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Standing Orders in order that the House
may sit to-morrow ?

THE SPEAKER:t No. The order as to
sitting days is merely a sessional order.
Therefore, it is not necessary to move the
suspension of the Standing Orders.

THE: PREMIER: I move, then, that
the House at its rising do adjourn until
to-mnorrow, at half -past four o'clock.

SEVERAL MEMBERS: No; bali-past two.
THE: PREMIER: Very well; I wake

my motion that the House at its, rising
do adjourn until to-morrow at half-past
two o'clock.

Question put and passed.
The House accordingly -adjourned at

11-63 p.m., until half-past two o'clock the
next af ternoon.

Friday to Saturday, 8it and 9th
November.

CAr.L-NIOKT SITING.J

Questiou: Coolgordie Water Scheme, an Inspector-
Motion- 2Jo-Conhidceo in the overnment; debate
(fith day) concluded, Divlaion-Adlournnnt.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2830

o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

QUESTIO2N-COOLGARItDW WATER
SCHEME, AN INSPECTOR.

Mn. RASON asked the Minister for
Works: i. Whether it is a fact that Mfr.
Rowland Rees bas been appointed as an
inspector, engineer, or in ay other
capacity in connection with the ICoolgardie
Water Scheme. 2, If so, the date of his
appointmenit, the nature of his duties,
and the amount of remuneration he
receives.

THE MINISTE)R FOR WORKS
replied; z, Yes, as a supervisor. -, He

was appointed on the 14th .Tune last, and
is intrusted with the supervision of
erection of einploy~s cottages at pump-
ig stations. He is paid wages at the
rate of l16s. per day.

IBIOTION-NO CONFIDENCE IN THE
UOVERNMENT.

DEBA&TE, FIFTH DAY.

Resumed from the previous dlay, on the
motion by Hon.- F. R,. PiEssu, " That tbe
Government does not command the confi-
dence of this House."

Mu. TEESDALE SMITH (Welling-
ton):- I am glad, after all the epithets
that have beeu hurled at myself and my
company, that I am alive to tell the tale.
At one time I thought I wa~s going to be
thoroughly annihilated by the Premier.
Still, I am here to answer the charges
that he has levelled. at me and my
company, to the best of may ability, and
also to state to this House and the country
why, in my opinion, the Leake Ministry
have forfeited the confidence of the
House. I think the principal plank in the
Governor's Speech was one of economy.
Right from start to finish, it was economy
pure and simple; not the lavish expen di-
ture that had pertained to the former
Government, but the present Government
were to bring in such economical measures
and such reduction of expenditure as the
country would approve. If we look at
the Budget, we find there is not one itemn
regarding -which it can be said that any
economy has been effected. The Ministry
were supported by all members on both
sides of the House who spoke on the
Address-in-reply, and were backed up to
the heat of the speakers' ability in their
SrogrAmrne of economy. The Ministry
ave failed to carry out that policy. The

Premier says " Give ate time." I
think five months should be ample
time for the Premier and his Ministers
to have conferred with one another,
and to have haid before this House
some definite scheme whereb:y they were
going to effect this great economy fore-
shadowed in the Governor's Speech.
Yet there is not one single reference
made to itin the Budget. Theonlything
the Premier said, when speaking on the
question of economy, was that he thanked
the member for Suhiaco (Mr. Daglish)
fur his suggestion. And what, may I
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ask, did that suggestion amount to? It
was the saving of salary for one stipendiary
magistrate out of three; that instead of
baying one at York, one at Newcastle,
and one at Northamn, two would have to
do the work, and the other I suppose
would he sent to Subinco!

MR. GEORGE: No employment for him
there.

Ma. TEESDALJE SMITH: Instead of
the Premier waiting, as he has done in my
opinion, for suggestions to come from
private members, it was his duty to bring
up measures whereby lie was going to
make this saving. The Premier will tell
us that a reform of the staff has been
effected by the Commissioner of Railways
in mnaking this saving. If he approves
of the hon. gentleman's action, does he
approve of the Minister for Works' in-
action, because, as far as I can see, the
Minister for Works has not up to date
made ay attempt. He will also tell you
be has in~creased the hours of the staff by
half an hour. That is like putting sugar
on jam, becau 'se if the staff as a whole
were divided by two, and the Premier
were to say to one half of them, " Go
away for a holiday for six months," the
other half instead of taking the extra
half hour now put upon them to do the
work, could do it quite easily by noon; so
that although the Premier may take c:redit
for the extra half hour per day for the
work of the staff, in my opinion the
staff could do the work if there were
only half of them. There is another
thing. I think it would have been only
fair to the Public Works Department
and the civil servants generally, if they
had been given timely notice. I would
have sided with the Minister if, in
bringing forth his expenditure this year,
he had notified to the House that the
salaries were to be paid this year to such
of the staff as would not be required
after 12 months, and would have to get
their dismissal. That would have given
these gentlemen time to look for employ-
meat elsewhere, and also, in case they
could have found employment before,
they could have been paid their salary up
to the end of the year, and allowed to go.
The Minister for Works rules and con-
trols the largest expenditure of public
money, loan moneys any way, and no
one knew it better than the hon. member,
the head of that department, when he

took charge. I say that up to date he
has made no special effort to reduce that
huge expenditure; and I also go so far
as to say he does not give that depart-
ment proper supervision. If he does,
how can be reconcile the fact of the
departmental head of that department
writing to the Press commenting on the
actions of a gentleman who was about to
stand his trial V That was a thing which
should have been deprecated, -and the
Minister for Works should not put up
with it. Nothing has been done to stop
the waste of public money. If you were
to take the question of day labour as
performed in this State, I do not think
one mnember of the House would vote for
it as; it is at present carried out. I do
not mean to say men will work any better
or harder for contractors, but I do say"i
that contractors who are brought up to
the work will arrange to give their men
such facilities that they can carry out
their work for half the cost at which
it is at present done departmentally.
Departmental work, while more costly.
has not even the virtue of being any
better than contract work; indeed, it is
not even as good. We have only to look
at the reservoir dlose to our own doors to
see faulty construction. Another instance
of bad work is to be found at the Fre-
mantle wharf, which the Works Depart-
ment are now tying back for fear it will
fall into the river. On the opposite side
of the Sv an is a wharf built by contract
at, I should say, not much more than
half the cost of the departmental work;
and that wharf is standing all right.

THE PREMIER : But that is not the
fault of this Government: that is the
fault of your Government.

MR. TEESDALE SMI1TH: The fault
lies in this, that the Minister for Works
knows, and has for a long time known
perfectly well, that departmental work is
not at good thing for the State ; and yet
he has not, so far as I can see, made any
attempt to stop it. Whether instances
of bad departmental work happened under
the present Government or my Govern-
ment, does not matter. I do not know
that 11, personallY'i, have had a Govern-
ment. At the same time I will say that
the Government which used to sit on
those bencese~ certainly did allow the
Engineer-in-Chief to carry out a great
deal of work departmentally. The pre.
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sent Minister for Works has, however,
not once but a dozen times, said he would
stop this departmental expenditure. I
therefore looked to him to see that it was
stopped.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: When?
MR. TEE SDALE SMITH: The sooner

the better.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: But when

did I say it?
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: When

have you said it? If you want me to
refer you to one particular instance, I
will give it to you. You said it when
you and I happened to be travelling to
Fremantle together:- on that occasion
you expressed yourself against the policy
of departmental construction of public
works. Is tha-t not so ?

Tan MINISTER FOR WORKs: That
was a private conversation.

Mit. TEESDATLE SMITH: Well, you
asked for the instance, and I have just
griven it to you.

0THE MINISTER FOR WORKSa: I Mean,
when have I said so pulbbCLy?

Ma. TEESDALE SMITH: I suppose
you would say the same thing when
speakinug publicly, as when speaking
privately?

Tus MINISTER FOR WORKS: Well,
perhaps so.

Ma. TEESDALE SMITH: That is the
fault of the present Government:- they 4o
not say what they imean. Five months,
I maintain, is ample time for the Minister
for Works to have put his foot down on
the disgraceful waste of public money by
departmnental dlay labour. How can the
hon. gentleman expect the head of his
department to carry out work cheaply
or successfully, after reading the series of
articles which appeared some little time
ago in the Morning Hferald, drawing
attention to errors and omissions on the
part of the department in connection.
with the construction of the Eridgetown
Railway ?

MEMBER: Who wrote them ?
TasE MINISTER FOR WORKS:- Have I

read the articles ?
'MER. TEESDALJE SMITH: The hon.

gentleman may, not have read them; but
the fact remains that the articles are
based on documents which can, I believe,
be seen at any moment by the hon.
gentleman, in verification or disproof of
the statements in those articles. In fact,

I am perfectly well aware that the bon.
gentleman 'knows the articles to be
correct.

Tan MINISTER TOR WoRESa R OW do
you know I have read them at all?'

MR. TEESDAL4 E SMITH: Take the
case of the Leonora Rtailway, which is
being constructed departmentally. Here,
eight months after the construction was
started we see a tender let for 15,000
sleepers. Those sleepers would have been
on the ground and in the road long ago,
and the job would have been finished
last January, if the Government which I
am stated to represent had only had
sufficient sense to accept my firm's
tender. (Laughter.) That, however,
does not get away from the fact that the
Minister for Works, knowing the faults
which existed in the system of depart-
mental construction, made no attempt to
remedy them.

Ma. HopKIms: These things wilt be
taken down and used in evidence against
you, you know.

Ma, TEESDALE SMITH: The Colo-
nial Treasurer has not, in my opinion,
p~oved himself the able administrator we
require for a man controlling the finaicesr
of a State which can raise a revenue of
.El8perhbead of its population. An annual
expenditure of X3,400,000 for a popula-
tion of 198,000 people is unheard of and
unknown in any other part of the world.
Yet the Colonial Treasurer allows his
colleagues to continue in their slipshod
fashion, instead of taking a firm stand
and saying, "Ye shall not do it." The
hon. gentleman has told us many times
that he was opposed to the vast expen-
diture of the State. I have, time and
again, read speeches of his in which he
has twitted the former Government with
being reckless; yet when he gets into
the beautiful chair he now occupies, the
expenditure seems to pass unnoticed by
him.
THE COLONIAL TRE,&suRER: You can

come here, if you like.
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: The Trea-

surer's only efforts iin the direction of
economy are made when one approaches
him with a request that a small amount for
some necessary work should be placed on
the Estimates. Then he tots up acolumn
of figures and says, "1 I have already refused
a million and a half." Had he curtaled
the expenditure in salaries, and various
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utterli- useless forms of expenditure, het
would have had at least half-a-million
to band over for necessary works.
[OPPOSITION MEMEER: Hear, hear.]
As regards the recent loan, there is to
my mind no question the hon. gentleman
and his colleagues lost the country
£30,000. So f ar as I can gather
fronm the newspapers, our loan was
quoted on the day it was floated
at two points or two and a half
points higher than the price which the
State received. The Colonial Treasurer
will reply that be acted on the advice of
the Agent General, and also that he was
guided by his expert financial advisers.
This, howvever, is no argument whatever,
seeing that the Colonial Treasurer is in at
position to say to the Agent General and to1
his financial advisers, "$So and so much 1
is the price I want for this loan." Then
the loan will be floated at that price, or
not at all. If the particular bank or
financial institution which issued the last
loan is not prepared to issue it on our
terms, then I say there are a dozen or
two dozen other institutions which will
be only too glad to issue a loan for
W~estern Australia. Had the hon. gentle-

mian acted with firmness he would have
saved the State £30,000.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: YOU Will
have another loan to float when you come
in; and we will see how you get on.

MR. TEESDAL.E SMITH: If you
wait till I float a loan, you will wait a
long tine.

THE COLONIAL TREASUnRR: I have
no doubt of it.

Mic. TA-non: If the loan gets on as
well as the Kurrawang syndicate, it will
he all right.

Ma.. TEESDALE SMITH: Kurra.
Wang is Bloated and gone.

MR. HOPiKINS: Has it had "1the
happy despatch "?

MR. TEESDALJE SMITH: The Min-
isters I hare alluded to have been
weig~hed in the balance of common sense,
and found wanting.

MR. TAYLOR:- Wanting in WhatV
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: I wonder

how the Premier would like to be judged
by the same tests as he applied to Mr.
John Davies-want of fidelity, want of
capacity, and want of diligence? The
Premier, in my opinion, has shown a want
of capacity in his failure to reduce expen-

diture and to economise. I consider that
he has shown want of fidelity in the
appointment of the board to tryv the
charges against Mr. John Davies. To
my mind there can be no question
that the appointment of the board is
not in accordance with the Premier's
sense of general fair-play. I have read
the reports of deputations attended by
one member of the board who, on the
occasion of those deputations, " slated "
the General Manager to the best of his
ability. Farther, another member of the
boardj is also said. to have "1slated " the
Railway Department. I consider that the
Premier, in all fairness to the General
Manager and indeed in fairness to him-
self, should have seen that the men who
went on the board were such that no
possible exception could be tak~en to their
appointment. As to the third charge, I
do not think the Premier's best friend
will acquit him of want of diligence.
rtaughter.] If the gentlemen I have
named, the Premier, the Treasurer, and
the Minister for Works, have been weighed
in the balance of common-sense and found
wanting, what shall be said of the Com-
missioner of Railways? I do not think
it is possible to conceive a more deplorable
position for a gentleman of his high
attainments to fall into; and not only has
he fallen into that position himself, hut
hie has dragged his colleagues down with
him: more than likely lie has dragged
themr out.

THE MIKisTER. PoR Mitus: We are
quite satisfied.

NiR. TEESDALE SMITH: But what
can we expect ? I trust the House will
bear with me if I g-o back some consider-
able time, and if I find it necessary to
sling a little mud.

SEVERAL MEinaEs: No, don't!
MR. TEESDATLE SMITH: Mud-

slinging has often been referred to in the
course of this debate; in fact, it appears
to me almost as if a, Volcano had burst
and bespaLtered us with mud and slush.
I fear I shall bhave to call on the assist-
ance of the volcano in dealing with the
Commissioner of Railways.-

Mn. TAYLOR:' Mind some of the mud
does not stick.

Mn. TEESDATLE SMITH : Mud!
always sticks.

MR. TAYLOR: Does it always stick ?

No Confideuce: [8 NovrmBEn, 190L]
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Ms. TEESDALJE SMITH: Some two
or three years ago, during my travels
backwards and forwards in the Railway
Department, I had occasion to come in
contact with Mr. G. W. Davies very
often. On one occasion 1 found him
smarting under what he considered a
slight put on him by the beads of the
department in not appointing him to a
district superintendentsbip. Re then told
me he was going to get the General
Manager and the Chief Traffic Manager
thrown out, of the service. I asked by
whom; and he replied that the member
for East Fremantle was going to do it.
Now, is that a proper action for a miem-
ber of this House? Would the present
Commissioner of Railways tolerate for
one moment that anyone in this House
should approach one of his officersP
When I go to the railway office now, it
is something like a rabbit Warren. I see
the officers standing peeping out of the
door, and as soon as I approach they get
out of the corridor and shoot back, as if
I were suffering from leprosy* or the
plague. They are afraid to be seen
speaking to mre, lest the fact might be
brought to the knowledge of the Commis-
sioner of Railways.

TuE PREMIER: That is only tact.
ME. TEESDALE SMITH: No one

could approve of the appointment of 0.
W. Davies.

THE CoronssioNiss oF RAILWAYS: I
do not approve of it myself.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: The Com-
missioner knew perfectly well-better
than anyone in this House-that G. W.
Davies was totally unworthy of the posi-
tion he was placed in. Whether the
information was on the files or not, I
contend, and whether the hon. gentleman
denies it or not I Shall still hold the
opinion, that he knows perfectly well that
he himself would no more think of
appointing 0. W. Davies to a position of
trust in his own business, than lie would
think of flying. The hon. gentleman is
far too acute and keen a man of business.
But why did the Commissioner of Rail-
ways want G-. W. Davies for his secre-
tary ? In times gone by, when G. W.
Davies wished to vent his spleen on the
superior officers of the department, lie
gave the member for East Fremantle cer-
tain information; and whieu the member
for East Fremantle attained the high

position of Commissioner, he wanted to
renew acquaintance with those old details.
But instead of the Commissioner of Rail-
ways making a tool of G-. W. Davies, it
seems to me that G-. W. Davies was
making a tool of the Commissioner.
There is not the slightest doubt in my
mind that George W. Davies did it tovent
his spleen. He saw a young, confiding
gentleman in the Commissioner; he
thought, "this is the time."; and he.
made the best use of it he possibly could,
with the result that we know. I say, is it
dignified for a gentleman in the Commits-
sioner's position to be made the sport of
a. dismissed servant? I think it is not.
Then as regards those accounts and the
squaring-up of which the Minister has
made so much, George Davies knew per-
fectly well that the squaring-up was
absolutely fair and straight. And that
is one reason why I must conclude he
was making a tool of the Commissioner.
George Davies has discussed the question
with me, not once but many times; in
fact, every time I went to the Chief
Traffic Manager's office, I had to pass
through the chief clerk's office, and very
likely sit there and talk for 20 minutes
or half an hour. The Commissioner
says the Railway Department wanted
reorganising and cleansing.

MR. TAYLOR: So it did.
Mu. TEESDALE SMITH: But to

my mind, the Commissioner took the
Wrong steps. Does a doctor who wishes
to rid a house of the plague let loose in
it an infected rat ?

MR. GEORGE: Inoculated with virus!I
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: Why, it

is absurd! And was that an appointment
which would tend to the smooth working
of the railwaysV If hon. members will
only think and study the question for a
moment, they will see that here was a
dismissed servant. The Commissioner
said then that he had been wrongly
dismissed. Well, let it be wrongly dis-
missed. Even so, how could the Corn-
missioner reconcile the fact that George
Davies was dismissed with the idea that
he would be a go-between for the manager
of that large department and the Com-
missioner himselfF The thing is an
absolute absurdity. It is an appoint-
ment that no sane man would have made;
and it could have only one result, which
result has been much more disastrous
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than the Commissioner for a, moment
contemplated.

THE ConorissiountR OF RAILWAYS:
He was not dismissed: he was given
three months' pay.

Mx. TEESDALE SMITH:- He should
have been dismissed.

Tan Cornnesionu or RAILWAYS:
Ile should have been. That is the fault
of the ox-Commisioner.

Mn. TEESDALE SMITH: You knew,
as I have said not once but several times
until I have wearied the House, that he
-was not fit for that position; and you
had no right to appoint him.

Mn. JACOBYr: He was dismissed.
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: I think

the Commissioner made this appointment
because he wanted alongside of him some-
one who would act as a private detective;
and I say he did a grievous wrong to this
State and to the service generally. If he
wanted a man to act in that capacity,
why did he not employ himi and pay him
privately? In my opinion, there is not
the slightest doubt that the gentleman
referred to could teach the Commissioner
in one week, if the Commissioner could
only learn, more than he will learn in the
next 50 years.

THE PrEHIEX Then he must be a
good man.

