx COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS:- If one increase be given without
inquiry, then an increase must be given
throughout the service, which will cost
the departnint from £80,000 to £100,000

perg annumf I do not mind that, so
long as I know I am expected to
provide from £80 ,000 to £100,000 per
annum. I can, without any difficult.
with a great reveny-earuing department

sqeze £80,000 ol£250,000 out of the
pbiby means of increased rates, so

long as 1 know I am expected to do so.
But to enter upon my career with an
uncertainty as to what my wages bI is
to be, and at the samve timo0 bring about

asatisfactory result, it iF too much to
expect of me. I first proposed, given ab
fair chance-with the assistance of a6
board which could deal with it-to
classify the whole of the men throughout
the serviw, to decide their rates of pay,
and upolthat, determine the rates to be
charged for the transit of goods and
passengers throughout this country. I
think there is no necessity for me to deal
with this question farther. I should like
indeed to thank members for the kindness
they have extended to me throughout the
difficult dutiejlI have had to perform
during the lafl week. It is of great
assistance to have the confidence of so
many members of this House. It may
not be thought I deserve it, but I think
one and all realise tiat up till now, at all
events, I have nevef had a fair chance to
do jutstice either to the department or to
the number of employees under may con-
trol. I have, as I have said, a duty to
perform, that being to protect the rail-
ways controlled by me. It would beimuch
easier to give increases in all directions~
and make myself popular, but that is not
the kind of politics I am going to adopt.
I have accepted an important -position in
the Ministry of thin State, and while I

remain a Minister I am going to do my
duty, no xatter what may result. In
taking thee stand I do, I think I am
adopting a right one, which will result
ultimately in the interests of the depart-
ment and also in the interests of the men.
I would, indeed, be glad to be relieved of
the responsibility, but my colleague bave
asked me to accept this positions and
have put me into it, and while here K ill,
I repeat, do my duty, and I am satisfied
that in taking the stand I do, I am
pursuing the right course.

MR. J. Li. NANSON (Murchison):
When this question was prev.is ly
debated in the House, I took occasio4t
suggest to the Government that it mi bt
be well to consider whether they hsad
exhausted every means of conciliation. I
venture to think that advice was not
altogether bad; because since that time
the Government have done what lay in
their pow to persuade the men their
intentions *were such as would lead to a
fair, equitale, and reasonable settlement;
and I now desire to say, as a private
member and one who had very much
sympathy with the men when the struggle
began, that I consider the Government
have done everything in their power to
exhaust theft resources of conciliation.
They gave to the men the option of
deciding what kind of board should be
formed. The boardl is agreed to by the
association, and then the association
turns round and defies, I venture to say,
the whole community, and tells us the
decision of that bo-ards not to be bind-
ing on either side. 'Ibelieve it was
farther said, notwithstanding that rebuff,
that everyone who returns to work by
to-morrow morning will be reinstated.
But matters have now come to such a
pass that it is for this Hqs to consider
whether these well-mntjefforts at con-
ciliation have not been reeived rather as
evidence of timidity and of weakness on
the side of the Government than-as I
am sure they were meat-as evidence of
good-will. A time must come in every
dispute when conciliation capses, and
an action of another kinds becomes
imoperative; and in passing the motion,
which I think I may take it will be
carried by an. overwhelming majority this

mornng, this House will affirm the
prnciple that there are limits beyond
which neither Parliament nor Govern-
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nient can go; that cosderatio foa
section of the community cannot be
allowed to ov~rwhehn consideration for
the entire community, and that if we
were to give way now, we should be
affirming the principle of government
not on the grounds of equity and of
justice, but merely brute force. I have
never in this disgte undertood the
Government to sayh ey afir the: men
are entitled to this Na. a day. The action
of the Government, as I understand it, is
that they neither affirm nor dispute that
proposition. It would be in absurdity
in terms to talk of arbitration when no
difference of opinion exists. It is
impossible 5to read that official state-
ment pubflshed in the newspapers this
morning from the permanent heads of
the department, without seeing that those
permanent heads have a very decided
amount of doubt as to the precise sum
those wages should be; and this House
would be stultifying itself, and the Govern-
nientfalso would be stultifying itself, if
the advice of the permanent officials,
those gentlemen in highly responsible
positions, were to be utterly cast aside in
a question of this sort, and the question
not considered in a judicial and fair
manner. It cannot be supposed that an
arbitration board of th4kind suggested
would not be inclined "o weigh both
sides of the case and do even-banded
justice. But what are we to suppose from
the attitude of the men who, on the one
hand, declare they are perfectly satisfied

of c'j justice of their claim, and yet, on
the ther hand, even when they have sug-
gesfd a board themselves, will not sub-
mit their claim to the arbitrament of
that boardP I join with the Commis-
sioner of Railways in deprecating the
suggestion-in however mild a way it
may have beenp pt-mad by the member
for North Fremnantle (Mr. oet)ta

amatter of this sort shoi d be referred
to a board of bishops. I venture to think
the time for referring it to any board at
all has gone by, because the multitude of
suggestions wade as to conciliation by
means of one sort of board or anothej
have met with absolutely the same fate.
that being a fiat rejection on the part of
the association. I trust that if this
matter comes up in the House again, I
shall always be found standing by the
side of the Government, and assisting

them by every means in my power to
advocate not only this priucipre of arbi-
tration, but also that the government of
the country shall be conducted on prin-
ciples not merely of blind force, but also,
as I have already said, on the principles
of equity and justice.