Mn. TEE SDALJE SMITH: Yes; we
are all very good until we are found out.
The Commissioner says there was nobody
else fitted for the position. I think he is
quite right. I do not believe there is an-
other man in the service fit for the posi-
tion the Commissioner required that
gentleman to fill. But to say there was
no one else in the whole of that large
department capable of filling the position
of secretary to the Commissioner, is to
say something which I do not for one
moment credit or believe. The Commis-
sioner waxed indignant when the General
Mamager returned from his trip to the
Eastern goldfields, and dared to question
the appointment of George Davies. Says
the Commissioner, "How dare John
Davies question an appointment I make P
How dare he question the appointment
of my private secretary ?" John Davies
k-new that this gentleman had been dis-
missed, and that he was appointed by the
Commissioner. And who is the Com-
missioner of Railways that his action
should not be criticised ? If the Comn-

missioner laid himself open to riducule,
then J say he must endure criticism.

THE PREMIER'. Oh!
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: We are

criticising you pretty severely.
THjE PREMIER: You are not the

General Manager.
MR.. TEE9SUATJE SMITH:- I ami the

general manager of works which, though
not so large as the Go~vernrment railways,
are larger than any other works in the
State; and I say, if I lay myself open to
be criticised and make myself ridiculous,
I must put up with the consequences.

MR. HAsTIE : From your subordinates?
THE COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS :

Do you allow your timber-cutters to criti-
cise your actions?

Ma. TEESDALE SMITH:- Certainly.
Why notP If I inake an ass of -myself,
J say I must put up with the conse-
quecnces.

Ma. GEORGE: They will criticise himi,
whether he allows it or not.

MR. TEESDATLE SMITH: One day
the Commissioner says, " How dare John
Davies criticise my actions P" The next
day he dismisses John Davies, and
sheters himself behind the General
Manager, because he tells George Davies
"The General Manager says you are not

fit for the position." I think, when the
Commissioner found what a hornets'
nest be had bronght about his head, he
said to himself, " There is only one thing
to do now: that is to suspend John
Davies." By suspending John Davies,
he stopped criticismi of that appointment;
and the Government held office for two
months longer. There is not the slightest
doubt in my mind that if they had not
taken this course, they would have bhad
to go out of office on the appointment of
George Davies. How could the House
support a Minister who, on making an
appointment such as this, neglectd the
first duty of any man in making an
appointment-that is, to find out the
character of the man he appoints? It
was, in my opinion, a clever political
dodge; hut, at the same time, it was a
cowardly and a mean dodge. If the
actions of John Davies were quoestionable,
why did not the Minister write to him
and get an explanationP He could have
formulated every charge that has since
been formulated; and could have said,
"11 desire you to give me your written ex-
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planation." Then, if the explanation had
not been satisfactory to the Coin missioner,
he could have held his inquiry and carried
on as hehas done. But the Commissioner
knew all about the files. Two years ago
he had heard all about the charges. lint
instead of asking Mr. John Davies to
reply to those charges, he offers him
£1,600 to go away. [Interjection by
the Commissioner.] The Commissioner
of Railways distinctly stated here that he
offered him one year's salary. Now I
take very grave exception to the Com-
missioner's being in attendance at the
board of inquiry. I think, to say the
least of it, his sitting there was very bad
form. Here was the gentleman who, as
the Premier says, bossed all the employees,
sitting with his eye-and he has an eagle
eye, too-on each of those poor unfortu-
nate witnesses who came in. And it is
rumoured-how truly I do not know-
that one of those witnesses has since been
transferred to Menzies. Whether that is
true, the Commissioner knows. But if it
is, I say it is a crying shame, The Com-
missioner could not sit in that court of
inquiry from day to day without neglect-
ing his duties; ;and flt he did neglect
those duties I will try to show a little
later on. The member for East Kint-
berley (Mr. Connor) moved the adjourn-
ment here one afternoon, to draw the
Courissioncr's attention to an article
which had appeared in the Press, and
said: " Suspend him. Suspend John
Davies!" And the Premier reached over
to the Commissioner of Railways and
said: " Tell him that we will grant a
Royal Commission.' Did they appoint
that Royal Commission ? Are they in
the habit of keeping their promises in
anything? The Commissioner says he
could get no satisfaction out of John
Davies. Why didhe not, when hefound
the General Manager not acting as he
should have acted,-and not as capable as
he should have been, bring in a Bill for
the appointment of E6 Railway Commis-
sioner, free from political control?

MR. DAGLISH: Would you take that
billet ?

Ma. TEESDAL2 E SMITH: No. It
must have been apparent to everyone that
the Commissioner was not capable of
filling the position he took; and be should
have at once brought down to this House
a Bill for the appointment of a Railway

Commissioner, instead of working the
railways into their present state of
chaos-a muddle which it will take
a great many months to put right. And
if we on the Opposition side of the
House have the honour to occupy the
Government benches for the next 12 or
18 months, the new Commissioner of
Railways will be able to say at the end of
that time, if the railways ,are not satis-
factoryv, that this was the effect of the
present Commissioner's administration,
and an effect that could not be got over.
This is how the Commissioner of Rail-
ways manages his department. A depu-
tation wants to see him particularly, and
writes asking for an appointment. This
is the reply:

The Commissioner of Railways Office,
Perth, 22nd October, 1901.

Sir,-Revision of railway rates on timber.
In reply to your letter of 17th instant, I
have the honour, by direction, to inform you
that the Hon. the Commissioner of Railways
is unable to fix a time for receiving a deputa-
tion from your association in conneoti6n with
the above, until after the John Davies inquiry
board has finished its labours.

I have the hoour to be, etc.,
C. G. RuSnvow, Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary, Timber Merchants
and Mill Owners' Association.

Now what has the Davies inquiry board
to do with the Timber Merchants Asso-
ciation ?

THE OMMISSIVE OF RAILWA&YS: I
could not be at the inquiry and in my
office at the same time.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: I say you
lowered your position by being at that
inquiry.

THEE PREmiER: You ought to address
the Chair.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: The coun-
try paid you for receiving deputations,
and did not pay you for being at the
inquiry. The Premier says I ought to
address the Chair. I always notice the
hon. member turns his back on the Chair,
and lays down the law to us here (in
Opposition).

MR. TAYLOR: You require it, too.
Mn. TEESDALE SMITH: You never

do. I say again the Commissioner of
Railways was lowering his position by
being at the board of inquiry and neglect-
ing his duty to the country for which he
draws a salaury. The population sup-
ported by this little industry which the
Commissioner so slightingly refers to,
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represents one-twelth of the population
of the State; and the revenue derived
from that population, and that industry,
amounts to X300,000 a year. Next to
gold, it is the most important industry in
the State.

ThE PREMIER:, Particularly when the
stuff is being carried at a loss.

Mn. TEE SDALE SMITH: Then I Say
that is the fault of the department.

THE Pasxina: Hear, hear.
MR. TEESDAILE SMITH: Do you

think for a. moment that if John ))avies
could not carry timber at a profit, the
Commissioner couldP The treatment
that the would-be deputation received
from the Minister would not be tolerated
in any other part of the world.

THE Coassslown OP RAILWAYS : We
were carrying timber at a loss, and you
wanted farther concessions. Why should
I waste your time ?

MR. TEE SDALAE SMITH: If you
cannot see your way to carry the timnber
at a profit at the price in the rate-book,
then it confirms my opinion that you are
not fit to sit in the Commissioner's chair.

THE COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS: I
do not carry the timber.

Mn. TEESDALE SMITH:. You had
F;etter get a man 'who can, The Commis-
sioner will tell you, as he told me, that a
railway expert is not necessary He does
not make any secret about that; he has
said so, and when a man will talk like
that, and say that a railway, manager
need not be an expert, I say that before
a man can be a. proper railway manager,
he should practically serve his time to
every branch of the business.

THE OoIxSSIONER OF RAILWAYS: If
I had my way, I would appoint an expert
to-morrow for five years at £5,000 a
year.

MR. TEESDALJE SMITH: It is all
very well to say what the bon. member
would do. If the Commissioner desired
to appoint an expert, why did he not bring
down a Bill, and get authority to do so
at once.

THE COMISSION OIL RAILWAYS:
Only another Bill for you to block.

MsR. TEESDALE SMITH: The Corn-
missioner has shown by his adnministra-
tion of the department that he is not fit
for the position he holds. In England, a
railway expert can command as high a
salary as anyone in the country ; but

here the Commissioner, who has been
five inuLtes -- no, five months-in office,
says, '1 What do we want a railway expert
for? I can run the railways." It might
be a simple matter if the Commissioner
would listen aond be taught; but no, he
'will not. He gave it as his opinion last
night that conferenc;es were no good.
Conferences of railway men are held all
the world over, In America, in England,
in France, and in Australia managers
have their conferences right down to the
platelayers; yet the Commissioner says
they are no good. The Commissioner
also said last night that the truck supply
was better than it had ever been before.
I want to give this a most emphatic
denial;- and the Commissioner knowu it is
not so, because he gets from my company
a weekly report of the truck supply.
Through the shortage *of trucks we have
had to close down two mills and discharge
a lot of hands, over 100 men. From the
1st January to the 19th July we cut
30,000 tons of timber-the Commissioner
will tell hion. members whether what I
am saying is a fact or not- -and all the
Government lifted in Government trucks
was 7,900 tons. Yet the Commissioner
will tel-l the House that the truck supply
is all right, that everything is going on
satisfactorily.

THE MINI STE R FOR MINES:- YOU Only
get your fair Share now.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: There can
be no fair share when, out of seven mills,
we have to shut down five. All I ask the
Comlmissioner for is a fair share, and let
that fair share be given to each part of
the State, and to the South- West District.

THE COMMISSIONER OF RtAILWAYS:
Tha is what I insisted on.

Ma. TEESDALE SMITH: That
is what you have not insisted on,
because we cut more timber than all the
other mills put together on the South-
Western railway line, and I contend we
do not get one-fourth of the trucks that
go down the South-West. Telegram after
telegram reaches me-" seven trucks
supplied"; "fifteen trucks supplied";
"$twenty trucks supplied" ; "one truck
supplied." How can we carry on with a
supply like that? The Commissioner
tells us the truck snpply is better now.
Why, the truck supply at Kurrawang used
to be 168 trucks and 160 tru.-ks; now they
only get 100, and that gives the Cominis-
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sioner an extra 68 trucks. Yet we bad to
knock our men off because we could not
keep stacking.

MR. DcAGisa: The Commissioner is
not responsible for that.

MR, TEESDA LE SMITR: I do not
say he is, but I take exception to the
Commissioner's standing up in the House
and misleading members in regard to
what he has, done, and saying that the
track Supply is good. We are loading
five ships at Fremantle to-day. Each
ship requires 12 trucks a day--that is a.
fair day's work for a ship. Five times
twelve are 60. We want five trucks for
Kalgoorlie, five trucks for North Fre-
mantle, and ten trucks for Adelaide and
so oin; and we simply get 15 to 20
trucks. Yet the Minister says we get
our proper share. We have 9,000 tons
of shipping at Fremantle. There are the
" Vatuna," " Lothus," -Ganges," " Anger-
ona,' and " City of lBanares." These are
the ships that are at E'remantle, and if we
go on loading at the rate the trucks are
being supplied to us, it will take till next
year to load these ships. That the Coin-
mnissioner has been able to keep the trains
running with half the staff disorganised
and the otber hal searching the pigeon-
holes goes to show that the railways had
been well organised. When the Com-
missioner of Railways took up office,
what did he say-? He said be would
close the book and " let the dead past
bury its dead."

MR. DAstLisa: He closed the book of
the Kurrawang.

THE COMMISSIONER OP RAILWAYS:
That was the book between Davies and
me; not the books of the Railway Depart-
mnent.

Mix. TEESDAtE SMITH: That was,
the hundred and one little innuendoes
which had been stated in this House
about the General Manager-all that
was to be passed and gone: hut when
the Commissioner found that John Davies
would not kow-tow to him-

Kow-tow, how-tow
To the great Yang How!

the Commissioner re-onened that book.
It is curious that the list of charges
against John Davies did not contain one
charge against his administration since
the Commissioner has taken? office. The
charges were all taken from the " book "
that is supposed to have been closed.

The Commissioner's difficulty arose here.
He did not know where to find the
charges-that was the difficulty he met
with-so he sought out his old friend to
mark the places for him. The Corn-
missioner himself has said here that
without a doubt the board acquitted
John Davies.

TnE COMsnuSroNBU OF RAILWAYS:
No.

MR, TEESDALE SMITH: That is
your statement, from the newspaper: he
was acquitted by the board appointed
by yourself. This is a matteT I would
like to lay very clearly before the House;
it is a very particular item. The Comn-
missioner of Railways said last night on
two or three occasions that the chairman
of the board was a very able man, that
he was a very fair man, and gave his
decision fairl 'y and straightforwardly.
That self-samne gentleman made a
statement in my hearing, and in the
hearing of hall-a-dozen others, in the
public room of a hotel in this city,
aiid it was to ffhis effect, that the
Ministr "y had not proved their charges
against John Davies; that the charges
should never have been brought up at
all; that out of eight charges brought,
lie said three minor charges had been
proved, and the great wonder, he said,
was that there were not greater cha-rges
to bring against a 'nan after 10 years'
service in a State which was rising so
rapidly as this State was. According to
report, the leader of the Government
took a, great deal of trouble to induce the
Commissioner to take office*. The Min-
istry had to bait their hook very carefully,
and when they had baited it and got th
Commissioner hooked, he dashed off with
the line, and now the Ministry have been
pulled into the stream. Last night the
member for Kalgoorlie (Mr. Johnson)
mnade several rash assertions. He made
a statement with reference to the water
pipe and the fence. I challenged the
Commissioner to send a telegram about
the fence and I purposely left out the
water-pipe, because I knew the Minister
would pounce down upon that like a dlog.
The Commissioner said , " I will ask
about the pipe, too." He did not say
that he would ask about the Glen Davon
and the platform there, but I would like
to say something about the Glen Davon.
The able administrator of the department
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will bear sue out. The station was fixed
in a certain position, and Egan-street
happens to run very nearly to the centre
of the platform, and there is a. subway.
Pressure was brought to bear, and the
Commissioner bad the opening shifted to
the far end. There is the risk that
trouble may occur one of these days, and
in the case of a rush somebody may be
killed. A rush may occur any day on
the platform, and in such case somebody
may be injured. The Commissioner
shifted the opening to a dangerous place.

THE COsransssNEa OF RAILWAYS:'
That was the other Government, you
know.

Ms. TEESDALE SMITH: The Com-.
missioner talked about Millar Bros.
owing £3,000 or £4,000 for demurrage.
Millar Bros., he called them. I would like
to take this opportunity -the Speaker
told me I might last night-to say there
is no such firm in the State. It is the
Millars' Earni and Jarrab Forests Ltd.
Now, with reference to this alleged.£3,000
or £24,000 the Minister told the House
about, it is nothing as a, matter of fact.
As far as we are c~oncerned, it ise not worth
a, snap of the finger; but it is; misleading
to the House at this particular juncture,
when shots have been levelled at myself
from all sides, for the Minister to stand
up and speak of £23,000 or £4,000 as
owing by Mlillar Bros. Here is a letter
from a gentleman in whom the Minister
places so muchl confidence, although his
private secretary called him an ignorant
fathead. It is dated 80th October, 1901,
and was sent by Neil Douglas, Acting
Chief Traffic Manager, to Messrs. Millars'
Warni and Jarrah Forests, Ltd. -

"ustandings ati &etions.-There are some
large amounts appearin g on stations outstand-
ing lists against you, amongst which ere the
following, viz.;-Fremuantle Goods, £ 5s. 9d.;
Fremantle Jetty, £io 17e. 9d.; Wokalup,
£8 7s.; Bunbury, £209 12s. ; Torbay Junction,
£195 3a. 9d. Some of the items at Torbay
Junction go so far back as November, 1898,
and at Bunbury to August, 1899. and full par-
ticulars have been furnished to you at different
times. My instructions are to insist upon a
settlement, and, as under the agreement with
your firm demurrage is only charged where
the delay has been unreasonable, I trust you
will see the justice of giving the matter early
attention. If the amounts are disputed, I
shall be glad to make arrangements to discuss
the various matters with you, in fact have
endeavoured to do so for some months past
now, but all my endeavoure have been fruitless.

On receipt of that letter I went to see the
Acting Chief Traffic Manager.

MEMBER: What is the total?
Ma. TEESDALE SMITH: Four

hundred pounds.
TasE ConxzssioNsat oF RAILWAYS:

That is what is in the book. I was
talking about what ought to be in.

MRfl. TEESDALE SMITH: What is
the use of talking about what ought to
be ?

Tha CoMMISSIoN.EE OF RAILWAYS: I
can produce returns supplied by the
General Monager, showing the amount
to be three thousand one hundred and
odd pounds.

Ms. TEESDALJE SMITH: If the
amount be right, why should Mr. Neil
Douglas send me that paper dated 30th
October, and this other paper dated 5th
November:-

Outstcndings at Stalios-With reference to
cell yesterday morning made by your Messrs.
Smith and Boyne, it was understood that you
raised no objection to pay the following
amounts:--Fremuantis goods, £6 5s. Gd., dis-
puted weights ; Fremantle jetty, £10 17B.,
haulage; Wokalup, .4S l5s., freight on engine
from Jarrab dale Junction, etc.;i Bunbury, £921
l5s., haulage; Torbay Junction, £72 s. 6d.,
running and demnurrage charges to August,
l900--0.15 is. 3d.
We took exception to £10 1.7s. of the
amount. The letter coniitnues-.

I stall be glad to receive your cheque
accordingly. The matter of demurrage at
BEubury, amnounting to £ LBO, I wilLI go into
fully, and if I find any of the delaysj charged
for cannot be considered unreasonable, I will
ask for auithority to write themi off. Sonic
large amounts still remain which were struck
off by you for various reasons, principally
weights which you hold should be arrived at
by measurement. £290 l7a. 8d. was struck off
your July account at Fremantle Goods.

*The Railway Department were up at the
office yesterday, and of this £990 £U64 was
allowed, and we agreed to pay £26. The
letter concluded thus.: -

To end of July there is £110 outstanding at
Torbay Junction, in addition to the £72 s. 6d.
shown above. The Department will adhere to
the weights arrived at over the bridges, and I
should be glad to learn that you consent to
accept them.
That was written on the 5th November,
signed by the Acting Chief Trafflic
Manager. On the 7th November I wrote
to him thus:-

We beg to acknowledge receipt of your
letter of the 5th instant. The amount Of
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£115 Is. 3d, will be paid. less £10 17s.
charged for haulage on Fremantle Jetty. This
we still dispute -,and, further, if any amounts
have been, paid previously far similar charges,I
it is our intention to apply to you for a rebate,
as it is a charge that has been improperly
made, and one that you can have no possible
claim to.

I will explain to the House this charge of
£210 17s, We ship timber from Yarloop
or Mornington to F'remantle, and the
timber is discharged on the wharf. When
the Government pick it up they make us
pay wharfage, and they also make us pay
for the hire of trucks. if this timber be
loaded in the station yard, or loaded
from the goods shed, the Government
supply th~e trucks and engines, and
charge wharfage. If, instead of putting
the timber somewhere near the w.harf we
took it into a yard at Fremantle, carted
it round to the railway station, and put
it on to the trucks, there would be no
charge made. And this is one of the
extra charges they keep puttiug into their
accounts, and we keep deducting. The
letter proceeds:

As far as we can see, it does not matter
whether the goods are trucked from the
railway goods shed or the yard, or from the
wharf, your wharfage covers tracks snpplied
and shunting. You must, we think, see the
reasonableness of this contention and our
request for the deduction of the item and we
trust in future that the charge will not be
made, as it will save our deducting it from the
accounts. We shall be glad to know your
decision early with reference to the demurrage
at lBunbnry, otherwise it will he necessary for
us to go into the account of demurrage from
the time that wve squared up with the depart-
ment. We must decline to accept the depart-
ment's weights where it can be shown
ahs;olutely that they are Dot correct, and these
we are in a position to prove as far as the
Torbay accounts are concerned. We have
always considered that the haulage at
Bunbury should be regulated by the pier
master. but on your representation we have
agreed to pay the item.
I regret to have to take up the time of
the House over this little matter; but
when the Minister tolls the House that
Millar Brothers ought to pay some
£3,000 or £24,000, I wish to show the
Rouse distinctly the facts by means of
the letters of the Acting Traffic Manager
dated the 30th October and the 5th
November this year. I would now like
to deal With the report of the board
appointed to inquire into the charges
made against John Davies, a gentleman

whose action 'was said to he prejudicial
to the interests of the State. As I have
already stated distinctly and clearly to
this House, in the opinion of the chairman
th at report clearly vindicates John Davies.
The first item in the report that I would
draw the notice of hon. members to is
this: "Transactions with the Kurrawang
syndicate through its then managing
director, Mr. H. Teesdale Smith." I
want to state that I never was at any
time the managing director of this com-
pany. They also go on to say that
better arrangements might have been
made in the interests of the State, and
that we might have taken less for the
water. It says here:

It has not been proved that between the 1st
February and the 20th April, 1900, suffcient
water could have been obtained to keep the
railways working at the cost of 25s. per 1,000
g-allons, but we think it is open to question
whether, in view of the desire of the Kurra-
wang Syndicate to construct its line in order
to facilitate the delivery of firewood to the
mines, better terms could not bave been
arranged between the Government and the
syndicate.

I say distinctly that better terms could
not have been arranged so f ar as I am
concerned. We fixed our price at 6s.
Six shillings was the price we would
take., and nothing more. We had had an
experience of 18 months of the running
of the Menzies line, and we knew the
value of fresh'water. At the present time,
the Government are running water from
Chidlow's Well to Southern Cross, and
that, if you will work it out, comes to
about 6s. per 100 gallons. With refer-
ence to the Class " G" en gi ne which the
board say we should not have had the
loan of, I do not think the board could
have grasped this question quite clearly.
In my arrangemnent With the C ommis-
sioner and the General Manager, I was to
be supplied with a suitable engine. They
asked me to accept an " X" engine, but
I distinctly refused; in fact I told them
on the foot-plate of the engine that they
could put it down at £1,000 or £2,000,
it would make no difference to me, I
would not take it. After a. while they
supplied a -"0' engine for which we
were to pay, and they were to take the
other one back. Later on they supplied
us with another "0G" engine, and they
said, " You take this '0G' engine, which is
not quite so good as the Government
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enie but quite good enough for you,
and loblige us by returning this engine."
We did this to oblige them. What did
they do? They tried to charge us the
rent for the other engine. The engine
was ours absolutely, and yet the bo;6rd
say they think we ought to pay the rent;
pay for our own.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: It was a
good "1deal " for the Government!1

MRt. TEESDALJE SMITH: A good
deal or a bad deal, we bought the loco-
motive, and why should I pay rent when
you ask me to return something which is
mine, and you give me something which
is not so valuable ? I would like to refer
to credit notes. You will see, " Special
credit note for £3 10s., No. 40, dated 3rd
April, 1901, in favour of H. Teesdale
Smith." It was playing it very low down
to a member of the Opposition to put in a,
credit note of this sort, when, as far as

mny connection with the Railway Depart-
ment is concerned, I have on several
occasions supplied the department with
trucks to carry heavy boilers from Albany
to Fremantle, and we have never been
paid one penny for the use of those trucks.
On another occasion I ran a special train
from Albany to Bleverley, and I was on
the footplate of that engine from noon to
midnight. We have also run traffic, when
the Government could not supply' engines,
from Yarloop to Bunbury, for which we
never got paid. Yet the Government are
mean enough to bring up a credit note of
£Q3 10s. on account of a special train I
had. The cost of that special train to the
Government amiounted at the very outside
to £4, and they charge me £010 for it. If
it had been given to me, the Government
would not have been out of pocket.
The train that wre ran from Albany to
Beverley for the Government might have
cost the Government £120 if obliged to
run it, and yet not a penny was paid by
the Government for that train.

OPPOSITION MEMBER: Another Minis-
ter going out of the House. They are all
going.

MR. Jxcony: The Colonial Treasurer
does not seem to like the facts.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: Are the
Ministers all terrified ?

TaE MINISTER FOR MINES: Ohi, no;
not at all.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: I cani
assure Ministers that my speech is not

wearying them as much as it wearies me.
The next item I desire to refer to is the
sale of 30 hopper trucks. So far as I
can see, the Government were fair enough
in making the charge which referred to
the delay in collecting the amount due.
The board, however, went outside the
charge to comment on the advisability or
otherwise of the sale, by reason of which,
according to their showing, the Govern-
ment have lost £3,756 per annum. On
that basis of calculation, as my firm had
the trucks for not more than a year, the
utmost loss to the Government can be
only £3,756, as against the loss alleged
by the Premier the other night, namely
£25,700. But neither the Premier nor the
board have any right whatever to refer
to what might or might not have been
charged. The trucks were sold to us,
and they were in our possession; and
therefore the Government could not
make, and bad not any right to make, a
charge for the trucks.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: They
ought to have collected the price of them,
though.

MRt. TEESDALE SMITH: There is
no doubt they should. I shall explain
how it came about that the money for the
trucks was not paid at the time of the

Isale. My firm bought from the Govern-
mnent two locomotives, 30 low-side trucks,
and 30 hopper trucks. The locomotives

Iand the trucks were in good order, were
Idelivered straight away, and paid for
straight away. But the hopper trucks,

inta f being handed over to us in the
beginning of October, as they should
have been, were not, as a matter of fact,
delivered until about Christmas. When
they did come, we had to return them.
Mr. Boyne, the confidential man employed
by Mr. E. F. Millar as his representative,
and to whom Mr. Millar had given a
cheque in payment for the plant, finding
that these hiopper trucks did not come,
returned the cheque to Mr. Millar. So
f at as my partner Mr. Timms and myself
were concerned, we did not know for
months whether the trucks had been paid
for or not. But for the board or the
Government to say that there was a loss
of £8,000 or x5,000 or £2,000 in the
shape of hire of these trucks, is utterly
absurd. Suppose I were to buy a horse
and dray from the Commissioner of Rail-
ways for £50, and then hire it out at £5
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a day for 12 months; could it be main-
tained that the Commissioner of Railways
had lost £1,500 by the transaction? In
farther reference to this matter the board
say that they cannot see why the trucks
were sold. Those who have had anything
at all to do with hopper trucks know per-
fectly well that the cost of the upkeep of
these trucks, with the ballastgoingonto the
rails and the trucks being pulled off and
knocked about in consequence, is very
heavy. The upkeep per truck mnay
amouut to 5s. per day, or 6s., or 7s., or
8s. On the Busselton line, where there
is no heat or dust-the line moreover
was an easy one to construct - the
Engineer-in-Chief himself allowed 3s. per
day for the upkeep of hopper trucks.
And yet the Government say they have
lost £5 ,700! As for the matter of
charges for trucks on private lines, that
has been fought out time and again. The
member for Boulder asked a question as
to how much had been lost to the
department through the trucks not being
charged for. I say it is a common
practice, a universal practice, wherever
railways are in commoii use, that if you
have traffic on another line, and you bring
your empty trucks to that line to get
that traffic, then the trucks are conveyed
free. The custom obtains all ove~r Eng-
land at the present time; and yet the
Commissioner of Railways says it is not
a good practice, and thle board say they
cannot understand why it was don~e and
can see no adequate reason for it. I say
there is adequate reason for it, if by
so employing your trucks you can
increase their train mileage to such an
extent that it exceeds all your other
train mileages, even where you do not
allow the free use of trucks. Besides,
every station, every siding, has the free
use of a truck for 24 hours; whereas in
the case of private lines, the time in
some cases does not exceed 12 hours,
or even six hours. Moreover, if there
were no private lines said if the sidings
only were used, the Government would
need to have a shunting engine there
to nmarshal the trains. That would
cost them £2,000 a year. The Commis-
sioner must admit that the ifurrawang
firewood traffic yields a greater return to
the Railway Department than any other
traffic in the State. This is accounted
for to a great extent by the fact that the

minimum charge is paid in respect of the
trucks used in the Kurrawang firewood
business. For a 16-mile run, the mini-
mum, the charge is 8s. per truck. The
distance from Kurrawang to Kalgoorlie
is only eight miles: therefore the truck is
paying Is. per mile instead of 6d. per
mile. On the same basis the charge
from Kurrawang to the Boulder amounts
to 8d. per truck per mile, or 33 per cent.
more than the rates paid by any other
traffic. In addition to the charge for the
firewood traffic, the trucks have to pay
2s. each for shunting charges. The
citizens of Perth, Kalgoorlie, and Boulder
get their trucks shunted free of charge;
but the muining industry has to pay a tax
of 2s. per truck. Will the Commissioner
of Railways, or anybody else in this
House or out of it, say that if you can
get payable traffic by doing so, you are
not warranted in letting your trucks out
free for four or five hours? There has
been some reference to the Kurrawang
Company making an arrangement with
Guthrie & Co. to charge 10s. a truck
for the sandalwood traffic. That traffic
pays the Government about £210 per
truck; and yet, because the trucks
would be out on the Kurrawang line
for, say, 10 hours, for which time
the department get nothing, the depart-
ment say they prefer that the trucks
should run back to Fremantle empty.
They would rather ran them back empty,
receiving nothing, than allow them to go
out for four or five hours on the Kurra-
wang line, in order that they may carry
£10 worth of freight. And yet the
Commissioner of Railways says of
himself, "I am a true-born railway
manager."

MR. GEORGE: You want as much
back-loading as ever you can get.

ME. TEESDALE SMITH: Back-
loading is the best paying business in all
countries. If the Comicssioner can get
back-loading to the extent of £20,000 or
£80,000 by allowing his trucks to go out
for a few hours, does anyone mean to say
he should not do it ?

Tux OMMISSIONER OF RAILWA YS: But
the Government might just as well have
had the 10s. which the Kurrawaug
Company got.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: The
Government received £10 per truck. If
you build your line you want traffic for
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it. If someone else builds a spur, and
says' to you, "I will feed your line with
traffic which you could not possibly get
without the spur," does anyone mean to
say it is not a good policy to allow your
trucks to ko out? [SEVERAL MEMBERS:
Hear, hear.] There is the traffic. The
trucks have to go out 30 miles for the
wood. Can that wood be carted into
Eurrawang by team ? Can you get the
traffic without allowing the trucks out on
the Kurrawang line?

THE OoMMSSION 0OF RAILWAYS: But
you got the department's trucks, you
know, and you got the freight on them,
whilst the department got nothing.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: The Kurra-
wang Company get the department's
trucks, and the departmient get £10 per
truck, instead of nothing. Does it, or
does it not, pay the department to get
£10 per truck ?

THE COMMISSbONER o RntIwiys: It
would pay the department better to get
£12 10s. per truck.

MEMBER: That is the point.
MR. TEESDALJE SMITH: Oh, I

suppose it would pay, you better still to
get £30 a truck.

MR. GEORGE: What does the depart-
ment get for carrying ore from the fields
down hereP

MEMBER: Thirteen shillings and eight-
pence per truck.

THE COMMISSIONER or RAILWAYS:
Nonsense!

MR. TEESDAL~E SMITH: I regret
the member for East Perth (Ron. W. H.
James) is not in his seat, as I wanted to
pat him on the back to a certain extent.
I consider that he and my fiend the
Minister for Mines are the two men in
the Ministry who have fried to study the
interests of the State. The member for
East Perth, ini my opinion, has effected
much good by his domestic legislation.
[SEVERAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] In
one or two cases, however, he has gone a
llttle too far. [MR. RESIDE: What
cases?] I will point that out to von in
in a minute. In my opinion the Govern-
mnent cannot be blamed too severely for
their failure to bring in a Bill to regulate
the working hours in the saw-milling
industry. [SEVERAL MEMBERS: Hear,
hear.] A motion. demanding the intro-
duction of this legislation was moved
from this side of the House, and passed on

the voices, as hon. members will no doubt
recollect. Although the gentlemen sitting
on that (Labour) bench are the Staunchest
supportersof theGovernment- itis certain
that without the support of those mem.-
hers the Government would never have
had the courage to sit on the Treasury
bench at all- -yet those members who
represent Labour here are flouted. They
are known to be in favour of the eight-
hours system to their very finger tips. I
will break off here, just to informn the
Minister for Railways that 141 trucks
loaded with sandalwood came from
Kurrawang. That means 350 tons.

THE COMMISSIONER OF RAIrnvs:
At £2 l0s.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: To come
back to what I was saying. Did the
Government take any steps to meet the
wishes of the Labour party? Perhaps,
though, Labour members will say that
they do not wish the saw-millers to get
the eight-hours system.

L&BOUiR MEMBERS: Not at all!
MR. RESIDE: What about theWorkers'

Compensation Bill?9
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: I maintain

there is not a single man in this State, if
you searched through it from north to
south and east to west, who would not
prefer that the men on the msills should
get the eight-hours system before the
Workers' Compensation Bill was passed.

THE MINISTER FORL MINES: Did von
not promise to bring in that eight-hours
legislation ?

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: No. A
resolution was passed demanding that
the Government should bring in a Bill.

MR. RAsoN: The motion was carried
on the voices.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: I have
spoken to several Labour members on the
subject, and they have said, 1Oh, the
Government will bring. the Bill in
presently. They are too busy just now."
For my part, I know very well that the
Government failed to bring in the Bill
simply because the resolution eaine from
this (Opposition) side of the House.

MR. RESIDE: No; certainly not!
MR. TE.ESDALE SMITH: The

member for Hannans (Mr. Reside) appa-
rentlv is not in favour of the eight-hours
syste;m.

MR. RESIDE: I supported the motion.
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: Did you?
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MR. JOHiNSON: You could not expect
the Government to bring in the Bill when
you blocked other Labour legislation.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS:- Oh!
MR, TEESDALE SMITH: An Eight-

hours Bill should have been brought in
first. To sum up, I consider that the
Government have shown a woeful disre-
gard of fairness and common sense in
appointing the John Davies board. They
have shown a want of commercial know -
ledge and ability in their loan flotation.
There is just one other thing I wish to
refer to in connection with the Kurrawang
syndicate. Among their many transac-
tions is a purchase of rails. The syndi-
cate paid £4 12s, per ton for the rails they
bought fromn the Government, whereas
the same class of rails were delivered 300
miles away for the same price, £4 12s.
per ton. A little time before this pur-
chase, we bought similar rails for Z3S per
ton; or rather, we bought 351b. rails at
£3 per ton, whereas the others were 451b.
rails. In my opinion, the Commissioner
of Railways has done onue thing, and that
is practically to annihilate his colleagues.

Tnu MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
H1. Gregory): I should hardly have
spoken to this motion, my department
not having been adversely criticised, save
in one small1 particular. I should not
have risen, had it not been for an attempt
on the part of the leader of the Opposi-
tion (Hon. F. H. Fiesse) and the late
Attorney General (Mr. Sayer) to take
credit for stopping the illegal practice of
the conditional surrender of leases on
our goldfields. Some time ago, I think
last session, the member for the Murray
(Mr. George) Stated in one of the debates
that he thought it essential for the good
government of the country that there
should be a. change in the Administration.
There has been a change. We came into
these positions as Ministers; and I admit
we made an initial mistake. Our initial
mistake was with our Estimates. We
should have followed the good old plan
in force for so many years; we should
have placed all sorts of sops on the
Estimates, which we could have done by
reducing the departmental estimates, as
they have always been reduced in the
past, and including a lot of items which
we bad no intention of carrying into
effect, in order to placate a good many
members of this House.

MR. GEORGE: And you would have
bad the same criticism as Forrest received.

TnB MINISTER FOR MINES:- No
doubt from some hon. members, but not
from many. We know one hon. member
was most indignant the other night
because £21,000 was taken away from one
portion of his electorate and spent in
another. Another thing is in regard to
the Land Act. We are told the Land
Act is being amended, and that it is
going to cripple the pastoral industry.
The member for Northam (Hon. G-.
Throssell), who has always posed as an
advocate of close settlement, has stated
he desires to amend the existing Laud
Act, making some rather serious com-
plaints against, the present Minister for
Lands, to the effect that the Minister has
brought in a Bill which will do injury to
the country by preventing close settlement.
We know that is only humbug. In every
sense, from my experience of him for the
last five years, I can only put down the
member for Northamn as a real humbug.
[MxR. GEO*RGE: Politically ?]' Only politi-
cally. The Minister for Lands has taken
the precaution, before any money is expen-
ded by Government in the construction of
drains in the Harvey District, to reserve
the land; so that -when the land is sold
or taken up, the Government may be
able to reap some advantage. Now, it is
not my intention to deal with any of
tbe railway matters. I should like to
speak first in regard to my own depart-
ment, to explain the position in which I
found that department when I took office,
and the condition in which it is to-day.
When the Estimates were under con sidera-
tion, it was stated we had exaggerated our
receipts and increased our expenditure.
Regarding the expenditure in my depart-
ment, members will notice that the chief
item is in respect to public batteries. The
items under that bead are big items; but
if the receipts do not came in as we
anticipate, certainly the expenditure will
not be there. I 'will take very good care
of that. Then there was the question of
the School of Mines. Last year, the
Government had X2,500 upon the E'sti-
mates for that work, and they had given
promises years before. I was taunted by
the member for Northam with the fact
that we put only £2,500 on the Esti-
mates this year. If we had had the
spending of the money, we should have
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spent it on a School of Mines--nat as the
last Ministry spent it, on other objects
which were not approved by this House:
the money would have been expended
for the purpose for which it wast voted;
and the amount of the item would
have been £4,500. In my expenditure,
the only new item and the only new
appointment I ask for is that of a,
mining engineer. I wanted a good mining
expert who would be able to advise
the Minister on all mining matters, a
man who would be able to supervise the
inspectors of mines. I found it was
absolutely necessary that we should have
some inspection. Fatal accidents have
been increasing in this country at an
alarming rate. No system lhas been
adopted by the inspectors. We simply
appointed an inspector, and beard nothing
f row himu perhaps from year's end to
another, unless an accident occurred,
when we received a, report. I at once
decided that every inspector should be
compelled to send it return to the depart-
ment every month, showing the work he
had done right through that month;
showing every mine he had visited, the
workings he had insrpected, and the con-
dition of those m-ines. Acecdents, as I
say, increased very alarmingly. Last
year, for every thousand men employed
underground, there was an average of
2-60 killed in our mines;i andthataverage
has been fully maintained this year. In
New Zealand, the average is less than
one in every thousand; and in Victoria
it is only 1-34. So we shall observe it
was absolutely essential to place the in-
spection of mines on a proper basis. I
therefore asked that this extra expendi-
ture should be incurred.