MR. R. H4TIE (Kanowna) : I should
like to baveirnoved an amendment dif-
fering in t~vo particulars from that
brought forward, but I am satisfied from
the way in which things have gone
that such an amendment would not be
carried. We have combined two ques-
tions here. The first question to considei
is that the amendment asks us to affirn4
that the men shall have an increase of
is. aday. But that is not the question to-
night. The real question is whether we
should emuphasise our approval of the
manner in which the Government have

acted up to the pr 0ent moment. I take it
tat Is the positio pt before the House.

Therefore I persolly, and I believe
most of my friends on this bench, Will
vote for that motion. But I should like
to say this: if we had a straight-out
motion as to whether we would recom-
mend an increase of Is. per day in te
men's wages, we should like to votttfor
that.

MR. DIAMOND: You cannot vote for
both, you know.

MR. HASTIE: I wish to point out
that the fact of voting for this motion
does not in any way indicate that we aire

agat the increase of Is. per days The
hon.member who interrupted meS does

not understand that what I stated is
quite outside that question. He does
not know everything. It is quite possible
that we on this bench know something.

MR. DIAMOND: Your experience is so
much greater.

MR. HASTIE: So far as I know, nc4
one denies that the men deserve more.
We have all practically agreed that the
men should get an increase of pay
amounting to Is. per day, and tbeonly
point in dispute is as to the better way to
give it to them. Some people say:
" Give them thiesifling tight off to
settle this question, and never mind the
future." From my-'experience in these
matters, more especially in this country,
I feel absolutely certain that if th is
demand for Is. per day increase be
granted in the manner that the strikers
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ask, then within the nei~fortnight we
shall have four or five strikes on our
hands. I feel absolutely certain of
that, and for this reason more than any
other. How have we. hitherto settled
disputes of labour with the Governmet
in this country? In every case, I bgl.ieve,
the Government of the day havej bee
bluffed into granting the demands tf the
men. And even if it be granted that we
will adopt conciiation afterwards, we
have to consider that we have practically
nothing to show that we shall be able to
do SQ It is all very well to say that this
does~ not follow. I accept the pledges
gives as being an expression of the mnds
of those who give them for the present
moment; but I do not think that the
pledges of the association will in the
future be of any greater value than that
attributed to the pledges giveni to their
electors by some members who sAt in this
House. And for this reason: those mem-
bers all say that they have a right to put
their own interpretation on the pledges
they gave to their constituents. And so
will the strike party the strike executive,
demand the right tolnterpret the mean-
ing of their pledges.' It will be found, I
fear, that this association will take
strong action afterwards. I believe that
the men should get an advance; but I
also believe that many other members of
the service ought toget a~n advance, andl
I believe that thisi the only way to
settle the difficulty satisfactorily. The
question before us to-night is very largely
a question of deciding how these men are
to get their increase, how we are to give
them that rise in wages. On the one
hand we have been asked to say tha the
Government or Parliament ought to 'tie
them the shilling, and on the other hand
we are told that it ought to be given them
by a Roardof Arbitration. I believe that
every meraber of this House wishes
arbitration to be adopted at the earliest
possible moment. We havelali of us
adopted the principle of arbitration, and
we are all ready to abide by decisions in
accordance with it. We have come to
this, so far as I can see at any rate, that
there is no way of treating this question
except that of affirming the principle
stated in the resolution proposed by the
Premier, and of doing our best to see
that railway communication is continued
in the future.

MR. F. CONNOR (East Kimnberley):
I think I expressed my opinion on this
matter pretty forcibly in the early prt of
the evening. I ay~ this question is a
question of right and wrong, adlt de-
volves on us to say -whether these men
have a right to the increase in their pay
or whether they have not.

A LABOUR Mnnnn:. No, no.
MR. TAYLoR: They have a right.
Mn. F. CONNOR: We cannot get

away from it. I It is no -use beating the
air in discussing this thing. It is HO Use
going into side issues. The single ques-
tion is:- are these men jubtifled in asking
for Bs. a day to live on and to keep their
families on, or are they no& justified?1

MR. TAYLOR: Oetilylhey are.
Mn. F. CONNOR: Nov? I want to pin

down the Labour party to this. Are
they in favour of these men getting 8s. a
day P

MRx. TAYLOR: We are unanimous On
it.

Mnz. F. CONNOR. Well, then, what
aeyou djscussiuAeyugigt

ro wihh Government?
SEVEX' LABOUR MEMBERS: Yes.
MR. F. CONNOR: The bon. members

of the Labour party are going to vote
with the Government, and yet they say
these men are entitled to the increase. It
is a clear-cut issue.

MIA. TAYLOR: 'Not so.
Mn. F. CONNOR: Will thel hon.

member tell m e why it i s not cleat' cut P
I ask, are these people entitled to 8s. a day
or are they fairly paid at Ts. a day?
Perhaps hon. members will kindly follow
me, If I am in order, I -wish to try to

pi hfLabour party dlown to this. I
want tot'sk the Labour members of this
House whether or not they are in
sympathy with the men, and whether
they are going to support th e amendment
which says that these men cannot live on
7s. a day. The men say theycanot live
and support their families oil 7s. a day.
Are the Labour members in sympathy
with these men, or are they not P

SEVE:RAL LABOUR MEmmns: Yes;
certainly.