Mu. T1H0MAS: Get a good man.
Tax MINISTER FOR MINES:, We

cani get a good man: the only difficulty
is in getting rid of bad men. Then there
is the question -of exemptions. 'When I
took office I found the labour covenants
on the goldfields were simply farcical.
The warden had a special power to grant
one month's exemption, and the Minister
to grant six months. We fokind there
were cases where even up to two and
a half year4' continuous exemption had
'been granted, and Dot a pick put into
the ground the whole time. This was
not in one case, but in dozens. In
fact, in one small district I found

there were over 20 leases that had been
granted over 30 months' exemption.
Much in the same way, protection was
granted. In one case, ais the member for
Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor) says, protec-
tion was granted for seven months con-
tinously on the application for lease;,
and during the whole of that time, no
work whatever was done on that property.
In fact, I find, simply through the want
of knowledge of my predecessor, that it
was not the legitimate man who was
getting any assistance by this principle
of exemption;- it was the boodler, the
man who would take up a. large area of
ground, obtain exeniption from the Crown,
go to the London market, and try to foist
it on the English capitalist, thus doin~g
an injury not only to the latter, but to
the good fame of this country. In regard
to the conditional surrender of leases, a
gold-mining lease instrument, as many of
us know, provides that the lessee shal
pay £1 per acre per annum, %nd perform
certain labour covenants. Now it became
the practice in Kalgoorlie for a number
of persons to send applications to the
Mines Department, offering the con-
ditional surrender of their leases. They
asked for no ground to be retained for
their use: they simply wanted to sur-
render their leases. As soon as the
application was received, the ground was
exempted by the Minister from the labo ur
covenants. The application would be
sent en to the Lands Department. The
Surveyor General dlid all he could in
every case to prevent the system being
carried out. The applientions would
often be returned to the Mines Depart-
meat; we would protect them far a fort-
night; the man w~ould be asked to send
in an amended application; another appli-
cation would come down; some months
would elapse; and the protection con-
tinued all the time. In the end, the
Commissioner of Crown Lands would
illegally give away a, large area of the
lands of this State, for the purpose of
getting a, surrender of those leases. Now
we strongly advised, time after time, that
the Governmentshould insist on the labour
coven ants being observed. In one case, the
Surveyor General states, that the lessee
will soon tire of holding the lease, and it
will fall into the hands of the Govern-
ment without compensation; yet the
department keeps on granting protection.
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The Surveyor General urges that -the
Government shall insist upon the labour
covenants being enforced. He knew
from his visits to the fields, and from the
reports of his officers, that those lessees
were only speculators in leases; that the
leases were in many cases absolutely
useless shows that had been sold by
auction for a few pounds. and then appli-
cations were sent down to Perth, with
the result that those speculators received
large areas of ground. And what was
done by Mr. Lefroy, who I am sorry is
in London, because I do not like attack-
ing any man in his absence. I will say
here that I know perfectly well that Mr.
tefroy did not do this knowing it to be
illegal: his action arose simply from
want of knowledge, and he did it in that
easy style of his which wan due to the
fact that he does not like to eat " no"
to anybody. But in this instance the
Surveyor Genural urges the enforcement
of the labour conditions. Mr. Lefroy
says the Lands Department might keep
somebody to jump those leases; " and," he
says, "I amn not going to be the lord
high jumper of the goldields." But
the Commissioner of Crown Lands allowed
these surrenders to be continued. It is
not a case of one, but of many; and here
is the copy of an opinion from the Crown
Law Department, which reads-.

The freeholds of the Crown, forming part
as they do of the public estate, a~re intrusted
to the care of Ministers of the Crown as
trustees of the State, to be dealt with in
accordance with the law of the land. The
disposal of this estate can only be lawfully
made iu accordance with the law of the land;
and in my opinion the Minister for Lands has
no more authority to make presents tif free-
holds to deserving individuals, than the
Treasurer has to make gifts of public money.
I tbink I can prove directly that the
Treasurer did make gifts of public money
-the Treasurer of thbe old crowd.

M x, GEORGE:; The old crowd?
THE MINSTER FOR "MINES: The

opinion continues.
The transaction was void, as illegal and

ranting in consideration. Of course, if the
assent of Parliament to this grant be obtained,'the action of the Minister may be ratified;
hut not otherwise.
The other night the member for Clare-
mont (M9r. Sayer) interjected that he had
stopped the conditional surrender of
leases.

MR. SAYER: NO.

TWE MINISTER POR MINES: The
member for Claremont was acting Minister
for Mines; and just before he left office,
an Executive Council minute was placed
before Kim, and he signed it; but after
signing it he saw that the document was
dangerous, and he ran hisa pen through his
si gnature, and left the jacket for the next
Minister who came in, without leaving a
single record to show that the action was
illegal. I defy the hon. member to point
to any record to that effect in the depart-
ment; because, when I went in, there
were some dozens of similar papers
placed before me; and in any single case
where the conditional surrender has been
asked fo)r, I defy him to point out where
he makes a record that the system was
irregular or illegal. If I had not been
careful I should have fallen into the trap;
but I immediately asked for the opinion
of the Crown Law Department. We can
imagine a Ministry, including the member
for North am, who had been carrying on
for years as Commissioner of Crown
Lands, and then was succeeded by Mr.
C. J. Moran-we can imagine those
ex-Ministers chaiming the credit of
having stopped the illegal surrender
of these leases!I Is it not strong?
It is too strong. The chairmnan of a
London company announced to the share-
holders that the company held certain
surfaoce rights to the value of £60,000,
and that they would be able to obtain
from the Govern ment.£20,000 or £30,000
for the surface rights of the laud held as
gold-mining leases. In regard to the
public batteries, about which a great deal
has been said, the member for Guildford,
who at one time represented a gold -
mining constituency, said that it was a
mistake to try and make the batteries
Pay.

MR. RA&soN:- Pardon me, I never said
anything of the sort.

Tnn MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member ridiculed the way in which
I was carrying on these mills. I want to
see these mills made to pay, and I believe
at 15s. a ton they can be made to pay,
and if at 15s. we can make a profit we
can reduce the cost of crushing at the
mills, which will be better for the pros-
pector. If we reduce the cost, who will
obtain the benefit in the end? The pros-
pector. In the past, Parliament has been
very good and has given to the Minister
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for Mines £2100,000 for the erection
of batteries. I was in office only two
months before I got the public bat-
teries on a fair basis. Before I had been
three months in office the batteries paid
expenses, and in four months there was a
mari of profit: this month I hope to

shwa much better profit. 1 think some-
thing has been done which will really be
good for the prospector. We are inducing
Parliament to give us more money, and
thus render greater assistance in the work
than has been the case in the past. Would
Parliament be content to give the
Minister for AMines money, where tbe
moills were making a loss of £15,000 or
£20,000 ? From a business standpoint
it would. be impossible to do it: the
batteries must be made to pay. I cannot
speak too highly of the loyalty of the
officers of the department in this irec-
tion. They have not to watch the
Minister for political favours; they have
only to do their duty and they know they
will be recompensed accordingly. It has
been stated that we are Dot likely to
receive the estimated revenue from leases.
Last year 86,924 acres were taken up,
this year over 40,000 acres; therefore I
feel sure the estimate is correct. The
same thing applies to the Mineral Lands
Act: we are altering our regulations.
Under the old riyime the Minister for
Mines allowed the rents to run on almost
to the end of the year. He had an absurd
regulation as to fines. If the rent was
paid on the 2nd February, the person
was fined a certain amount, if it was paid
on the 2nd March the fine was so much
more, and if the rent was paid on the 2nd
April a much heavier fine was imposed,
at the rate of 60 per cent. per annum. But
if a lessee -allowed the rent to run on to
the end of the year, he was not fined any
more than if he had paid the money in
April! A number of people, finding how
this worked, would allow the lease to be
voided. Then they would take up the
lease in the last quarter, and only pay
the last quarter's rent, and the State was
robbed of three-quarters of a year's rent.
In regard to the action of the late Admin-
istration, as it is likely that several mem-
bers will have to face their constituents
before long, I would like to point out the
action of those members in regard to
democratic measures. As to payment of
members, I would like to draw attention

to the way in which the leader of the
Opposition opposed this measure.

HON. F. H. Please: I only spoke on
the question once in the House.

TaE MINISTER FOR MINES: The
hon. member always voted. He tried to
get out of the Japanese question in the
same way, but he voted.

HoN. F. H. PiEssE: For the purpose
of giving the question farther consider-
ation.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: Oh,
yes, for the purpose of farther consider-
ation! The member for the Murray was
a strong opponent of the principle of
payment of members, yet the hon.
member was willing to take his five
guineas a day while sitting on a Royal
Commission. The member for the Murray
sat on a Royal Commission in reference
to the railways and received five guineas
a day.

HON. F. H. PiEssE: A different thing.
TaE MINISTER FOR MINES: Quite

a different thing. He was only paid, I
think, £,135 for 20 sittings. There was
the Immigration Restriction Bill, and the
leader of the Opposition and the member
for Northamn were vmiy strong opponents
of that measure. The member for Guild-
ford was absent on that occasion. Then
there was the Imported Labour Registry
Bill. We found a great many democratic
members present when that Bill was under
consideration, and the member for Guild-
ford voted against that democratic mea-
sure. Coming to the question of plural
voting, our great democrat who has been
bidding for the votes of thetLabour party-
the leader of the Opposition-and the
member for Northam both believe in
Plural voting.

Hozi. F. H. PirssE: No; I do not.
THE MINISTER FOR MINES: When

we were debating the last Constitution
Dill in the House, and when the question
of the third reading came up, the mem-
ber for Cue moved an amendment to

abolish plural voting, and the lender of
the Opposition and the members for
Northamn and Toodyay voted for plural
voting.

M. QDiNLAX: How longr ago is that?
THE MINISTER FOR MINES: Two

years ago. The hon. member has had.
ample time to change his opinion since.

MR. DAGLISH: What was the date of
their conversion ?
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THE MINISTER FOR MINES: As
to the dismissal of G. W. Davies, the
statement of the Commissioner of Rail-
ways has been very fair. In every
department t1ere is a record clerk, and a
record book is kept. In the record book
is entered the reason why any officer
leaves a department. If an officer obtains
a fortnight's holiday it is entered on the
record; and though theCoinmissioner puts
the country to the expense of having
three record clerks, one for himself, one
for the General Manager, and one for the
Chief Traffic Manager, yet on none of
these files was there any record of the
reason for the dismissal of this man.
There has been a great deal said as to
the composition of the board ofinur
into the dismissal of John Dais
and members have said they wanted
to know who recommended Mr. Shaw.
I was one of those who recoin-
mended Mr. Alfred Shaw. I did busi-
ness with Mr. Shaw for 18 years in
Victoria.. He was the head of one of the
largest firms in the Eastern States, he
had a good record there, and was presi-
dent of the Chamber of Commerce in
Victoria. He was a commissioner of the
Melbourne Savings Bank. But unfortu-
nately he became interested in the sugar
industry of Queensland, and was ruined.

MR. HOPKINS: He was not the only
one. Financial institutions were hit too.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: I
am here to speak on his behalf. I was
one of those who recommended him, and
the report which has come forward shows
that the members of the board acted in an
honest and careful manner. The mem-
ber for Wellington CMr. Teesdale Smith)
dealt somewhat severely with regard to the
Commissioner and as to the amount dlue
by Millar Bros. He went to the trouble
last night to explain that there were
many amounts due which were not
debited. It will not take long to read a
letter which I have here; it is from the
Audit Department, and says : -

Early in the proceedings against Mr. Y.
Davies, I came across mn agreement between
Mr. J- T. Short and Mr. Teesdale Smith on
behalf of- Messrs. Millar Bros., whereby that
firm was to get certain concessions allowed
them, hut I could not find that said agreement
had ever received the Governor's approval,
and therefore presume it is illegal.

2. 1 also came across instructions issued by
the various district superintendents to station- I

masters, instructing them not to enter amounts
for demurrage or bush haulage against said
firm in the railway books, but to keep a private
list of the amaounts.

3. 1 wanted to find out how much the Gov-
ernment bad lost by this agreement, and called
for the private lists of the station-masters and
found that at Albany (Torbay) and Yauloop
the amount ran into four figures. Is sending
me some lists the then Acting Mgaaer. Mr.
Douglas, said the amounts should have been
legitimate debits, and said he foundthe station-
master at Wokalup had not carried out instruc-
tions and kept a list of the debits, forwbieh fault
be was dealing with him, but clerks had been
sent to obtain particulars- these particulars
were finally got out, and arrived in Perth to
be summarised. Mr. Short, bearing of the
return being called for; said it was not to be
proceeded with any farther, and instructed
that when I came for the list I was to be
referredtohim. I called yesterday and sarhim.
Ile said I could see any books, documents,
or files I wanted, but he would not do anything
requiring extra clerical assistance, and I could
not have the particulars. I pointed out that
I knew they had been already prepared. He
said they were not finished, and he could not
put anyone on to finish them; also that he had
seen the Premier on the point, who would
indorse what he (Mr. Short) had said.

4. Had the station-master been kept up to
his instructions there would be no necessity
to have put on extra hands to do the work
now. Wokalup is by far the largest return,
and probably runs into £2,000.

5. If the agreement is illegal by reason of
not receiving the Governor's approval, the
total amount not charged up owing to the
agreementanm probably be claimed. However.
I wished to prove to you how much had been
lost, hence the reason for asking for the par-
ticulars which Mr. Short has denied me.
Then there is a letter from the Minister
to Mr. Short, giving instructions that the
business should be done, and drawing
attention to the fect that he receives is
instructions from the Commissioner and
not the Premier. I have here the list of
demurrage: I will not read the details,
but the demurrage debited amount. to
£382, the demnurrage not debited to
£3,173. This is atfour stations. Haul-
age debited amounts to £379, not debited
to £321, a total of £3,500. Here is an
agreement entered into by the Railway
Department with Mr. Teesdale Smith,
that these things are not to be entered in
the books, but are to be put on private
slips.

THE ComissioNEE OF RAILWAYS:
Chalked up behind the door.

Mn.. TEESDALE SMITH : I would like to
make an explanation. These debits are
evidently as against the debits we keep
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against the department for our trucks.
There was an arrangement mnade between
the department and ourselves that, pro-
vided. our trucks were in their hands and
were not unreasonably kept back for a
certain time, no demurrage should be
charged. On the other hand, when we
had their trucks, if they were returned
within reasonable time, no demurrage was
to be charged. It is evident from these
papers that the Government have taken
credit for all the trucks used by us, and
have made no allowance for our trucks
which they have used. So that it is
,altogether a misleading and incorrect
statement; and I challenge the Minister
to point to any-

THE~ Pmxxrn: This is going beyond
explanation.

THFE SPEAKER: Yes; I think the hon.
member must not say any more.

THE. MINISTER FOR -MINES: I
anm simply quoting from an officer of the
Audit Department, and it shows what a
bad system that is. It must be a bad
system, if Mr. Teesdale Smith and the
Traffic Manager can enter into an
arrangrement whereby any amounts
debited against Mr. Teesdale Smith orI
Millar Bros. are not entered on the books I
of the Railway Department.

MR. TEBISDALE Smith: It is only a
contra account.

THE INISTER FOR MINES: I
do not care. I know of no other person
who can get these railway concessions;
and for every-thing I require I have to
pay cash, and other people ha~ve to do the
same, or enter into a bond. Every
transaction should be entered up in th~e
books of the department immediately,
niot entered on private slips. The mem-
ber for Northam (Hon. G. Throssell)
told us the other night it was the last
straw that broke the camel's back; but
the hon. member had 500 camels to carry
him along, and those 500 camels needed
a great many straws to break his
back. Very little has been said about
that transaction, and I think the less
said the better. Still, it was one of the
acts of the late Administration. I said
some time ago I would show that
the Government bad not only given
away illegally the Crown lands of the
State, but had ahso given money from
the Treasury chest. Some time ago
the Government issued a regulation that

*there should be certain tonnage dues at
ports. At Rock ingham the Jarrabdale
people built a, jetty to send their timber
away fronm, and at Hamnelin Bay the
Davies people built a jetty, and
they export from that. Some time ago
Mr. Da~vies, when making a speech in
London, announced that the Government
did not charge tonnage dues at Hlamelin.
The solicitors of the Jarrnhdale Company
beg-an writing to the department, asking
by whose authority these tonnage dues
were remitted. The department began
to be afraid, and. the papers were sent to
the Cabinet; first to the Attorney
General (Mr. Pennefather), who advised
it was illegal not to charge tonnage dues
at ]Hamelin Bay, and that they must be
charged. The matter was brought before
the Cabinet, and it was decided they
should be charged, and they were charged
at Hamelin as well as every other port of
the colony. But what do we find:? At
the end of the year an application was
made to the Government, and the tonnage
dues charged at Hamelin Bay were
refunded to the Davies people.

14 R. YEaVURrOs: They were perfectly
entitled to it.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: They
may be entitled to it, but when those
dues are charged to one person or com-
pany in the colony, they should be
charged to all. It is not the man -who
can go into the Minister's office who
should be able to get these favours.
The Davies people could go to Sir John
Forrest and get the thing done illegally.
It was quite easyv for the Government of
the day to make a regulation saying they
would not charge tonnage dues.

MlEmBEiR: They had no right to charge
them.

AIn. YELVERTON: The people referred
to built the jetty and laid down the
moorings.

TEiE MINISTER FOR MINES:- The
Government passed a6 regulation that
tonnage dues should be payable, and yet
after their Attorney General tells them
they cannot legally remit those dues, they
charge the dues to every other com-
pany, but do not charge the Davies
people. I do not say whether the dues
should be charged or not; baLt I assert it
is improper that such influence should be
used by any company on any Minister of
the Crown. I submit thast for such
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influence to have effect upon him is
improper, and I condemn it. If we pass
regulations or laws, they should bear
eqully on every person or company in
the State, and that has not beeu the case
in the past. I say that at the Cabinet
meeting, at which the member for Nor.
tham (Hon. G.. Throssell) was present,
they agreed to that being done which
they knew at the time was absolutely
illegal. I can only s'y with regard to
this motion that I ama glad the majority
sitting on that (Opposition) side of the
House have at last had the courage to
come forward and table the motion they
have. The position on this (Govern-
ment) side was becoming unbearable.
We, who had the power to make appoint-
ments and do everything to run the
business of the whole of the country,
could not command a unaj ,rity in this
Chamber. I for one feel pleased that
at last they are going to turn us out
of office and take the responsibility' them-
selves. Members on that side of the
House could not see their way clear to
come on this side and assist us, and now,
late in the day, they are doing what is
right. I am glad indeed they have seen
fit to bring forward this motion, and it
will be a calamity if they do not succeed.
I think they will succeed, and I hope the
country will he able to show its opinion
of those six gentlemen when they go to
seek the suffrages of their electors. I
hardly think -they will have a pleasant
time. But there is one thing with regard
to this division which should be placed
very plainly before the country. Members
should consider when dealing with our
administration, whether the business of
the country has been conducted properly.
Would they allow their own concerns to
be carried on in the same way as that in
which the railways, the mines, and the
other departments of this State have been
carried on ? Their vote on this occasion
will show which way they think, and in
my opinion the country will be able to
judge of them, whether they have done
right or wrong.