Mn. F, CONNOR:- Both the late
Government and the present Government
have said that they are entitled to the 8s1
a day. Now when the present Govern-
ment say to the men, " You are entitled
to it, but you cannot get it," why then
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the men say, "1We will endeavour to get
it; we will use every power we have to
get it." That is the position before this
House. NoRle us consider the position
of the hion. In hmber who was returned to
this House as the tribune of the Railway
Department, the member for East
Fremantle. I say he was returned as
the tribune of the Railway Department.
He is the great man who, sitting in
opposition to th~llate Government, said,
1, can find a flaW in everything that you
do, because you sit on that side of the
House and I on this." I wish him to
understand the position. That hon.
member when he siat on this (0Opposti
side of the House, said, "1I can fill a
flaw in everything you do. I canlo
everything better than you." Now the
hon. gentleman. comes into power, and
what does he do ?

A MEMBER: He finds the " flaw."
Mu.. P. CONNOR: No; he found no

"flaw;'V but he created a stjike. I attri-
bute this strike purely andisimply to the
member for East Fremanti!. Re created
this strike, I say. Are we benefited by
that? Is the country benefited by that?
Are we benefited by the fact that the hon.
member who sat over here saying, "I
know everything ijetter than you," now
sits over there and~ays, " These men are
entitled to the extra money, hut I won't
give it to them"? Because he did say
that. Hle takes that position as a nicber
of the Ministry of this State. I con-
gratulate him on his accessiol to office: it
is a great achievement for a ~on an,
a comparatively young man, to attain that
position. He has attained that position,
he sits there now, and I congratulate him
on the fact. I congratulate him on it,
and I congratulate him on the situation.
I hope he enjoy the sit ation. I myself
in his place shouild not enjoy it, but the
position in regard to this q uestion is as
follows-and I will reiterate it again and
again and again--are the men justified in
demanding 8s. a day ? I challenge-I
have said this before I and say it again,
and.[ do not care thow often I say it-4
challenge the Proffier, I challenge the
Commissioner of Railways, to say that
the men are not entitled to it. Then,
if they are entitled to it, if it cannot be
denied that they are entitld to it, why
not give it to them? Wh 1not do away
with all this great trouble? I will ask

the question of lion, members who sit on
the cross-benches. It is impossible for
them to answer.

A. LABOUR Msasnra: What about the
ultimate cost of yieldingP

MR. F. CONINOR. Never mind that.
This is a question of right and wrong.
I have taken my stand Olathe ques-
tion of whether 'the men are right or
wrong. Again, have they a right to this
increase of a shilling a day, or have they
not Y Again, if they hav;e a right why
not give it to them ? If you so. they
have not a right to it, explain whyA the
have not? I think the machinery the
men made use of was wrong; I think the
strike was to be deprecated in every
possible way; but what were the meni
to do ? If their position is wrong,
let me ask,j is the position of the
Ministry hei' any more legitimate?
They cannot deny that the men are right
in. this instance; neither can it be denied
that the men are wrong. I say that the
Ministry are wrong; that is the positiqn
Eight shillings a day is not more thanlp
fair living wage to men who have to k p
families; therefore I say the Government
might possibly waive their dignity. The
clear-cut issue is this: A sect-ion of the
men demand that they shall be paid a
living wage, and the Goe~ ment hav
not denied that the demandlis just, but
have refused it.. The Govern ent should
have acceded to the request as long as
the demand was just.

Mn&. W, D. JOHNSON (Kalgoorlie):- I

say without hesitation, the men deserve
eigt shillings a day, and I have thought
that for a gpnsiderable time; still I
maintain thal the "1farm " hands who
are out on sttike at Fremantle at the
present time should have their case
decided. The hon. member for South
Fremantle (Mr. Diamond) is the champion
at the present time of the fettlers. A
little time ago he was the champion of
the "frm hands, but he has forgotten
them now.

Ma. DIAMOND: The "farm" hands
have nothing to do with the question at
all.

Mit. W. D. JOHNSON: I wish to ask
the member for East Kimberley (Mr.
Connor) -I think he said he has been a
mn ber of this Chamber for ten years-
ha6,he just come to the conclusion, or

hasphe just satisfied his mind, that the
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fettlers in the Railway Department are
working at a rate which they cannot live
on. He has been in this Chamber for
ten years, and he has just found out,
when these men come out Ion strike,
that they are not receiving a living
wage. If the hon. member had done
his duty, he should bare brought this
matter before the last Ministry, and
then the men would have been working
at an increased rate now, and there would
bave been no strike. The positionjf the
Labour party is plain in this matter,
but T regret to say we are not altogether
solid. We take a stand in this matter
that is a just one, and the only one which
true unionists can t~ke. We are believers
in arbitra'on and conciliation; we have
fought fo4 arbitration and will continue
to do so. The difference between the
Labour party and the executive of the
Railway Association is that the Railway
Association are working for the fettlers
only: they forget that the "1farmn" hands
are members of the association, ajd that
they should be fighting for tho en as
well as for the fettlers. The an
hanuds are not in a position to hang up the
railways because they only number about
60, still these men should Dot be forgotten;
but because the fettlers are in a aoiti'
to lock up the railways they are toreceive
early attention, yet the " farm " hands
were on strike first, therefore the position
of the executive of the men's association
is unjust. The executive should try and
get the wages demanded by the "1farm "
hands first, and then deal with the
fettlers. I am not here as an advocatj
for settling the trouble ])iecemeal.,

Mu. DiAMoND): The "farm" hands
were not members of the association when
they struck.

Ma. JOHNSON: They are to-night. I
would like to ask members who know so
much about the Railway Association, what
about the officers in charge of wayside
stations on the goldIfieldiwho are working
twelve hours for 7s. of 8s. aL day:- are
they not entitled to an increase ? Why
not redress their grievance at the same
time as that of the fettlers ? I am here
as the champion of the employees and I
want an increase for the whiolc of the
employees who are championedt us.
The position taken up by the Corn-
missioner of Railways is a just one. At
the time that the fettlers came out he

had the trouble with the "1farm " hands
to deal with, and if he had settled
the matter with the "farm'l hands
he would have had the fettlers out, and if
he had settled the fettlers' strike there
would have been other digputes with the
guards and the porters:- these -men would
have been continually striking. But the
Minister said -I will not have that: I
will settle the whole difficulby a board
which shall classify the wlBOle of the
service; I will make their decision retro-
spective." How can we as unionists
cavil at thatP The decision is just and
we will accept it: a majority stand here
to-night prepared to go on in that way.
We are believers in arbitrationland a
majority of us will support the mttion.

Mn, H. J. YELVERTON (Sussex): T
do not propose at this early hour of the
morning to refer at great length to the
question, but in dealing with the subject
the other evening in the course of my
remarks on thelAddress-in-reply I1 said
I believed the position taken up by the
Government was a. just one, and that I
hoped that they would be suLpported by
the members of the House. I regret thai
prophecy is not to be fulfilled; still I hope
the Government will be supportedjby v
large majority of members. So far as I
am concerned, speaking as one who has
had considerable experience as an em.
ployer of labour for 25 or 30 1years, and
having had to deal with considerabb
bodie of eI may say that I have
alwayS fond3n my dealings with men.
they have be~ reasonable when the3
are treated fairly; at any rate that is m3
experience I do not think that at pme
sent any labouring man in the countr3
who ever worked for mec could say I
treated Jjjr unfairly. When iI sayI
am aboutjto support the Government ii
this matter, I trust the working men wit.
still be with me on the question. I
have heard it said many times thui
evening that the fettlers and line repaireri
on the railways are entitled to an1 xtr
shilling per day. I am going to(I. sa11
that I am not yet convinced on ha-
question, because I know on the sawmilli
and in thle forests of the coutry-I an
speaking of a matter I understand--tn
wage there at the present time are eigh
shillings a day for nine 'hours, and thn
fettlerm-and I havrwatched their work-
who it is said ale entitled to eigh
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shillings a day, do not have to work so
hard as the men in the forests and at the
sawmills, and at other great industries
in the country which are baocked up by
private enterprise. If the fettlers are~
entitled to eight shillings a day, thenl
these other men are entitled to a much
greater increase; while I know with
regard to the timber trade, the busi-
ness will not stand an increased rate
of pay. Therefore I say I am very
much in doubt whether the fettlers
are entitle4.to the increase demanded.
But, putting aside altogether that ques-
tion of wages, for I sal, that is not before
us this evening, the question is whether
we shall give way to the demands made
hr this association; whether we shall
allow it to rule this country, or will
adhere to far intention to support con-
stitutionalk government. That is the
position, I take it; and I believe it is a
Just one; and upon this question I shall
this morning support the Government,
and will not support any amendment
whatever. Unless the Premiej alters the
terms of his proposal, I shalli adhere to
that resolution, and will support him. I
have said quite sufficient to express my
views on the subject, and I intend to
abide by those views and to vote with the
Government.

MR. J. MW. HOPKINS (Boulder) : I

am ch pleased to see that this has not
be)treated as a party question; and 1
ise mor particularly to say that my

opinion is entirely in opposition to the
opinions expressed by the member for
South Fremantle (Mr. Diamond) and by
those other members who have supported
the amendment, when they state that the
men have exhausted ever~constitutional
means of having their grievancesremedied.
I say they have not done so, and I shall
endeavour to prove that before I finish.

MR. F. CoNNoR: Prove it.
MR. HOPKINS: Ilam sorry indeed to

think we are having a strike on our rail-
ways. I am sure it isa matter of regret
to every person throighout the length
and breadth of Australia; and in the
minds of most of us it aims a blow atone
of our most cherished ideas, that is of
reserving to the State the right of build-
ing and controlling the railways. It i4
occurrences like this which tend to bring
the people round to thinking it would
be much better if the railways were

placed under a company like the Midland
Company, whereby there would be no
strikes at all. That is one of the conse-
quences which is apt to accrue from such
strikes. As to the men being entitled tol
an increase of wages, I may say I have
been a pubiic man for over three years
past, and during that time I have had the
honour of being the mao f the tow
Of Boulder, which pa~ys slabourers Ils
8d. per day, while the Governmentl
labourer is working, very often at more
laborious work, within a stone's throw of
the municipal labourer, and earning only
7s. a, day and an extra shilling as a gold-
fields allowance; and I believe it is the
intention of the Ministritto rectify these
anomalies. I may ask t&o House if they
really think the men will accept the
overtures that have come from the
member for South Fremantle, and that
we should throw out this Ministry with
a view of having that hon. member on
the Treasury be ell?

MR. DIAMONDI It is not a question of
throwing out a 1!nistry.

MR. HOPKINS: Or are we to throw
out the Ministry in order to bring in the
member for the "1black North "-I beg
pardon, East Kimberley ? We are not to
be hoodwinked in that manner. 1 say
the member fort Northam (Mr. G.
Throssell) undoubredlyi made a mistake.
When this question came before the late
Premier (Mr. Throssell) it was for him
to deal with it finallyV, so far as his term
of office was concerned, and to decide,
either ~e way or other, yes or no. But
we find tat, three days after the ques-
tion caihe before him, he goes out of
office, but writes a private communication
to the men, wherein he says: " Gentle-
men, you have proved your case up to the
hilt ;" or in other words, " You have jpur
labour to sell, and we are paying yol~s.
a day for it; but it is worth 88." That
is a nice position for the Premier of the
country to take up.