Ma. 0. HARPER (Beverley): As I
feel in some respects responsible for the
present Ministry sitting on the other side
of the Rouse, I wish to offer a few
remarks regarding the position we are
now in. I think I told the House before
that 1, at any rate, stood out firmly and

resisted the late Ministry or late party
taking office, aud I expressed the reason
why Ididso. I thoughtthe countryhad long
been asking for a change, and that really
we wanted other gentlemen to have some
experience in governmwent matters. The
result was-I will not say it was the
result of mny action, but at any rate it
was the result of the action of several
mnembers-that the change was brought
about. The Treasurer was sent for, and
finding some little difficulty in arranging
his team, he had to make a contract with
the present leader to form the Ministry.
From the first their difficulty was-at
least one of their difficulties seems to
have been-to decide upon who should be
Comumissioner of Railways. There was
one member who had fought on the front
Opposition benches for a long time, and
he, in the ordinary course, thought he
was entitled to a position in the Cabinet;
but for some reason or another he was
not asked, apparently, and the member
for East Fremantle (Hion. J. J. Holmes),
who sat on the back benches, was invited
to fill the position. I can quite imagine
that the reason, or one reason, why he
was invited to fill the position was-and
to his credit be it said -that he was a
worker, and a hard worker; but I think
the principal reason was that he pro-
fessed to have some knowledge of railway
work through the back door. When
the Ministry came into power, I sat down
and watched with considerable interest
what was going to be the result. 1 saw
behind me on this (Opposition) bench a
fine number of new members, and I said,
" Now here is an opportunity which a
statesman leading has not often had of
proving his ability by attracting a number
of these votes to his side." The hon.
gentleman had many things in his favour.
Many of these members professed to be
independent.

THE PREMIER: We did not believe
them ; we do not believe them now, and
we do not want them.

Ma. HARPER: You wanted them all
along, but you could not get them.

Tas PREMIER: We did not want them.
MR. HARPER: As time went on it

appeared to me he was unable to get any
over.

THE PREMIER: We got Mr. Speight.
ME. HARPER: When a, leafier is in a

position and has an opportunity to
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gather a number of people across to him
-because the field was quite open-it
looks as if there has been some failure if
he does not do so. 'What is the reason ?
Why has the hon. gentleman not attracted
them overP If lie has not attracted them
over, I say it proves incapaity.

MR. HOPKINS: Prejudice on the part
of others.

MR. HARPER: I do not think they
came here with prejudice, and I do not
think the member for Boulder (Mr.
Hopkins) should say anything about pro-
j udice. The Stern logic of fact is that
those who sit on the Government side of
the House are not as strongly attached
to the Premier as they were when he first
entered into office, and Ministers have not
been able to get any over from the Op-
position side.

THE PnRnnaa: We got Mr. Speight
over; the best man you had.

MEL. HARPER: I thought the hon.
member would entertain that idea, but I
think that, considering that gentleman's
health, the less Said about the matter the
better.

Mn. JACOBY.- He never attended any
of our meetings.

Mn. HARPER: I think that what I
have referred to points to incapacity-
incapacity to attract Members from this
side. Failing that, the whole case is gone,
to my mind. But I am. not going to
linger upon that. If you ask the country
to-day what is the most crying and
grievous burden they have upon them,
they will say the Federal Tariff. The
Federal Tariff is directly, and I may say
almost entirely, due to the action of the
leader of the Government and those who
sit with him. The bon. member had an
opportunity of being one of the federal
delegates of the Convention, and of being
able to tell the coiintry what the effect of
federation would be. It is hard to say
whether be ever studied it, but the fact is
that he never did tell them, h ut he misled
themn. The text he preached to the people
was "1free-trade, cheaper living," and by
that he gained the ignoprant. prejudices of
the goldfields, and I have no doubt of the
men represented by the member for
Boulder (Mr. Hopkins). I think the hon.
member himself is a man of brains, a man
of enormous capacity, I believe; and 1
hope that some day be may take a seat
on the front Opposition bench. But, so

far, be ha. mistaken hiinseif:. he possesses
capacity, but not wisdom.

Mn. HOPKINS: .1I am afraid you will
have to put your spectacles on.

Ma. HARPER: A few days ago a
motion was brought down to this House
condemning the Federal Tariff; and I

Inoticed the Premier was extremely fierce
against that motion, as also was nearly
everyone who had strongly supported
federation. In fact, the member for
Albany (Mr. Gardiner) was so strong
that be -maintained the Federal Tariff
had nothing to do with federation, that

Ithe tariff was something quite outside
federation. I do not know whether that
was ignorance or what it was; but every-
one who bas studied federation -I think
even the Colonial Treasurer had some
inkling oif this-must have been conscious
that federation certainly involved cus-
toms duties of from 20 to 30 per cent. on
the imports of this country. That is the
very foundation of federation, that the
taxes for Federal purposes mnust be
collected through the customs. In order
to reach the amount required, taxation
mnust be imposed through the customs.
The member for Boulder (Mr. Hopkins)
spoke on this question the other night.
He gloried in having fought for feder-
ation, and won; and he gloried in the
fact that under federation the money,

Iinstead of being paid into the Treasury.
*would be left in the pockets of the
people. r wonder where the hon. mem-
ber feels for it now-all this money that
'was to have been left in his pockets
if we joined federation and enjoyed the

*benefits of the Federal Tariff. Take for
instance sugar. I wonder how he finds
himself benefited by the Fedleral Tariff
in respect of sugar? In sugar the in-
crease is great; and half of that increase
goes into the pockets of the Federal
Treasurer, whilst the other half goes into
the pockets of the traders.

Ma. DAaLIan: That is reall 'Y a good
reason for voting against the Govern-
ment !

Ma. HARPER: I think it is; because
the Government are responsible for the
Federal Tariff,

MR. DAGLT5H: Well done!
Mn. HARPER: Not as a Govern-

Iment, but as men who urged the peopleIto adopt federation without knowing
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what they were doing. The people were
mnisled by the federal leaders.

MR. JACOBY; Hear, hear. So they
were.

MR. DAGLISH: There must have been
a great deal of misleading.

TuE PREMIER: And very good leading
capacity.

MR. HARPER: Yes; veryv good
leading capacity when 'you have to deal
with ignorant and prejudiced people.
That is why you have failed to draw us
over from this side. Several members
have told us, -"You must not think that
this tariff is going to stand," but that
was before the vote on the motion of
want of confidence in the Federal Parlia-
ment was taken. Those members said,
"This tariff is absurd; it will be altered

altogether. The Senate will knock it
out." Well, we have seen the result of
the Federal division. I think the majority
of those in favour of the principles of the
tariff was somewhere near 50 per cent. ;
and, when we realise that the Federal
Senate say there must be an average of
23 per cent, customs duties in order to
get the revenue required, it is plain they
cannot get very far away from the 'tariff
as it stands. This tariff has come
more or less to stay; and those who
are howling about it begin to realis that
if they only had the opportunity of
saying whether they would or would not
join federation when the tariff was in
force, they would be in a far better
position than they find themselves in
to-day. I venture to say that if the
leader of the Government could go round
now and ask whether the people would
prefer to enter federation with tis tariff,
or to remain out of federation, with power
over their own tariff, he would get a, very
definite answer.

MR. GARDINER: In favour of federa-
tion.

MR. HOPKINS; Yes; every time!
MR. JACOBY: No. Perhaps your way.
MR. HARPER: One of the results of

this revulsion of feeling against the
Federal Tariff is the desire to do away
with the sliding scale. The Premier, of
course, mnade use of the sliding scale
during the federal campaign. He pointed
out that we should enjoy this sliding
scale; and he has said since that he was
going to adhere to it. Of course, he has
somewhat weakened his position in this

respect by saying that he wishes he could
get out of the promise.

'IRE PREMIER: Quite right!
Ms. HARPER: That is practically

what he says.
THE PREMIr: Quite right!
Mu. HARPER: If he could get out of

it, he would.
THEn PREmiER: Quite right!
MR. HARPER: That is quite right;

yes. But what I want to point -out is
that the hon. gentleman never considered
the result, and that those behind him, I
think, never considered the result.

MR. HASTIE: What resultP
MR. HARPER: The result or remov-

ing the sliding scale.
MR. HASTIE: The result would be

cheaper food.
MR. HARPER: The hon. member

thinks he would get cheaper food. I will
just take an itemn or two. I will take
cheese. How much reduction would he
expect in the price of cheese ? Would
he expect to save on cheese ?

MR. HASTIE: Yes.
MR. HARPER: Butter?
MR. HASTIE: Yes.
MR. HARPER: Would the hon. mem-

ber expect to get butter any cheaper?
Mn. RASTIE: Yes.
MR. HARPER: That is a very good

instance. I think I know something
about traders. I think they know well
enough bow to annex little unconsidered
odds and ends like that.

MR. DAGLIGH: Then the Federal Tariff
will not make things dearer.

MR. HARPER: It may or may not.
MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Oh!
MR. DAGLISH: You are urging another

point on the same principle.
MR. HARPER: I shall touch on that

principle. I now come to another point
on which I know the member for
Boulder will be able to give us Some
information.

MR. HOPKINS: Oh, T will give you
some information directly.

MR. HARPER: Dealing with butter
and other things of that class, I say that
the honest trader will annex the profits,
and not the consumer.

MR. HASTIE: Why? What about
competition?

MR. HARPER: Do you know what
competition means in labour? Why
should not the trader do just the same
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with his competition as you do with
competition in labour?

MR. BESIDE: Labour is more noble.
Ma. HARPER: Take spirits, for

instance.
MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Oh, no!

(Laughter.)
MR. DAGLISH : We do not take spirits.
MR. HARPER: There is a reduction

of 2s. per gallon on spirits. Let me ask
the member for Boulder (Mr. Hopkins)
whether be thinks his friends at Boulder
will let the consumer have spirits any
cheaper for the reduction of 2s. ?

MR. HOPKINS: They do not drink
spirits up that.

MR. HARPER: You do Dot take
any ?

MR. HOPKINS: No; none.
MR. HARPER: I am glad the bon.

member interjected, because it gives me
an opportunity of telling him that the
community which he represents, and a
good many others, not his alone, drink
more or rather spend more in drink than
possibly any community in Christendom.
(Laughter.)

MR. HOPKINS: That is an indication
of their wealth.

MR. HARPER: Exactly; it shows
that they ca afford to pay high taxation.
Then why do they cry out about the
Federal Tariff ?

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
ME. HOPKINS: It is you who are

crying out about the Federal Tariff.
MR. JACOBY: You will have to get up

earlier, Boulder!
MR, HARPER: It will startle even

the mnember for Boulder, I think, to
know that, taking- the population east of
Southern Cross, and not including
Southern Cross, for every man, woman,
and child they drink an average of
about 45 gallons of beer per amnum.
(Laughter.) I can prove it. Now, T will
ask the hon. member-

MR. HOPKINS: I have some other
averages here for you.

MR. HARPER: I think they drink
spirits in proportion. I am not quite
certain; but I think they do.

MR. DAGLISH: You want them to
drink colonial wine.

MR. JACOBY: Hear, hear.
MR. HARPER: So far aslIcan nake

out, they spend something like l0s. per
week per head in stimulants.

THE PREMIER: Tell me, how can you
blame the Government for thatP

MR. HARPER: I was blaming the
Government for the Federal Tariff, when
your enlightened follower behind inter-

I jected.
MR. HASTIE: Why did you block the

iprotest against the Federal Tariff as long
as you could ?

MR. HARPER: I never blocked any
protest: I have been protesting all the
time. (Laughter.) I think perhaps I
may put it this way, that knowing the
extremely ignorant prejudices people get
when they live in the back-blocks, I
thought they should have plenty of time
to think things out. It appears, however,
that they have not yet had sufficient time
to consider the tariff.

MR. HOPKINS: You must have lived in
the hack -blocks a long time.

MR. HARPER: I contend that when
the Premier and those behind him urge
that we should do away with the sliding
scale, the 'Y propose to do that which will
take away, from the revenues of this State
between two and three hundred thousand
pounds, while in no wise benefiting the
pocket of the consumer.

MR. HOPKINS: Including free articles,
it will not realise that amount.

Ma. HARPER: Whatever the amount
may be, it will not go into the pockets of
the consumer. That is my contention and
I think it will be found correct.

MR. HABTIE:; It is only an assertion,
you know. You give no proof what-
ever.

MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: None what-
ever.

MR. HARPER: I will give you a
proof. The duty, has been removed from
meat. [MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Hear,
hear.] Is meat any cheaper ?

MR. JACOBY: NO; it is getting dearer.
MR. HARPER: I will give another

instance. Australian beef is sold in
London at somewhere about half the
price for which it is sold in Australia.
How can you account for that? Why is
it dearer in Australia, ?

MR. HOPKINS: Because'there is no
direct line of communication.

MR. HARPER: No direct line of
communication ?

Ma. HOPKINS: That is right.
MR. HARPER: The bon. member

Iwould subsidise a line of communication
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from another State, to the injury of this
one. That is his enlightened policy!

OPPosITIo1N MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
MR. HopKINs:- I will deal with that,

later on.
Mn. JACOBY: Later on?
Hit. HARPER: I shall turn next faina

few moments to the railway system.
LABOUR MEMBER: It is just as well

you should.
Ali. HARPER:- The Commissioner of

Railways, who has evidently exhausted
himself by his effort of last night to
such an extent as to be unable to remain
here to-day, told us a good deal about
his managemient of the railways and
their mismanagement by his prede-
cessors. Those who followed him closely
must ha~ve observed, I think, that he
kept two brushes, as it were, in is
hands; one -with tar, and the other
with gold-paint. The gold-paint brush
was for what he is doing, the tar brush
for what others have done. He has
coloured the picture to suit himself all
through. But what I blamne the Comm is-
sioner of Railways for is this. He knew
as well as anyone the evils of political
influence in Government railways. The
hi story of all Australia teems with
evidence of the evils of political influence
in railway administration: political influ-
ence has been a cancer in the Government
rail-way services throughout Australia.
I myself have pointed out over and over
again, both publicly and privately, that
whoever may be in charge of Government
railways will, if he be moved by political
influence, go down every time. The
tracks of the Australian Government
railways are strewn with the reputations
of good men. The opportunity which
offered itself to the Ministry when coming
into power, and which opportunity I
contend they should have availed them-
selves of without losing a moment was
to introduce into this House a. Bill hand-
ing over the railways to the control of
Commissioners. [SEVERAL MEMBERS;
Hear, hear.] They did not do so: they
have spoken of it, but they have not done
it. I think, if I know anything about it,
the members on the Labour bench have
bad something to do with the inaction of
the Government in this respect.

MR. HASrrs: The matter has never
been mentioned-

MR. RESBIDE: Oh, blame the Labour
members!

MR. llASTx: I never objected to it.
Mn. RESIDE : flow do you know, an~y

way P
Mn. HARPER: I know the Labour

organisations objected to it, because they'
have told me so. The Commissioner
found he mnust do something; and being
a man of considerable business ability,
and having had considerable success in
business, he thought he would manage
the railway system straight off. If lie
could not mnage it one way, he
would another. He found that working
from the bottom he could do nothing;
so hie thought he would start at Me to~p.

Mn. JoimsoN: He made a good start,
too!1

Mn. HARPER: And so hie remouved
or suspended the General Manager. I
do not propose to go over that business;
but I just want to point out what is the
result, aind how incompetent the Govern-
ment have shown themselves to deal with
the matter. Mr. John Davies wvas sus-
pended; he demanded an inquiry; the
Government formed a, court; counsel
were employ ed on each side; and they all
set to work. But the one thing the
Government seem al1together to have
forgot ten to provide for was a verdict.
No verdict has been given. I guarantee
that a court of lawyers could argue for
40 years on the findings of the board.
[S.EvERAL MEMBERS: H ear, bear.]
What the country wanted to know was
who was right and who was wrong. No
one knows it yet.

MR. DAGu 58:. The report does not
exonerate Mr. John Davies.

MEt. HARPER: I ani not saying
whether it does, or not. But 1 say the
country wanted to know who was to
blame. I say the Government were to
blame for not having required their court
to say who was to blame-who was right
and who was wrong. For that, no one
was to blame hut the Government. What
did the country care for hundreds of
folios of evidence P What the country
wanted wats a verdict.

Tan PREMIER: You will get that
verdict at the balot box.

MR. HARPER: It is not too late
now. The Government could easily have
returned the report to the board, and
asked them to give their opinion on the

Debate, fifth day.
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whole case. But it strikes me they did
not want that opinion.

MR. DAOLISH: This motion blocked
them.

MR. HARPER: Was it by accident or
was it bydesign that we did not get a
verdict? If it was an accident, it shows
incapacity; if it was design, the Govern-
ment are not worthy to carry on the
administration. Now hbind this report
there is another thing of immense import-
ance to this country. This afternc on, we
heard from the member for Wellington
(Mr. Teesdale Smith) that the chairman of
this board, whom I suppose we all consider
the most impartial of the three members,
has giveniltashis opinion that these charges
should never have been made. Whether
he did so or not, I am not prepared to
say; but this I know, that whenever any-
one is asked by this Government to take
up the position of General Manager of
the West Australian Railways, Mr.
Pendleton will be asked what he thinks
of the treatment which will probably be
meted out to such Genera] Manager. I
suppose everyone knows there is a very
strong freemasonry between men of My.
Pendleton's type, because the world is not
provided withi many of them. Such men
will read this report, or will read Mr.
Pendleton's remarks, and will say, " The
position of General Manager in that
country is not enviable." And I feel
confident that this country, in the face of
that report and the action of the Govern-
ment, have very little chance indeed of
getting the first-class man we want.

Mn. GEORGE: We shall never again
get a man from England.

MR. DAGLISR: We shall get a comn-
potent man next time.

MR. HARPER: A competent man,
who has proved his capacity, will not
leave private service elsewhere to come to
a place where be may be suspended at
any time at the will of a political head.
[OPPOSITION ME~MBERS: Hear, hear.]
The present position with regard to Mr.
John Davies appears to be: he has either
to bedismissed or compensated. That is
the only solution ; for he cannot remain.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Your
party will reinstate him.

MR. YELVERTON,: That is a " State
secret."

Mt. HARPER: I do not know to
what the Treasurer is alluding.

TEE COLONIAL TREASURER: Hon.
members of the Opposition who take
office will reinstate Mr. Davies.

MR. HARPER: I was looking at it
from an abstract point of view. There
are oniy two courses: either to dismiss
or to compensate. You cannot reinstate.
That is obvious. Now, if he is dismissed,
you put a black brand for ever on the
service of Western Australia. If he is
compensated, I do not see where the
advantages come in; because that might
have been done before, without all this
trouble. So 1 say, with regard to the
management of the railways and the
position we are now in, the Government
have proved their incapacity.

MR. TAYLOR: NO. You have made a
charge which you have not. substantiated.

MR. HARPER: A few members on
the Government side have made them-
selves merry over the question of de-
mocracv.

ME. TAYLOR: That is at thing which
will never trouble you. (Laughter.)

MR. HARPER: I am glad of the
interjection, and of the laughter of hon.
members opposite.

MR. HOPiKINS: Yes; he struck you
that time.

MR. HARPER: I have often asked
members who talk at great deal about
democracy, what it is. I think democ-
racy is to raise the standard of living;
and I say that is the virtue underlying
trade unionism, which is too often ob-
scured by the ambition and the avarice
of those engaged in it.