Ma. RAsoN: He did more than that.
MR. HOPKINS: We may reasonably

illustrate the position by supposing that
Mr. Throssell takes his wool clips to
Dalgety & Co., and they tell him ftis
worth Sd., but he says he will accept 7d.
for it.

MR. DIAMOwN You are grossly mis-
representing the hon. member.
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MR. HOPKINS: There is no person
more sensible than I of the dpuitie
that will accrue, more particullto mny
own constituents. I recognise that if
this strike be continued, the wines must
dlose down-that is absolutely certain;
and I think every industry of this country
will follow, and that probably the first
men to "1go broke" will be the city
merchants. I am perfectly satisfied thel
country will be devastated if this strike
continue. I appreciate the remarks of
the member for North Perth (Mr. iR.
Speight) when he referred to the position
in which we were placed when the men
threatened to strike. I agree with him
that it was very advisable to know whoj
were the masters of the situation. Now,
the Principle of an arbitration board is
found in the motion niade by the Premier
to-night. I am one of those who have
been eleted to maintain that principle.
I have here telegrams, which I have
alrqp~y placed before the Premier, from
mylown constituency, wherein my con-
stituents ask for my assistance towards
getting the men an increase of a shilling
a day. They already have my assurance.
that they will havo my assistance to see
that the men get, not Is. a day, lwt that
their " screws " will, be raised to 4rate in
accordance with the rate of pay rifling in
the districts in which they happen to be
employed.

Ma. GEORGE: Then there will have to
be higher railway rates paid in your dis-
trict.

Mna. HOPIKINS:- From the wording
of these telegrams and from the meetings
held, I am convinced 3that up to the
present time the people Bn the fields have
not heard the two sides of the question.
It is, to my mind, one of the most serious
problems that has over darkened the
hoizon of Australia. It is indeed a
serious thing to know that one-fourths
of the entire population of this State
is, at the present time, cut off ; its
supplies are cut off, and there are
no means by which those supplies can
be efficiently replenished. It is very
serious to think that 400j or 600 railway
men should take upon Ithemselves the
responsibility of going off strike to bring
about such dire consequences. [A Mnw-
smn: 400.] Very well; 400. There are
two sides to this question. The men
have their labour to sell; and it was right

for them to make application, in the
ordinary course ofibusiness, for a rise, if
they consider theyww&e entitled to it. I
understand they made an application to
have their wages increased. They fol-
lowed that up by a petition to the General
Manager, and from the General Manager
it went to the Ministe* and from the
Minister to the PremiejI think with an
ultimatum that they wAuld go out on
strike on a certain dte; and, after going
on strike to try to force the hands of
this Parliament, trying to induce us to
violate our own ideas of constitutional
government, they then start to prepare
a petition foxfresentation to Parliament;
but this is t% course they should have
adopted before they went on strike. I
am perfectly convinced that if the rail-
way employees had come to the Minister
and gone from the Minister to the Premier,
and then, not having had their grievances
rectified in a manne~vhich they thought
fair and square, had 'presented a petit-ion
to Parliament, that petition would have
been fairly and squarely dealt with by
both sides of this House. I undertake
to say tbat when the question of passing
those wages comes before the J0oue,
and whatever this board may dj I for
one will feel, when the Estimate! next
come before us, that it will be my pleasure
and my duty to see that every person in
the employ of the Government is gettin~g
a rate of wages equal to the "ato paid
in the district where that personiappens
to be employed. The hour is erny, and
I shall not speak at any great length;
but -we shall be here again to-night dis-
cussing the question. On Thursday night
last I thought it would have been pre-
ferable had we dealt with this matpr in
committee, with the Press excluded;lIand
hada re done that we might have foi~nu-
lated a proposal which would have met
the wishes of both parties. However, I
am here to-night to represent my con-
stituency, a constituency which has a
great deal at stake. I say I cannot, in
the face of my election pledges, gi back
on the proposition moved by the Prlie.

I iethat my very hearty support, and
siply say that I now look forward to
the time. when I shall h ave an opportunity
of doing my share towards seeing that
these men do get a reasonale remunera-
tion for their labour; anR hlope it -will
not take me 10 long years fb be convinced
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of the justice of their claim, as it has
taken the member for East Kinmberley
(Mr. Connor).

MR. F. WILSON (Perth) :I have
listened with some considerable attention
to the remarks wbjob have fallen from

previouts speakersWth the hope that I
might hear something fresh in connection
with this great dispute, the strike now
existing. I confess that when listening
to the remarks of the member for Guild-
ford (Mr. C. H. Bason) and the member
for Subiaco (Mr. H. Dagjish), I was
unable to understand bowj they could,
whilst admitting that the Vion of the
men was decidedly wrong, wish to reward
them for having taken that wrong action.
In a dispute, no matter whether it is a
question of wages, hours, or any other
point between two parties, employer and
employed, if one side givesiway and
grants the request of the other, the matter
is settled and settled once and for all, and
on the easiest basis. I wish to point out
that this unfortunate strike among the
railway hands has undoubtedly reached
an acute stage. We have a position
thrust upon us no in which we have to
decide whbether theoverinment and the
Parliament of this State shall be supreme,
whether the railways and other public
undertakings belonging to the State shall
be controlled by the responsible Ministers
of the Crown, or whether theX shall be
controlled by a section of thejcivil ser-
vants represented by this union. The
question has narrowed itself down to that
position. The Premier could have adopted
no other action than that he has taken
to-night. There is no man who could sit
longer in the responsible position the
Premier holds here, and carry this load
upoulhis shoulders, when Parliament was
in se~ion, without coming to the House
and asking to have his action either in-
dorsed or condemned; and I consider the
speech he made to-night, placing the
matter clearly before hon. members, was
one of which be might well be proud, and
I congratulate him lupon it. It was
moderate in its tone and yet deter-
mined in its delivery; and I say had the
Premier taken any other action, had be
allowed this rave matter, which we all
deplore, to continue without submit-
ting it and getting a definite de' Io
from this Parliament as to whethel his
actions should be indorsed or otherwis,