MR. DAGLISH: What do you think of
your leader ?

Mn. HARPER: I say also, that not
only behind trade unionism, but behind
the Federal Tariff, is the same idea: to
raise the standard of living. The same
thing lies behind a " white Australia."
I consider anything we can do to raise
the standard of living of those in the
lower grades of life up to something that
is neither poverty nor riches will have
the effect of putting such people in the
best possible condition, whatever their
rank in life may be. If you raise a
man's position to an *ything above that in
which he has to work honestly and moder-
ately for a living, I say he very often goes
in a downward direction. That is my
view of democracy.
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ME. DAGLISHI: It is the first time I
have heard it.

Mit. Jicony: You have yet a lot to
learn.

MR. HARPER: There is one p)oint I
wish to mention, which I am sure hon.
members opposite will ackndwiedge is one
of the main points of democracy: the
greatest good of the greatest number.

MR. DAGLISHI: Do you believe in that?
Mu. HARPER: I do, to a certain

extent; and so do you. The greatest
good of the greatest number is behind
the Commonwealth Act; but it is the
greatest good of the Eastern States,
where we find the bulk of the population.
That is why I opposed the Common-
wealth Bill. I wanted the greatest good
of the greatest number in this State. The
hon. members who are now objecting to
the Federal Tariff are objecting to the
greatest good of the greatest number.
That is what is behind the tariff. But,
unfortunately for them, it is the greatest
good of those who live outside this State.

Mn. JAcosv: A good point!1
MR. HARPER: I think one of the

most unhappy disadvantages of the
Government is that theyv are in such a
small minority in this Chamber. Not
only have they not been able to draw men
frOm the Opposition, but taking the
Government and their out-and-out sup-
porters, they constitute, I think, less than
a third of the House.

MR. JACOBY: I think they are ten
in all.

MR. HARPER: True; they have the
members of the Labour party sitting on
the Government cross-benches ; but those
members have to obey, not a whip in this
House, but a whip outside.

MR. BESIDE: Not at all. We obey
our electors.

MR. HARPER: Your electors? Yes.
But your electors are dominated by the
trade organisations.

Lnouu NMERs: No, no.
MR. HARPER: Let me recall an

instance. A little while ago we had at
division in this House on the question of
arbitration or capitulation. That is what
it was. Were the people to go to arbi-
tration over the strike, or were the Govern-
ment to capitulate and give in ? The
knights of labour voluntarily camne to
the aid of the Government, and said,
" We will have arbitration." They stuck

to it and voted with us. We were nearly
unanimous. A few days afterwards the
same question came up again. The whip
had been at work in the meantime, and
two of those valiant knights said, "1Oh,
we must obey the whip of our organisa-
tion: we cannot obey the whip in this
House." That is the position those hon.
members must occupy, because they are

dircte byoranised labour.
MR. HASTIE: Did the other four dis-

obey the Organisation?
MR. HARPER: I am not prepared

to say.
MR. BESIDE: Your leader said the

two were right.
Mn. HARPER: That is not the point

I am making. It is useless the hon.
member's trying to turn it off in that
way. I believe he was one of those two.

MR. BESIDE: I was.
Mn. HARPER: Then how can the

Government depend upon those Labour
members when it comes to a pinch ?

THE COLONIAL TREAsuRER: Why did
not you operate earlier ?

ME. HARPER:; We wanted to see
what you could do.

TEE OLOzNAL TREASURER: What
did you expect us to do under such con-
ditionsP

MR. HARPER: Why did the hon.
member accept the positionP

THE COLONIz~AL TREASURER : Because
your party were unwilling to accept the
responsibillity.

MR. HARPER: And perhaps, if the
hon. member and those with him bad
not exhibited so much tenderness towards
the labour organisations, the present
Government might have got inore assist-
ance from this side of the House.

MR. DAGLnen: That shows us the
value of your promises. You have
promised the Labour party more than the
Government have given us.

MR. HARPER: I did not catch that
interjection. I like to keep my promises.
The hon. member did not, when he
promised to support the Government by
voting in favour of arbitration. This is
what appears to me dangerous, and why
I think it is justifiable at this time to
pass a vote of want of conifidence. Would
it be safe to let the Government go into
recess, knowing that they must rely upon
the Labour bench for their existence?9

MR. lusTIE: Not in recess.
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Mu. HARPER: I will give the hon.
membermapoint. It has been raised here
this evening. A very large number of us
urged that tbe pernicious system of day
labour should be done away with in
Government work. I did not hear hon.
members on the Labour bench support
that suggestion. I believe they are
opposed to it, and in favour of day labour.
At any rate, we know the labour organisa-
tions are; and I think that is perhaps the
explanation of day labour not having been
done away with already. [OPPOSITION
MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] I do not think
the Government would have had the
support of the Labour members if, as
soon as Ministers took office, they had
started to do away with day labour.
That, at any rate, is my impression; I
maybe wrong. I understand that contract
work is not approved of by labour
organisations.

MR. JoHmsoN: Nor should it be.
MR. HARPER: The hon. member

says, "Nor should it be." Then he will
not support the Government if they intro-
duce it. How can he, when be disapproves
of it? Therefore I say that shows it is
not safe to leave in power the Government
who rely entirely for their strength on the
Labour party in this House.

THE COOIAL TREASURER: Therefore
you propose to put in the man who
instituted the ver 'y system you condemn.

MR. GEORGE: He has learned some-
thing since; and he bas the courage of
his opinions.

Mu. HARPER: I am not in the least
afraid of the Labour members.

HON. F. H. PiassE: I did not intro-
duce the system at all.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: You did;
and I opposed it all the time.

MR. HARPER: I am very glad indeed
to see the Labour party in this House ;
but I say it is unfair that they Should be
put in the position they occupy-domin-
ated by labour organisations.

MR. RESIDE: How can they dominate
the Government during recessP

MR. HARPER: Then they can domin-
ate them when in session?

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. RESIDE: I take it that Parlia-

ment dominates them. I asked the hon.
member, how could the Labour mem-
bers dominate the Government out of
session ? He has not answered that.

MR. J~conv: You are getting hurt.
Mr. HARPER: I think if the bon.

member (Mr. Reside), whom ladmirefor
his herculean proportions, will study the
subject, he will see that there may possibly
he some danger to the State where labour
organisations, through their executive,
are able during the recess to influence the
Government of the country; because we
know very well the executive of the labour
organisations have an enormous control
over their rank and file. They do not
put their case before the public openly,
but they get together, discuss matters, put
their views before the members and
impress them with the idea in nine cases
out of ten that they must support them.
I will give the hon. member an instance.
A little while ago the Premier received a
letter from the leader of one of these
bodies, in which the Premier was told he
bad been guilty of contemptible quibbling:
not a very dignified sort. of thing for the
leader o4 a labour body to say, and I
think the person himself told me how be
could not withdraw the statement, as it
was quite true and he was authorised to
state it. That is an instance of how the
executive members of an Organisation can
use their influence.

MR. TAYLOR: Those days are gone, in
this country.

MR. HARPER: I am glad to hear
they have gone. We have not been
eduicated quite up to the new views yet.

MR. TAYLOR: We will endeavour to
educate you.

MRn. HARPER: I think the hon mem-
ber might give us a little information
about these matters. It was only a short
time ago that a fee of £110 had to be paid
to join one labour union.

MR. TAYLORx: Fifteen or twenty years
ago.

Mu. HA RPER: However long ago, it
was the custom in some places. The real
virtue of trades unionism is utterly
hidden by the executive. For that reason
I think it is very dangerous indeed for
this countryv to have its Government
under the subjection. more or less, of
labour organisations. There is only one
other subject 1 wish to touch on, the

oe rsoual attack made by the leader of the
oveynnient, on the leader of the Opposi-

tion. We all admire the talent sand the
wit of the Premier; but when be began
his career as Premier, he was very loud
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in talking about his honest manly desire
to do fairly man to roan, and to treat
every one in the most wanly way. The
attack made by the Premier the other
night does not quite come up to the text
which the Premier laid down for himself,
and I do not think the partial retraction
which he made is any honour to him.
He said the most bitter things with the
most venomous expression on his face.

MEMBERa: They were true.
Ma. HARPER: With an intention to

do all he could to injure the leader of the
Opposition. The Premier evidently recog-
nised that his case was gone, and his only
hope was to try and defamne and blacken
the leader of the Opposition in the eyes
of the country. Ron. members will bear
in mind that when the member for the
Williams brought evidence, or brought
forwardthe opportunity to obtain evidence
and denied in toto the charges, the
Premier did not withdraw in an honest
manly way, and his action must have
shocked every mnanly man of his acquaint-
ance. Not only did the Premier not
withdraw, but he made matters a. little
worse by leaving it to the next day until
the charge had got abroad, and then he
said possibly his words, might have been
misconstrued in the way the member for
the Wiliamsa had misconstrued them.
That was not putting the case fairly, and
I think the hon. member has done himi-
self infinitely more harm than if in a
manly way he had withdrawn the charge
at once. When once a person finds he has
made a. mistake, if he be manly hie with-
draws at once. I can only regret that the
hion. member did not do this, and it must
have been a shock to everyone of the
Premier's friends. I am sure the Minis-
ters who sit with the Premier can-not feel
quite as much confidence in him as when
they heard him announce his desire to be
manly, man to man. From what I have
said, in the circumstances I cannot do
other than support the motion before the
House

MR. HOPKLNS (Boulder): I hope in
directing my attention to the important
question that is now before the House, I
shall be able to do so without descending
to the depths some hon. members have
reached. When they were at a loss for
argument to support or condemn the
Government, they resorted to personali-
ties. As far as my remarks are eon-

cerned I hope I shall not be induced to
sa ,y anything that afterwards I may have
occasion to regret so much as perhaps
some hon. members have regretted some
incidents which have occurred during
the debate. I take this first opportunity
I have had of entering a most solemn

protest against the most unseemly and
disgusting speech which I and other

members were called upon to listen to in
the House last night. Probably nothing
more offensive bas been uttered within
the walls of a similar institution to this.

Ma. UnSTIE: And cheered by the
Opposition.

Mn. HOPKINS: And cheered by the
Opposition. The member for the Murchi-
son choseto speak of skunksand thespecies
of the skunk tribe. The word " Iskunk "
is not as a rule used in polite society,
and by reference to the REncydopndia
Britannica I find that it is mentioned
there that a skunk is an animal that
feeds on mice, salamianders, and rats. In
the latter instance it might have applied
to the hon. member, but I wish to take
this opportanity of saying em phatically-
and I deeply regret I did not go on last
night when I1 rose to a point of order to
draw attention to the wards coming from
the member for the Mureison-that
these words, directed as they were when
this country is faced with a crisis, when
we have a question of great national
moment before us, can only be attributed
to one thing, they must have been the
outcome of a dyspeptic and nauseousIconstitution. The member for Beverley
made certain remarks, some of which I
might have endeavou red to reply to; but
I do not know that it is advisable for
one to leave a question so important as
that which confronts us to deal with such
trivial matters as those dealt with by the
member for Beverley. What the con-
sumption of beer or spirits on the gold-
fields has to do with the position we find
ourselves placed in to-night I ama at a
]oss to comprehend, and his references to
federation are too absurd on the face of
them. The Federal Treasurer stated that
he must impose a duty of 28 per cent. to
raise a certain revenue. That is the argu-
ment of protection, and rabid protection
at that, and it only requires to be men-
tioned to be refuted at once. A duty of
25 per cent., 40 per enat., or .50 per cient.
is protective, and the products on wbich

[ASSEMBLY.] Debate, fifth day.
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this; duty is imposed no longer can come
into the country, therefore no revenue is
derivable from them. I ask members Of
this House if the people have not spoken
in favour of a revenue tariff; and I say
that if the tariff of the Barton Adminis-
tration were submitted to the people of
Australia, it would be unanimously
defeated and the Government -along with
it. Reference was, also made to the
question of the food supply, and in
passing I would draw miembers' attention
to the select committee on the food
supply, which consisted of five members
of the House appointed to inquire into
and report upon the best ways and means
of providing the people of the State, at a
reasonable price, with a wholesome supply
of beef, mutton, and dairy produce, either
fresh, chilled, or frozen.

THE SPEAK ER: The lion, member must
not discuss that question. He cannot
discuss a question, notice of which has
been given for a future date.

Mn. HOPKINS: The member for
Beverley mentioned it: can I not reply
to what he said ?

THE SPEnXnR: The hion. member can
speak generally.

MR. HOPKINS: The committee s-;4
for nine weeks, three day' s a week, with
one or two exceptions. They examined
25 witntesses, the Press were not admitted,
and the evidence has not yet been printed
or published. The recommendations of
the committee are founded on the evidence,
and how the hon. member or any person
is in a position to criticise the finding
without the evidence, I am at a, loss to
understand. The member for the
Williams I had expected, as no doubt,
many other members expected, in moving
his motion would have given some
concise, some terse, and some concrete
reasons why we should have a change
of Government at the present time.
No matter what proposition has been
brought before the House, I think mnem-
bers on the Opposition side of the House
will give me credit for saying that so long
as a proposition is tabled and arguments
are adduced in support, I am one of
those who is induced to listen to the
arguments; and I listened to the member
for the Williams hoping that I should
hear some solid reasons which actuated
the member for the Williams in tabling
the motion which is now occupying the

time of the House. The speech of the
hon. membher in support of his motion was
surroiinded with so many qualifications,
with such an incoherent mass of state-
ments, that I was for a long time unable
to find out the reason why the proposi-
tion was brought forward. The manner
in which the hon. member dealt with
the subject exemplified to the House
the kind of leadership we may expect
from the member for the Williams, and
the dexterity with which he was able to
handle political questions. Going through
the speech and searching it minutely, one
was able to find one or two points in it;
but the manner in which the hion. member
dealt with the motion was not likely to
commend us to a change of Premiers at
the present time. The hion. member
resembled a mant riding a colt for the
first time, in broken country: no sooner
had he blundered out of (iie rut than he
was into another, and he was stumbling
from beginning to end. The keynote
of the speech seemed to be that the
Government had not introduced the eight-
hours system into the Government service.
That lion. member has opposed the intro-
duction of the eight-hours principle on
every conceivable opportunity. The next
objeet appeared to be the bluffing of the
public of Western Australia into the idea
that the board which recently sat to
inquire into the difficulties of the Railway
Department had completely exonerated
Mr. John Davies. Other objects appeared
to be the purging of the Kurrawang
Firewood Company; the complete anni-
hilation, the complete damnation of G.
W. Davies, of whom we have heard so
much lately; the flouting of the wishes
of the people of Western Australia as
evidenced at the last general election;
and finally restoring to the position of
Premier of this country a discarded
remnant of the old Administration. The
most shocking thing of all was that this
Government had succeeded in humiliating
a good and honest servant. That brings
me to the report of the John Davies
board. The member for Wellington
(Mr. Teesdale Smith), speaking a little
while ago, admitted that they had carried
35 trucks of sandalwood along the
Kurrawang railway. Putting each truck
at £2 per truck, that shows £700 in
freight which should, in ordinary and
correct circumstances, have gone to the
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revenue of this country. Perhaps it,
would be just as well for me not to read
extracts from the report, because memn-
bers have heard them read and re-read so
often that they are familiar with them.
But the next item I refer to is the fact

tha oe egie was supplied for one
month, free of charge, and another four
months, free of charge, making a total of
five months. When the Government.
require an engine on hire they pay £3
per day. Allowing these engines were
worth this amount, X450 has been lost
to the revenue, and a corresponding
p)rofit made by the Kurrawang syndicate.
How many other engines were lent I
am at a loss, at the present moment,
to know. Those charges before us are,
of course, the charges which were placedl
before the board. There may be more,
or there may be less. I am not at the
present time in a position to siax. We
then come to what is known as the 40.
mile shunt, and there is the coincidence
that the rates standing in the railway
rate book-and I have it on folio 48--
were absolutely cancelled within a very few
weeks of the time this Kurrawang syn-
dicate was established. The result of
that transaction is that, we lose in freight,
as shown by an answer to a question by
me mn the House, £5,495 17s. 6d. And
yet John Davies is exonerated! We next
come to the sale to Smith & Timms
of 30 hopper wagons. That sale is con-
demned by the board. The board sayv:

'We are at a loss to follow the reasons
which have been advanced by Mr. John
Davies." Or, in other words, hiis evidence
was not too good. He recommends the
Government not to charge the usual hire
of 8s. a day for the wagons, but to sell
them for £1,500. These people use them
for 17 months- Meantime, the railway is
turned into a trading concern, and I
wonder they did not attend all auction
sales to see what they' could pick up. At
the end of that 17 months, the Govern-
ment buy back those hopper wagons for
£1,125. Had the contractors been called
upon to pay for the hire of those wagons,
as I or anyone else who had chosen to
tender for that work would have been,
they would have had to pay £6,120, which
amount, less the £375, shows a profit to
Smith & Timms of £95,745 upon that
transaction, and a corresponding loss to
the revenue of Western Australia. And

*John Davies is exonerated!I Then we
have two engines sold by John Davies,
on the recommendation of his officers, for
£1,100. They say the engines are worth
£1,100, but he must spend a lot of money
to put them in good order to do bush
railway work. He spends £728 on them.
On his own showing they are worthi £1,823,
and he sells them for £1,100, which
indicates a loss of £723 to the Govern.
ient,andaprofftto thesyndicateof £723.

In view of these statements, I do not
think it is for the member for the Wil-
liams or any other member of the House
to raise John Davies on a pinnacle and
place him in a position either of marty-r-
dom or of being greatly wronged. John

IDavies, according to the board, wrote a
letter in which they say he did not cor-
rectly state the facts. That is a mild
way of expressing it, probably. I. am
disappointed with the finding of the

Iboard. I suppose the gentlemen who
constituted the board possess as much
intelligence as an ordinary member of

iParliament or an ordinary member of
the community, and I presume probably
a great deal more than most people. The
only natural conclusion is that if these
charges had not been sustained, the board
would have written across the charge-
sheet, "JohnfDavies has been exonerated."
Has that been done:- It has not.. Had
John Davies been exonerated, the board
would have said so. I do not think it is
the thing for the member for Beverley
(Mr. Harper) to come into this House

an obehind the finding of the board,
to tell us what he believes was the pri-
vate opinion of the chairman, Mr. Pen-
dleton. That may be his idea of what is
right and what is wrong, but it does not
coincide with my opinions of what should
be. A great deal of attention has been
devoted to G. W. Davies, and I now ask
why all this antipathy should be hurled
on this man ? Why should he be humi-
liated in the way he has been, not because
it has been prov ed, but because it has been
alleged that he communicated certain
statements to a inei her of Parliament?
If an officer of the State of this country
were to come to me, or any other member
of the House, and were to say, " They
are cheating you of the railway revenue,"
do you mean to say he would not be
justified in making that report? Prob-
ably it would be better for him to report
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it to his Minister; but if he had any
reasons for doubtinig his Minister (1 do
not say he bad, but he may have had),
and if John Davies and those other
responsible officers were clean in the
transaction, why should they not have

simply said, " Well, Mr. Minister, if
these charges have been made by G-.
W. Davies, we at the present time invite
you to bring him and the accountants
and any officers you think fit to formu-
late these charges, and we are prepared to
answer them." 1 think that would have
been a preferable way of dealing with
the matter.

MR. HiGHAMa: What about the over-
chargesP

MR. HOPKINS: They say suspicion
haunts the guilty mind. I do not know
whether it does or not. For all that, it
does not strike me that this man has been
treated in a proper manner. I do not
know George Williams Davies. I have
never seen him, but I believe that when
public opinion is enlightened, and people
begin to reflect over the situation, they
will say it was hardly right to bound
down the man who led the country to
discover the serious discrepancies which
had been taking place for some time
past; and probably we shall find later on
that even the public of Western Aus-
tralia will say Providence had left some
remnant of honour in that poor devil's

composition. Now we come to the ques-
tion of the eight-hours dlay. The member
for the Williams tables a motion of no-
confidence, because the Ministry have not.
introduced the eight-hours system in the
railway service. He did that with a
motive, because he thought it would go
forth to the country that he was in favour
of the introduction of such a proposition.
Yet on every conceivable occasion when
the question of introducing the eight-
hours system has been brought before the
House, that hon. member has opposed it.
What truth or sincerityv can there be in
the appeals of the hon. member, when
we find things of that sort occure He
charges the Government with not having
the confidence of the Rouse, for not
introducing the eight hours system of
which he has always been an opponent.
Then we are told that the Government
should reorganise the depar-tments, par-
ticularly the railways. The Oommissioner
of Railways has had five months. For

two months he was in bed with rheuma-
tism, then there was the Royal Visit, also
the Davies Inquiry, and the railway
strike, and various other matters a young
Minister has to contend with. Surely
these are very good reasons to show why
the department, which must naturally
have got into a state of utter disor-
ganisation under the member for the
Williams, would require a, little more
time for reorganisation. When the late
Commissioner of Railways impeaches the
present Commissioner f~or not reorganis-
ing the Railway Department, it is prima
facie evidence that. he must have disor-
ganised the department. I am sorry the
member for the Williams did not find it
convenient to stay, within the walls of
this building, because I am going to say
that I and other people on the goldfields
feel firmly convinced that we were un-
justly dealt with by the member for
the Williams when he held the position
of Commissioner of Railways. I come
now to the question of preferential rail-
way rates. The member for the Williams
imposes a railway rate whereby, if certain
goods are carried from here to the gold-
fields, there is a charge of 31s. per ton,
and if those goods are carried the same
distance from any other inland centre to
Perth the charge is only 15s. 6d. per ton.
I will mention the articles that come
uinder that beading: Grain, flour, meal,
bran, pollard, potatoes, onions, pumpkins,
melons, turnips, green fodder, and en-
silage. I ask the hon. member to justify
a system of railway rates which presses
upon the people of the goldfields in a
way in which it does not press upon
people in other parts of the State. Then
we come to the conveyance of butter, but
there is practically no butter made here,
the supply being brought by ship. The
railway rate imposed by the member for
the Williams upon butter was 36s. 5d.
per ton for local butter, and 829. 8d. for
imported butter. Is not that an extor-
tion on people in inland centres where
they pay 10s. for 100 gallons of water,
and wh~ere they live under disabilities
which you cannot remove? Those people
who comprise one-fourth of the people of
the State, were subjected to these extor-
tions by the member for the Williams.
The rate for local cheese was 36s. 5d. per
ton, and for the imported commrodit~y
82s. 8d.; local jams 36s. 5d., and
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the impedted article 103s. 8d. How
can he justify these railway ratesV
How can he do it ? I hope he will
endeavour to do it before the debate is
closed. Take wine: we find that wine
produced in the State is carried for X1
8s. 9d. while the charge on the imported
product, such as the South Australian
wines, is X7 12s. 9d. For the imported
article, £7 12s. 9d., and for- the local
product £1I 8s. 9d. I would not have
minded this discrimination so much if it
had applied equally to the whole df the
population of Western Australia; but it
does not apply equally. The differentia-
tion was the means of exacting revenue
from one section of the people only; and
I say that when the member for the
Williams introduced those rates, he knew
be wast doing what was not fair to the
people on the goldfields. It is not long
since this side of the House desired1 to
amend the sessional orders: that is, we
desired that the sittings of the House
should be longer than they are at the

rsent time. What happened?9 The
pposition, who through the mouth of

the member for the Williams have
accused the Government of dela 'ying
legislation, opposed the lengthening Of
the sittings of the House. And so it has
been all along. Every proposition which
has been before the House has been
adjourned, and adjourned, and adjourned;
and on nearly every occasion by lion.
members on the other side of the House.
The real truth of the position is this.
The present Government have introduced
liberal legislation, and it is recognised
by the Opposition that this legislation
has now reached a stage when it is
becoming dangerous. The. Opposition do
not want to see it become law; but they
do not want to oppose it, because by
doing so they will lose prestige in the
country. Therefore they Say it is an
opportune time to turn the Governnient
out and toss till their legislation into the
waste-paper basket. That is about the
truth of it. I am charged with having
urged a dissolution. I admitlIdid adv'-.
cate a dissolution, and I advocated it
before I camne into this House.. I advo.
cated a dissolution the first time I
spoke in this House. when seconding
the Address-in-reply* . I have advo-
cated a dissolution since, and T still
advocate it; but I want a redistribution

Of Seats first. [MINISTERIAL MEMBERS:
Hear, bear.] I consider the country is
entitled to a redistribution of seats.
Personally, I am a believer in having the
Government of the country conducted as
far as possible on constitutional principles.
I am a believer in the sentiment which
was expressed by America's great emanci-
pationist, President Lincoln: "1Govern-
ment of the people, by the people, for the
people." Not Government by a few
people for the special benefit of those
few and their particularfriends. T object
to a member for a goldfields constituency,
with 6,000 odd electors on the roll, being
placed on a level with a member sent
here by 34 electors in the Kiniberleys. I
say, and I say it emphatically, that we
cannot expect any progress uinder existing
conditions. I maintain that until present
anomalies are removed, the difficulties by
which we are surrounded must stick to
us. Perhaps the chief essential for a
good and stable Government in this
country, and for the establishment of
confidence abroad, is to put our faith in
the people. Is it ay wonder that when
Parliament is proclaiming that we are
not "game" to put our trust in the
people of Western Australia, the foreign
investor should look with doubt on our
credit and with mnisgivings on our finan-
cial stability ? The basis of our
constitution at the present time is bad;
and I do not think that until our consti-
tu tion has been amended we can hope for
any imaprovemnent in the existing state of
affairs. This Parliament at the present
time contains too many conflicting
interests. Eleven goldfields members
are returned by 34,643 voters, or an
average of 3,149 voters. The remaining
39 members represent 53,943 voters, or
an average of 1,383 votes. That does
not balance very wyell; and neither do
these figures: B3oulder, 3,056 electors;
flannanis, 6,577; Menzies, 2,54; Kalgoor-
lie, 4,197. I will now give a few of the
others: Gascoyne, 308; Irwin, 234; East
Kiniherley, 107. And so I might go on,
pointing to similar constituencies. It all
goes to emphasise the fact that the
representation of the people in this House
is not, as it should be, on a fair and
equitable basis. Such are the reasons
which in the past induced me to advocate
a redistribution of seats, and following
on that redistribution of seats a dissolu-
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tion of the House; and those are the
reasons which will actuate mne in con-
tinuing the advocacy of these ineasures.
I now present my reasons to the member
for Guildford (Mr. Eason), not from
any inane motive -as he. sugges4ted-
but in the hope that if his mind be not
too far warped already by prejudice, he
may derive benefit from their educational
influence.

MR. RASON: Hear, hear; hear, hear:-
MR. HOPKINS: The member for

Northam (Hon. G. Throssell), in the
course of his remarks, said:

He would farther charge the Government
with having lost an opportunity of acquiring
the Midland Railway at a very fair price.
There were statistics at the Premier's orn-
niand which would show that he was at
liberty to open negotiations for the purchase at
.£1,250,000.

Had the Premier, or had the Govern-
ment, purchased the Midland Railway
without consulting Parliament, whether
for C1,260,000 or any otter price, I for
one should not be the staunch supporter
of the Leake Ministry that I am to-day.
[MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.]
The member for Northam charges the
Government with having lost an oppor-
tunity of buying the railwa'y ; but what
about the late Administration? We have
it on record that the Midland Railway
Company some years ago were practically
bankrupt, and that they had to get the
State to guarantee half a million of their
bonds. What did the late Administration
do ? Instead of but-toning up their
pockets, as business men would have
done, and saying " We are prepared to
buy you out now, but at a reasonable
price," they said, simply because friends
of theirs were shareholders in the comn-
pany and because they did not want to
force their friends th~rough the Bank-
ruptcy Court, " We will guarantee half a
million pounds worth of your bonds."
That is the way the late Administration
seized their opportunities! They bad a
chance of buying the Midland Railway,
and of buying it at its real value, more-
over. I undertake to say, after hearing
the seech of the Commissioner of Rail-
ways last night, that if the hon. gentleman
be left in office a little while longer, we
shall probably be able to buy the Mid-
land Railway Oompaniy out for three-
quarters of a million. Only by the proper

reuainof the Railway Department
shall we be able to discover the extent
to which the Midland Railway Company
have bled the revenue of the country.
[MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.]
When it comes to a question of the pur-
chase of the Midland Railway, I. for one
shall expect that the question will be
decided by Parliament. The member for
Northam referred also to the Land Bill.
He said:-

That Bill, by what it did not contain, was
one of the most dangerous measures tbat bad
ever been introduced into the House.

And yet, would you believe it, within
three days before that utterance was
made, the member for Northam congratu-
lated the Minister for Lands on the
measure-shook him by the hand and
said it was a splendid measure! And
this is the criticism which he delivers
three days afterwa-ds from his place on
the front Opposition bench.

THE PREMIER: "To thine own self be
true."

MR. HQPKINS: Yes; "To thine
own self be true." That was the good
old maxim which the hon. gentleman left
on his table.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: He left it
there, unfortunately: lie did not take it
wit-h him.

Mn. HOPKINS: Why was this
amendment Bill introduced? It has
passed its third reading in the Upper
House, and is ready to come to this
Chamber. At the present time a person,
by spending £5 in the last quarter of the
year. can become a squatter holding
20,000 acres of land. In the last quarter
of the year, at man can get possession of
20,000 acres of land by virtue of having
spent aflyer. He thus becomes a squatter;
one who is enabled to select 3,000 acres
out of his holding. On the other hand,
the ordinary person, who has not spent a
£65 note in the last quarter of the year,
can take up only 1,000 acres. Some
squatting areas held in this State are
immense: I believe one firm has over
a million acres. Now, if an out-
Sider should go on the squatter's land
and say, "I apply for 500 acres here,"
the application has to be referred to the
squatter. The squatter is entitled to
three months' notice of the application.
But then the squatter pegs first. He
has three months in which to apply for
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that ground, while the would-be settler
is waiting, patiently waiting, for the
whole period of three moths-it means
practically four months in most cases.
The squatter having duly applied, the
would-be settler is notified that he can
apply for laud somewhere else; and then
the same process is repeatted, and so it
goes on. Perhaps the applicant is kept
hanging about for i2 mouths, until he
says, " There is no hope for me in this
country," and clears out. Such is the
working of the Land Act as it stands
to-day. That is the Land Act which the
member for Northam does not wish to
see amended. He also extolled the

advantages of the present Act, wherebyI
all persons coming here mnay have 160

acres of land. Provided they live on it,
they can get the title deedse of it. But
that applies only to the people on the
coast. How are the people on the gold-
fields treated ? Here is an example of
the hon. gentleman's administration of
the Lands Department. On the goldfields
the department cut up an area of coun -
try into not quarter acres only, but even
into one-eighth acres. The member for
Northamn caused a certain telegram to
be sent by Mr. R. Cecil Clifton to the
Boulder Council. I have not the tele-
gram with me, but it was to this effect:
"The people who take up land my have

the freehold by getting a valuation of
their improvements made. They can
submit the land to auction and then get
their titles to it." The member for
Northam had that telegr-am sent from
his office. Yet when he was Commis-
sioner of Crown Lands he introduced an
amendment Bill to prevent the goldfields
people from getting the title even to the
paltry one-eighthi acre. When he intro-
duced that amendment Bill a petition
against it was signed by the goldfields
people, who however made the mistake
of sending it to the Commissioner of
Crown Lands instead of to Parliament.
The result was that the member for
Northam conveniently did not know any-
thing at all about the petition. lHe intro-
duced and passed his amendment Hill,
and thus defeated the object which these
people bad in view when they took up the
land. So much for the sincerity of the
member for Northam! So much for the
sincerity of his desire to induce people to
settle in this State! He referred to the

action of the Government with regard to
the sliding scale. He said the Premier
at York " had boldly invited the breaking
of the promises that had been made, to
adhere to the sliding scale; which showed
how lightly responsibility sat on the
Premier's shoulders." Those are the
remarks of the member for Northam:

"Why, the Premier was prepared to
sacrifice a quarter of a million of revenue;
and this after the Budget speech." That
is the sort of statement we frequently
hear from the other side of the House.
The member for Northanm said that the
Premier was going to sacrifice a quarter
of a million. Even if the figures be
correct, there is no denying the fact that
merchanits imported largely in anticipa-
tion of the Federal Tariff, and that
although little money is collected in duty
at the present time -- because the stocks
held are being exhausted yet, at the end
of the year merchants will begin to im -

Port again, and then duties must neces-
sarily be collected under the Federal
Tariff. I am one of those who consider
that at the present tiine.the people of
Western Australia cannot stand farther
taxation. [MINISTERIAL MEMBEIRS:
Hear, heai-.] I am sure of that; and,
therefore, I-am one of those who advocate
the abolition of the sliding scale as
applied to foodstuffs, and only as applied
to foodstuffs. But if the member for
Northam is voicing public sentiment, I
am at a loss to understand how it comes
about that the Northamn Adver-tiser, which
circulates in his constituency, has all
along persistently advocated the abolition
of the sliding scale. Many of us have
heard about the free breakfast table
which Sir John Forrest gave this country.
the free breakfast table of the old party.
The Premier, in referring to this free
breakfast table in the course of his
Queen's Hall speech, stated that the
Forrest Govei-nment had taken the duty
off tea, sugar, and fencing wire. That was
just about the strength of it. I have had a
return prepared showing that if the duties
were removed, as far as their incidence
on imported foodstuffs is concernedtaking
the average for the 'years 1899 and 1900,
we should lose in revenue only £182,367
14s. 4d. Under the "1f ree, breakfast table"
with which the late Administration have
favoured this country, they collected duty
on butter last year to the extent of
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£40,000; on cheese, £8,000; on flour,
E15,000; on fruits, £5,000; on milk,
£10,000. Then where does the " free
breakfast table" come in? The next
item I come to in that hon. member's
appeal to us is that the old Forrest party
saw the revenue of this country grow
from £400,000 to three millions sterling.
That is a remarkable statement; and we
have to thank the old Administration for
it. No reference is made to the resources
of this State; no reference to our rain-
fall and the potentialities of the country;
no reference to our great mineral indus-
tries. Even the influx of population is
not thought worthy of consideration by
the hon. member. But if we have to be
generous and to give all the credit to the
Forrest Administration for this increased
revenue, surely we can afford to go
farther. If we can give them credit for
the lot, we must not neglect to pay hom-
age to one of England's greatest heroes-
Bill Adams, the man who won the battle
of Waterloo. In speaking the other
night, the Premier told us that the
present Government ha~d made a minute
to the effect that they did not approve
of the destruction of Executive Council
records. Well, it seems almost startling
to think that anew Administration should
be called upon to make such aL statement.
That is one of thle methods to which
our past Administration seem to have
resorted -the destruction of the records
of the Executive Council; and if the
present Government have done no other
deed, they have served one good purpose
by placing on record their disapproval of
such high-handed action on the part of
any Administration. The Government
have also prevented the indiscriminate
giving away of grants of freehold prop-
erty. They have also prevented the
surrendering of gold-mining leases in
return for freehold considerations. And
it would not have mattered so much if
that giving away of those freehold con-
siderations had been done legally. It
could not be done legally; but it was
done all the same. And then to make
matters worse, the old Government did
not confine themselves to giving the
freeholds to the people who surren-
dered leases, but they granted freeholds
to the members of Parliament who
engineered the transactions. And that
is another record against the past Admin-

istration, one that we are pleased to note
cannot be charged to their successors.

LABOUR Mnxnnt~s: Hear, hear.
MR. BHOPKINS: It has been absolutely

proved in this House that in the past
Estimates were placed on the table
irrespective of the real amounts which
might be required. It was conclusively
proved that the object of the Treasurer
used to be to place Estimates on the
table showing, if a building was to cost,
say, £218,000, that it would cost £6,000.
He made up the balance by bringing
down an Excess Bill; he used Form
J for unauthorised and illegal expen-
diture. And this practice gave him
a fictitious balance which he was able
to scatter about the country in the
shape of sops to the various members or
constituencies that might choose to sup-
port him. The present Government have
another little incident to their credit.
They have prevented the Railway Depart-
ment from continuing to audit their own
accounts. And just fancy if we ever bad
a more glaring instance of misgovern-
ment! The Comnmissioner of Railways
gave us a statement in the House last
night, which is contradicted to-night, on
the authority of an officer of the depart.
inent, by the mnembe- for Wellington (Mr.
Teesdale Smith). I say it is time that
the accounts were audited by some person
responsible to the Parliament of the
country.

LABO)UR MEMBRn: And who knows
how to do his work.

MR. HOPKINS: And who knows
how to do it. We have heard of another
interesting transaction in connection with
Dalgety,& Company, where freehold land
at Alban y was exchanged for a freehold
consideration which belonged to this
country, in the main street of Fremnantle.
I have some laud about 400 miles from
Perth, and I should not mind exchaging
it for some freehold reserves in Hay
street, which transaction would be just
about on a par with that I have men-
tioned. The member for the Williams,
as Director of Public Works, gave that
piece of ground to Dalgety & Company
without even consulting the Lands
Department; and his minute has been
read out in this House by the Premier.
I say that is an episode which does
not reflect creditably upon the member
for the Williams; but it probably
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exemplifies those halcyon conditions
which the member for Northam (Hon.
G. Throssell) told us existed in the days
of ancient Rome. When the hon.
member was on the hustings at Northamt,
he was delivering a most interesting
account of his land administration; and
then he began to appeal to the Country in
the words of Macaulay: --

Then none were for a party, then all were for
the State,

The rich man loved the poor, and the
poor man loved the great;

Then lands wore fairly portioned, and spoils
were fairly sold,

And Romans were like brothers, in the
brave days of old.

Well, it is indeed a noble and an inspiring
sentiment; but I do not think, if
Macaulay had known it was going to be
used in this instance, he would have ever
written it. I do not suppose he would.i
If he had, he would have amended it and
said:

When lands were daily portioned, as spoils,
instead of gold,

The reigning prty helped their pals, in
the brave Jays of old.

Now the present Government have intro-
duced the onciiationfBill and the various
other Bills piled up on the table, most of
which are in the second or the third
reading stage.

MR. CONNOR: And Clause 107.
MR. HOPKINS: The hem. nmember

knows that in Committee we should no
doubt have settled that, just as all other
difficulties are settled by Parliament,
to the ultimate satisfaction of the
country. These measures have been
laid on the table, and I am forced
to the conclusion that the member
for the Williams has, in tabling this
motion, been actuated by a desire to pit
the agricultural and pastoral constitu-

e nces ainst the constituencies on the
goldfelds.