had be pennitted himself to be swayed
and influenced by such mewmhers as the
member for South Fremantle (Mr. A. J.
Diamond) and others into giving way to
the men's demands, without insisting
upon the matter being. considered by
arbitration, which he so airly proposed
some time since, he woufl have lost the
respect not only of the members of this
House, but also the respect of the
people of the State, and of the very
strikers themselves. To say this demnand
has been conceded as just on all sides is,
I thinkj making a statement that is not
true. V

MR. F. Co;NNoR: Do you deny
it ?

Ma. WILSON: Emphatically I deny
it. I say that I and others, and I ven-
ture to assert hundreds and thousands
of people in this State, have never yet
considerecl the justice of the demands
made. lihas yet to be proved that the
wages theirten 'are receiving are too smnall
for the work they are giving to the State.
I do not insinuate by this that the
decision will be against the men-I am
rather ipclined to think it will be in their
favour ;tbut I would remind the House
that there are thousands of men in this
State to-day working for the wage these
men are receiving, namely 7s. a day, and
there are men working on railways here
who are gettiig only 7s. a day for the
same class otlwork. But I do not wish
to advance thaTt as an argument that this
demand of the men should be declined
out of hand. By all means let the matter
be fairly considered and dealt with by a
tribunal for which these men have
agitated so long; by arbitration, thjnly
fair tribunal which could settle a dispute
of this character. The member for South
Fremantle advanced as an argument, why
the Government should give way, that
the Chamber of Commerce at Kalgoorlie
had decided, after dlue consideration, that
it was in the best interests of the State that
thelmen should receive the advance. I
wishi this House to understand there were
present at that meeting of the Chamber
of Commerce which considered this
question 15 members, of whom eight
voted for the motion and seven against
it. The motion was carried by a
majority of one, and ave it on the
authority of merchants Athis city and
responsible people in Kalgoorlie that the
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decision of the Chamber of Commerce
does not by any means represent public
opinion.

*MR. F. CONNOn: You have no nght to
say that.

MR. WILSONf: I say it emphatically,
and I defy th4I bon. member to dispute
the accuracy of my statement.

MR. CONNR I dispute it absolutely.
Mn. WILSON: I hope this House will

support the Government in the motion
submitted, and I say that in my humble
opinion one of the conditions of arbita-
tion on any lines must be that the men
return to work forthwith. They 'ave
taken up a wrong position, and I believe
the majority of the men are beginning to
find that out for themselves. They must
understand clearly that men who are
employed in the service of the State arinan absolutely different position fro
men who are serving private firms. They
are servants of the State, and it is not
right, and I say it is an almost unheard
of thing, that the whole ralilway system
of any country should be paralysed by the
action of civil servants rifusiug to con-
tinue in their employment.] If the Govern-
ment are wrong in refusinig the requests
of these men, there is a proper and con-
stitutional method of obtaining redress.
I have yet to hear that the men have ever
attempted to approach this Parliament in
a constitutional fashion f~ r the purpose
of seeking redress of theilrievauces. I
venture also to assert, without fear of
contradiction, that if this Parliament
considered that the men's demand was
just, and if it had been brought before
Parliament in a proper wanner, the men
remaining at their work and not para-
lysing he railway system of the State

a e4have done, then the members of
ths aliament would not have hesitated

to cast a vote adverse to the Government
of the day, and turned them out of office
on account of their action in refusing the
advance. But that is not the pojition.
The position is that the mInf have
adopted a - stand and deliver " policy,
saying: " You must grant this advance
or else we do not care what may happen
to the rest of the population. We are
going to stop the running of the ra 'ways;
we are going to make the l186OOO0eople
who live in different parts of thiN Stt
suffer because you will not at once accede

I to our demands." Ts that a right stand
for any smail section of the community
to take ? I venture to say that no right-
thinking person i1 Wester Australia
can support such a ontnion. I would
like to point out th& in this great ques-
tion we have the eyes of the other States
on us. I know full well that the action
of the present Administration is being
watched in the Eastern States. They
are rnxiously waiting to see the result of
this Istrike in Western Australia; they
are laiting to see bow our Government
and our Parliament are going to handle
this difficulty; and should we show any
signs of wavering, should we for one
moment surrender the privileges and the
powers of this House, allow any
section of the community, to dominate
and overrule the right ofthis House
to control the public estate, then
you may depend on it that it will have a
very bad moral effect right throughout
the Commonwealth. In that aspect alone
we have a, duty to jrformt not only to
the people of 'Western ustralia, but also
to the whole of the people of the Aus-
tralian Commonwealth. It is our duty
to show that we will insist that Parlia -
ment shall be supreme, and that these
men must not adopt a " stand-and-
deliver " poli.cy towards the qovernment
of the day. I hope that th4 reasonable
and just principle of arbitration which
has been contended for so long by these
different unions and by members of this
House, having been conceded to the men,
will be adopted by them. And here I
wish to join issue with the member for
South Frenmantle (Mn. Diamond), who
said that this House had shut the men%
out from arbitration.

MR. DIAMOND: I said Parliament had
shut them out.

Mn. WILSON: Parliament has done
nothing of the sort. Parliament did
not shut these men out from arbitra-
ton.

MR. DIAMOND: Parliament did shut
them out.

M4 WILSON: The men shut them-
selve ut from it.

MIK DaOND : They did not.

MR. WILSON: They shut themselves
out in having clerical workers, or mem-
bers of the clerical staff, mixed up with
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other workers. Hence the reason why
they could not register under the Arbi-
tration Act. Is Parliament to blame for
that, and is thatny reason or j ustifica-
tion for their taking up this high-handed
position? Not at all. If the men are
closed out from the operation of the
Arbitration Act, I say the Government
have " gone one better " by offering, and
again offering, and reiteratinig the offer,
to create a special Boardff Arbitration
to consider and settle th~ dispute once
and for all. I think that the arments
which have been advanced here to-night
aaaiust the Government proposal are
childish. I say, farther, that they are
unpatriotic, and calculated to do injury

tothewell-being and the peacefulness of
t4Sae:. I do hope that hon. members

will think twice before they oppose this
motion, knowing full well that it means
the supremacy of Parliament in all
affairs which affect the well-being of
the State and the control of the public
property.

Mn3 RESIDE (Hanans):- I am

sor at the occasion has arisena for my
N~ylsing the House once more on the
situation. The last time I spoke it was
with the strike impending, and I then
expressed the opinion of this party as
unionists and labour men on the situa-
tion, igrder to prevent what we
consid eredold be a nationral calamity.
Our aodv te was disregarded. Again
standing here as a worker, and as a
representative of workers, and as a
unionist, I say to every man, to every
worker, that although I find myself in a
peculiar post. n here,aiposition that
appears to beo ntagonitic to the men
who sent me here-I have been promoted
by those men, I have fought their battles
in the past, but I have been promoted
by may fellow-workers to the position of
p)olitician; and therefore it is from a
politicastandpioint I must view the
situation. Ad Isay this is not a qlues-
tion of wages. The justice or the
inj ustice of the men's demand is not
under consideration to-night before this
tribunal of the representatives of the
country. I say the question is solely one
of prin iple; and when I say that I have

fogji he forefront of the labour
r kanks or the principle of arbitration, that
I have fought for the time when strikes

would be a thing of the past, and that I
have said all labour disputes ought to be
settled by the principle of arbitration,
and when I consider that Iarbitration is
one of the planks of the Lat6our platform,
how can I consistently refrain from sup-
porting the motion which is now before
Parliament? I say this is the position
the Labour party finds itself in to-night;
and as far as I am personaky concerned
I have endeavoured to th4l best of my
ability to bring about a, stlement of
this strike. It was through my per-
sonal intervention that the members
of the Ministry and the executive of
the strikers were brought together. I
really thought at one time that, a settle-
ment of the difficulty had been arrived at.
Thelparties were, indeed, within an ace
of it. When it was found that they
tripped over vanious conditions, I was
bitterly disappointed. At the conference
held at the Premier's office on Monday
morning several propositions were laid
down, and one of them was fliat a board
should be appointed. Thatf board was
then practically agreed on. IThe parties
also were agreed on the number of
members the board should have, the
persons who should be appointed mem-
bers, and the manner of electing the
chairman. All these things were agreed
on. But then the question arose whether
the decision of thj.board should be bind-
ing. The menclsaid they were not
agreeable to accept the decision of the
board as binding. That was taken as
one of the conditions to be referred to
the Cabinet, as the Ministers at the
conference would naturally hav2 to refer
to the Cabinet for ratification5 or other-
wise of the conditions. Usli second
condition was that the men should return
to work before the award was given.
The third condition had reference to
reinstatement of the strikers. The Cabinet
on considering these questions decided,
it appears, that the awajd mut 1e bind-
ing, and that the rnei mus return to
work before the boarJ delivered judg-
ment. The third proposal that the men
should be reinstated in their old positions
and that no one should suffer for
their actions during the strike, was
agreed to. There was a difficulty in
arr~ving at exactly what was intended by
thj Cabinet, and I took it upon myself
to see that this matter should beclearedup,
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and I was quite certain that it was to be
dealt with to the satisfaction of members
of the executive. Hfowever, there was the
situation; jud as fas I am concerned,
I considerjtbatsthe executive have not
acted in a proper manner. I consider
that they have not done what they ought
to have done. I myself advised them to
accept the board, and to accept as binding
the decision of that board. For I cn-sidered that they had nothing to fear as
their position seemed to me so jtist
and strong that really the decision
of the board could be anticipated. I
said, with the idea of inducing the
executive to agree to the decision of the
board being binding, that they ran no
risk, nd Ykd, "Therefore why not
acceptt i?"E y aked them as a worker to
do this, an aI told them that if I were
not sure that the course I suggested was
advisable, I Would not recommend it.
Afterwards, when the decision of the
Cabinet was unsatisfactory to th'ejecu-
tive, they seemed to throw out a a oo
many hints of suspicion and trickery.
Thereupon I said that throughout the
negotiations I had watched the Premier
very closely and had judged him as far as
I could, and that I considered he was
acting in a fair and straightforward and,
manly way. There was no trickery aboutl
him. I said I considered the executive
should show more confidence than they
did in the justice and sincerity of the
Cabinet. They appeared to see in the
Government proposals some suspicious
features, some trickery; they seemed to
be af raid that they w 0~ gon to be
trapped into something other; and con-
sequently they had not that degree of
confidence with which they should have
approached the situation. The great
mistake in connection with the strike was
that of the executive in not submitting
the question of the board to the men.
The executiv shoud not have taken the
responsiilityof deciding the situation as
they did. Tey had taken a ballot on
the question whether, if the line repairers
did not receive the extra shilling by a
certain date, the association members
were to strike. But the offer of a. fair
and equ itable Boa d of Arbitration com-
pletely altred the situation; and they,
as leaders of the itrike and as men in
positions of responsibility, had then an
opportunity of referring the question bask

1to the men, instead of themselves deciding
to reject the offer.

A MEMBE&R;- The men are satisfied,
though. That is the answer to that

*contention.
MR. R ESIDE- The Executive said

that tle time which would be required
for taking a second ballot was too long

Iand would delay matters too much; but
I consider that it was not absolutely
necessary to go through all the formalities
of a balo~ I know, of course, that
on accountifof the wide ramifications
of the association a long time would
be required for taking a ballot. I say
on the one hand the executive have
shown too much suspicion, and not
enough tact, or the strike would have
been settled before this. As far as lamn
concerned, all said to-night I am called
on to take 4 a certain position, and I
am. going to do it. The secretary of the
W.A.G.R. Association was too hasty
when he made the remarks regarding
Mr. Hastie.. 4s I said before, if I am
doing wrong iijthe action I am taking, I
mnust stand by it. I think I would be
inconsistent if I did not support the
principle of arbitration which is offered.
Anyhow I will take the risk, and when I
go back to the pvfpie on the goldfields I
shall be able _ lexplain my action. I
know the seriousness of the position, and
I know the seriousness which this strike
will place the people of the goldfields in.
Their supplies will be cut off, but I say
that the people will look after themselves
whep. the time comes. I know that the
me ll come to reason and see that the
strike is settled. The whole facts of the
case have not been placed before the men,
because if that had been done the men
would accept arbitration. The case is so
strong that I do not fear that the decision
of th board will not be in favour of the
men.1 The whole matter should be got
over at once.

Amendmwent (to concede the strikers'
clam) put, and a division taken with the
following result:-

Ayes ... . .. 7

Noes.. ... ...36

Majority against ... 29
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Avts. Noms.
%fr. Connor Mr. Butcher
Mr. iVsglisb Mr. Ewi,
Mr. Diamond Mr. G=.dise
Mr. Doherty Mr. George
Mr. Reid Mr. Gordon
Mr. Throssel) Mr. Gregory,
Mr. Eaton (Telter). Mr. Hre

Mr. Hae
Mr. Mlatte
Mr. Haywr
Mr. Hicksd
Mr. Holmos
Mr. Hopkips
Mr, Hate~ason
Mr. lliugwortk
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Jauses
Mr. Johnson

A: fr .
Mr. Monger
Mr. Morgans
Mr. MoDosald
Mr. Nassou
Mri. Oats
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Piese
Mr. Quinlan
Mr. Reside
Mr. Smith

Mr. Wilson
Mr. Yelverton
Mr. Wallace (Toller).

Amendment thus negatived.
Question (to support the action of the

Government) put, aud passed on the
voices.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 2'30 o'clock

&mn. (Thursday) until the afternoon.

itgizlatibe itzzcntrip,
Thursday, MAt July, 1901.

Atdrssln-repy, Presentation - Paper Presented-
Question: Railway Station at South Quay, how manc-
tioned-Question: Caves in South-West, to protect-
Questiou - Lighthouse at Cape Naturalists, to erect
-Question. Engines and was, Purchase from
Contractors-Question: Drainage Board, Canning-
Qustion; Explosives Magazine, ite -Question:

R]Wt Owen's Anchorage to S.W. Railway.
survey-Question; Military Contingents, Saddles
Defective - Loan Bim, .2,500,000 4fist and
second resding (adjourned) - Return: indent
Orders sent-Return: Indebtedness, particulars-
Return: Sparks on Railways, Claims for Damage-
Return: Agricultural Area4 in S.W., particulars-
Return: Expenditure in Depatment (5)-Return:
Revenue from Lands and Railways-Motion: Saw-
Millin&. Eight Noun-, to legislate-Motion: Rabbit
Incursion, to. carry out recommendation (ad.k ussd) -Motion: Prospecting Parties, to assist-

otion - Asiatics Competin i edt rvn
(Amendment passedi-Motog n rading Stock.ven
to lIslate-Motion for Papers: Kurrawang Wood

THiE SPEAKERL took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.ma.

PRAYERs.

ADDRESS-IN-REPL Y-PRESENTATION.
At fifteen minutes to fire o'clock the

SPEAKER, accompanied hy honourable
members, proceeded'to Govern ment House
to presen~t the Address-in-reply to the
opening Speech of His ExcELLENCY;
and, having returned, the SPEAKER
reported that

His EXCELLRNCY bad been pleased to
reply as follows:

MEL. SPEARER& AND GENTLEMEN OF THE
LEGISLATIVE AasEMsr,-I thank you for your
Address-in-reply to my opening Speech, and
for the assurance of your desire, to deal with
all questions that come before you in such a
manner as to promote the advancement and
welfare of this State,

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the COLO N IAL TR EASRiER: ;London

Agency, statement of operations.
Ordered to lie on the table.

QUESTION - RAILWAY STATION AT
SOUTH QUAY, HOW SANCTIONED.

Ma. McDONALD asked the Com-
missioner of Railways: i, Whether the
Railway Station on the Somith Quay,
Swan River, From antle, had been erected
without Parliamentary sanction; and, if
so, by what authority the work was
eecuted. '2a, Out of what funds the
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