MR. JACOBY: Nothing of the sort.
MR. HOPKINS: I dlid not give the

hon. member credit for having a great
deal of foresight.

MR. JACOBY: What you say is wrong.
MR. HOPKINS: His opinion may bep

valuable to those who want it; but I do
not particularly require it at the present
time. Probably I should have bEen
nearer the mark had I said that our
legislation had progressed to a stage at

which it had, in the opinion of those old
conservatives, becomedecidedly dangerous,

LABOUR MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
MR. HOPKINS: That is the strength

of it. Their natural abhorrence of any
kind of progressive legislation was what
actuated them; and then they thought
the next best thing- to do was to oppose
the Government, and flip those measures
into the waste-paper basket.

MR. JACOBY: That is where you ought
to be.

MR. HOPKINS: Even the hon. mnem-
lber is beginning to recognise my ability.
Here is another little fact in favour of
the present Government. Each inem-
ber of the Cabinet appears to he
perfectly capable of administering in his
own deparment. That is a conswn-'
ination which the Country has been
seeking for a long period. I believe there
is a file in a department-and there are
not only one, but many of them-which
will show that a matter would be referred
to, say, the Crown Solicitor, who would
give his legal opinion, with cases cited
hack for decades; and what happened ?
It would go along to Sir John Forrest,
and he would simply write, "I entirely
disapprove of this;" and the recommen-
dation of the Crown Law Office would
thereupon become invalid. When the
mnembher for the Williams tabled his
motion, one would have thought he would
endeavour to justify the fact that he had
been chosen the~ leader of the Opposition;
that he would have made some kind of
vigorous attack, which would have at
least reflected some credit upon him as a
politician. But I venture to say that
even his owu party were fervently praying,
when he finished, that he would ask, leave
of the House to withdraw his motion.
According to the motion of the hon mem-
ber, the present Government do not com-
mand the confidence of the House. Now
from the first day the House met, we all
recognised that the Ministry did not
possess the confidence of the Hlouse; and
if hon. members in Opposition had been
"1game " to face the situation, they would,
on the Address-in-reply, have tabled
their want-of-confidence mOtion, or they
would have brought it out when the
Financial Statement was made. AU those
opportunities were allowed to go by, in the
hope that the Opposition would be able
to table it later on, without the difficulty
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attached togoing to the country. That
was the secret of the delay. They should
have tabled their proposal when they
recognised that they were in a mnajority.
Instead of that, they wait until the whole
of the measures of the session are Dearly
completed, and then they destroy the, work
of the session by coming in with a no-
confidence. motion. They would have
brought it in sooner, but they knew that
defeat was imminent; and their only
hope was to wait until they could gain
synpathy from those persons who have
no wish to see the passing into law of the
legislation introduced by the Govern-
ment.

He either fears his fate too much,
Or his deserts are small,

That dares. not put it to the touch,
To gain or lose it all.

They were not "1game" to put it to the
touch, to gain or lose it all; but I think
they will have some difficulty in retaining
their seats the next time thie country is
given an opportunity of expressing an
opinion. Speaking the other night, the
member for Guildford (Mr. Eason) said
the Opposition had shown great consider-
ation and for'bearance to the Government;
and he went on to mention the aborigines
question which was before this House.
Why, it was a member of the Opposition
who moved the adjournment of that
debate; and when the Govern meat side
of the House-and there are divisions on
record to prove this-wanted to sit longer
to pass the motion, the Opposition blocked
all progress.

Diu. HIC as: Could you have finished
the debate iu that one night ?

MR. HOPKINS. We must have
finished som ething, had we sat on; but
hon. members opposite said, " No; you
are going too fast." They have opposed
the prolongation of the sittings on every
occasion. They have stonewalled on
more occasions than one; and you, Mr.
Speaker, were compelled from your place
to call those members to order and rebuke
them for their stonewalling tactics.

'MR. JACOBY: I thought you did it.
MR. HOPKINS: The hon. member

(Mr. Eason), like myself, objected to the
way in which 'Mr. John Davies was
suspended ; but I do not know whether he
objected to the logical conclusion. My
objection was that 1 thought it would
have been better had Mr. John Davies's

Are,

service been dispensed with. And toy
reason is that Mr. Davies could then
have taken action against the Govern-
ment; the verdict would have been the
verdict of the highest court in the land,
at which no person could quibble; and
the answer would have bpen "guilty"
or -"not guilty." And for that particular
reason I am sorry, with the member for
East Perth (Hlon. W. H. James), that
Mr. Davies's service was not dispensed
with in the first instance. The Premier
interjected when the member for Guild-
ford was speaking, " Was John Davies
right?" and the hon. member replied,
" I do not care whether he was right or
wrong; I am now discussing the no-
confidence motion." Well, that is right-
any peg to hang a, hat on.

MR. R~soi:- The hon. mnember is
misrepresenting me. What I said was,
"I do not attempt to say whether Mr.
Davies was right or wrong." I meant
that the board had inquired into that
question, and that the result of the
finding of the board was before the
House.

MR., HOPKINS: I have no desire to
dispute the word of the member for
Guildford. Probably he did not express
himself as he intended to do. Anyhow
I accept his assurance. I simply say it is
hardly a. boner fide reason, amnd it is not a
good way of expressing it. The hion.
member was desirous of giving the Gov-
ernment a fair trial, but it seems to be
"'any port in a&storm." The Government
have occupied the Treasury benches too
long, in the opinion of the member for
Guildford. Some remarks have been
made as to the constitution of the board
appointed in regard to the suspension of
John Davies; and, so far as Mr. Shaw
is concerned I was pleased to hear the
Minister for Mines tell the House what
he knew of Mr. Shaw. I knew Mr. Shaw
for many years on the other side. I have
only spoken to him once since Ihlave been
in Western Australia, but I will say that
Mr. Alfred Shaw -was a trustee of the
Savings Bank of Melbourne; he was the
senior partner of one of the largest iron-
mongery finnis of Victoria-Alf red Shaw
and Co. of Little Collins street, Mel-
bourne-and he, along with the great
financial institutions of Victoria, went
down in the financial maelstrom. I am
glad to say that to-day Mr. Shaw holds
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a name amongst the public for honesty
and commercial morality.

MR. GEoaou: No one will dispute that.
Mn. HOPKINS: I am not sure about

it.
MR. GEORGE: They have no right to.
MR. HOPKINS: Thepeopleof Western

Australia are under a deep debt of grati-
tude to the Thrussell Ministry for issuing
the first honest Financial Statement since
1896: they have said so on the platform.
These remnants of the old party said,
" We still admire Sir John Forrest," yet on
the platform at Northam they practically
said Sir John Forrest had placed fictitious
Financial Statements before the people of
Western Australia since 1896. In that
respect we are under an obligation to
the Throssell. Government because they
placed the first honest Financial State-
ment before Western Australia since
1896.

MR. GEoRGE: Was it an honest state-
mentP

MR. HOPKINS: The member for
Northam told his constituents so, and on
that occasion the State of Western Aus-
traliawashumiliated inaway thatno State
of Australia was ever humiliated before.
He stood there as Prime Minister and
told the people, " I am unused to the
financial problems of my office, I am
unaccustomed to these things, but if you
return me I will go back to my office an~d
do the best I can to think them out in
the interest of the country." I think
the country recognises that we require a
Treasurer capable of dealing with these
questions from previous experience of
financial matters, and not like a modern
Cicero, starting at 80 years of age to
study finance. The charges made in
regard to the Perth Ice Company became
almost notorious; but a select committee
of the House recently sat, and, in aoddition
to what was already proved against the
ice company, we get this fact: -

It is a notorious tact that the refrigerating
stores of the Government, situated in Welling-
ton Street, Perth, are not permitted to be con-
trolled upon a commercial basis, inamuch
that they are not allowed to openly cater for
public requirements. Your committee see no
reason why the stores of the Government,
whereon thousands of pounds have been
expended, should be so hampered in their
operations to their own apparent disadvantage,
for no other reason than the aggrandisement
of opposition trading concerns.

The Perth Ice Company aire doing cer-
tain business, but the general mnanager of
the Government Refrigerating Works is
denied the opportunity of publicly com-
peting in the requirements of the city
because it would be the means of reducing
the dividends paid to the directors of the
Ice Company. That is an anomaly which
has existed under the old Administration,
and one which I hope will soon be removed.
We have had other anomalies that
while tick--infested cattle from the Kim-
berleys and the Northern Territory have
been landed at Fremantle, because they
came from the stations of persons who
had influence in this State, the cattle
from Queensland were not allowed to
land here. Now we have the recomnmen-
dations from a select committee asking
that these anomalies shall be removed,
and saying that the sooner they are
removed the better for the country.
There is another injustice in the adminis-
tration of the late Government in connec-
tion with the establishment of abattoirs
in this country. In 1896 Mr. Morton
Craig, the Chief Inspector of Stock, was
despatched by the old Government to the
other side to make inquiries into the
question of abattoirs, and whilst there
that officer went into the matter very f ully,
and reported on his return. Asum of £500
was paid to Mr. Cavanagh to prepare plans
and specifications for abattoirs. It was
estimated that they would cost £20,000,
but the Works Department estimated
that the abattoirs would cost £30,000 ;
subsequently it was pointed out that the
ultimate cost for the present requirements
would be £8,000. The result was that a
sum of £10,000 in one instance was
placed on the Estimates, but years are
allowed to go by under the old Adminis-
tration before anything is attempted.
A sum of £2,5005 was placed on the
Estimates one year, but nothing was
done. Then there was a meeting of
master butchers called by Sir Edward
(then Mr.) Wittenoom, who was acting
Premier of the State, and at that
meeting, by 10 votes to 5, the butchers
decided not to choose a site for abattoirs;
consequently the slaughter-yards were not
established. On the 22nd April, 1898,
Sir John Forrest writes a minute: " Pre-
pare a report for Parliament, showing
that this matter has not been neglected."
The matter was in hand from 1896 to
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1900, and yet Sir John Forrest says, in
writing, the matter has Dot been neglected.
There is another matter for which the
member for the Williams was jibed at:
not appointing justices of the peace from
among the workers. 1I do not know
if this rnattet will bear inspection, but it
has teen conveyed to me that the hon.
member at one time showed serious
democratic tendencies. I believe we have
some caves down South, and I understinld
on one occasion~ a man was discovered,
believed to be the " wild man of the
woods,' a man running a modern inferno
i6i the neighbourhood of Katamining.

MR. J~conv: Whom are you referring
to now?

MR. HOPKINS: The hon. member is
here to understand, and I ant not here to
give him. brains to understand. This
person was running a modern inferno in
the neighbourhood of Katanning. He
was captured: I do not know if he was
leg-roped or bobbled, bitt he was con-
veyed to Newcastle, and there he estab-
lialied his innocence. It was then found
that he was a lime burner, and thereupon
he was appointed a justice of the peace.
After that I do not know whether the
member for the Williams, when he conies
back to power, will appoint justices of the
peace from among the workers. There
are a number of other matters which I
could refer to, but there is one which T
must deal with; and this is an instance
of how the Ministry under existing
circumstances are misled by the officers
of the department. By reference to the
Votes and Proceedings--and I wish hon.
members to take notice of this-on page
332 members will see that I gave notice
to askc the Minister for Education a series
of questions bearing on the school at
Boulder. It will be fresh in the memories
of hon. members. I believe these ques-
tions in the course of business are taken
possession of by the official head of
the department, and he prepares the
answers. I inivite members to see the
answers given by the Minister for
Education in this House on page 328
of the Votes and Proceedings; and I say
that when the official head of a depart-
ment prepared these answers he did so
with an object in view. I had a notice
of motion for a return, on the paper. The
motion had not been moved, but the head
of the Education Department thought

to forestal discussion because he knew
that certain statements would probably
be made. To forestall this discussion he
answered the question in such a way that
he succeeded in doing what he intended.
The answers, I am sure, will not satisfy
any member who ch(oses to read them.
This shows the difficulty which Ministers
must labour under when they have to do
business with disloyal officers. As totbe
school at Boulder I will assert that
when the last Administration were in
power the Boulder school children were
being refused admission to the school,
and two iron school buildings were
placed on jinkers to be carted away to be
used as school accommodation in another
town. The answers which were given to
the questions I asked were no answers at
all so far as the matter which they imply
is concerned, inasmuch as the children in
Boulder are refused admission to-day and
have been ever since the school was
established. Chldren can only go to
school for about three months, and then
there is no room again. This is aserious
drawback to the town, and to the country,
because if people cannot send their chil-
dren to school they will send their wives
and families back to the Eastern States.
That is a great blot on the p~ast Adminis-
tration. Whatever the railways may be,
and we are satisfied about them, there is
more blundering to the square inch in the
Education Department with the official
heads than there is in the whole railway
administration.

iMR. GEORGE: Do not forget that
some members on this side have said the
same thing before.

MR. HOPKINS: The fact remains,
and it becomes an historical one, that
the chLildren in Boulder are refused
admission to the school. It is turning
population away from the country, and
the Government are paying £20 per
head to bring female servants here for
the benefit of a select few in Perth. I
have spoken at greater length than I
intended; but I see the member for
South Fremnantle back in his place, and
in the course of my remarks on the
Golden Gate I had occasion to make
reference to the hon. member, which have
since been explained to my entire satis-
faction by the hon. member for Nortbam ;
and I take the first opportunity, now the
hon. member is back in the House, to
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place that matter on record. The time is
almost up, and we must depart for other
places where many members find it more
congenial. I have endeavoured to estab-
lish the reasons which induce mue to
support the present Administration. I
say this in all sincerity: I have heard the
statesmen and politicians of the Eastern
States, and those occupying positions in
the Commonwealth Parliament, and it is
a. matter for regret that Western Aus-
tralia has not the services of the present
Premier in the Parlient of the Com-
monwealth. Some members are crying
out for a change of Government; but
when we consider the two persons between
whom we have to choose, the answer is
only too manifest I say a~gain without
fear of hesitation that if members exer-
cise their powers of discretion and study
the best interests of the country, they
cannot afford to sacrifice the Govern-
ment. Members have said that they
would give the Government a fair trial.
They have not given the Government a%
fair trial, and they should give them an
opportunity during the recess of fulfilling
their promises. I support the Govern-
ment sincerely, and I hope members will
try and view the question apart from
personal prejudices, and admit that some
reforms have been instituted; that these
reforms entitle the Government to some
farther consideration, and for that reason
I intend giving my support to the
Governmenit on this occasion.

At 6-30, the SnAxrn left the Chair.

At 7-30, Chair resumed.

Ma. A. J. DIAMOND (South Fre-
mantle) -In rising this evening, I feel a
great sense of responsibility, as I have no
doubt every member of the House does,
and the matter under discussion is one
which calls for ('ose consideration from
every member, no matter on which side
he site. 1 regret that the state of my
health will not allow mne this evening to
say so much as perhaps I would like to
on the subject matter of the debate. I
have not, so far in my short career,
troubled the House very much, and I do
not think I am' called upon this evening
to trouble the House very much; but I
intend to give a vote this evening, and I
think it is due to the House, to the State,

to my constituency, and to myself, that I
should at least give some reason for the
step I propose to take. Before I go into
that mnatter I would like to say I have
been sadly impressed, whilst lying in mny
bed and reading the early morning papers,
with the tone this debate has assumed.
I regret to say that in my humble view
personalities have been much greater than
they should have been. Even after this
while, there seems to be a sort of vapour
about the House that I trust will disappear
and give us fresh air after this debate is
finished, I would Like to say that the vote
I intend to give this evening is entirely
unprejudiced, either one way or the other,
by anything that has been said personally
by any member of the House. My action
wilt be entirely upon public grounds.

[At this stage the PsesriEs. in conse-
quence of noise occasioned by persons
near the door desirous of getting into the
galleries, which were already full, said:
May I rise and ask that the door may be
closed. THE SPEAXEPR said: Sergeant-at-
arms, will you tell the policeman to close
that door? [Now the bon. member may
proceed.]

MR. DIAMOND: I trust that when
the present crisis is at an end, members
on both sides of the House will forget
what has been said that should not have
been said in this debate. I respect-
fully submit that our duty here is to
legislate for the State, and I for one
try as far as lies in my power to carry
out my duty in that direction. It
appears to me that a very considerable
amount of bad blood,' if I may use the
term, has been raised in this House on
account of the railway embrogio, and I
will say at once that upon this matter I
have not approved, and cannot approve,
of the action of the Government. I
think that some considerable time ago
the Commissioner of Railways told us he
was not satisfied with the working of the
Railway Department, and hie intenided to
have a select committee upon it, or some
committee. I regret that was not done
at once. Later on the member for East
Kimberley (Mr. 0Connor), I think it was,
one nigyht strongly advocated a movement
in that direction ; and. I think even then
it would have been better had the sug-
gestion been carried out. But I do not
wish to enlarge upon this. In fact,
I am not able to do so this even-
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ing. I was very pleased to read
the remarks made last night by the
Commissioner of Railways, and to find
that he had the manliness to acknowledge
that he had been somewhat mistaken in
his judgment of the General Maniager.
and that the General Manager was not so
much to blame as he at one time sup-
posed. In my opinion, - the General
Manager of Railways in this State, what-
ever be may be, is one of the best railway
officers in Australasia. I am quite ready
to admit that he made juist.kes, but my
long experience of commercial life teaches
me that we should have to get an angel
down from heaven before we could get a
man to manage the railways in a
manner which would give complete satis-
faction, and it is questionable whether
an angel would be ables to do it. I am
strongly of opinion that the General
Manager of Railways has been virtually
exonerated. I trust that whatever Gov-
ernment is in power, simple fair-play and
justice will be shown towards him, and
in my opinion he ought to be reinstated.
If we are to err at all, let it be on the
side of liberality. Some of my friends
who have been of the opposite opinion all
along have told me that the board of
inquiry virtually condemned the General
Manager ; but to that I simply reply that
none are so blind as those who will not
see. In this respectlIwouldike to speak
of all the leading railway servants, and
not only of the servants but of the
Government. No railway system in Aus-
tralia, ever had to meet the strain which
the railway system of Western Australia
bad to meet. I have not obtruded my
personality in the House in this respect
since I have sat in it, but I will state
here this evening that I profess to have
as good a practical knowledge of the
working of at railway business as the
common or garden average person has,
and in my opinion the number of mistakes
made could very fairly have been over-
looked, considering the difficulties which
faced those who had to carry out the
duties. In saying this I do not wish to
assert for one instant that serious mis-
takes have not been made; but I believe
that serious mistakes occur in all busi-
nesses, and we cannot prevent them in
the management of the greatest mer-
cantile concerns. We should remember
that we are all human, and that it is

* pssible to make mistakes. The member
or Alany (Mr. Gardiner) said that the

report of the Perth lee Company Comn-
mission alone justified the suspension.
As a member of that commission, I
would like to say there is hardly aword
-indeed I do not think there is a word
- in the report condemning the General
Manager or the Traffic Manager, unless
in the simplest and most general terms.
The Premier quoted the report of the
Perth Ice Company Commission ; but as
to the remarks with regard to collusion,
I say there was not one word in the
report that at all inferred collusion on
the part of the higher officers. I, as a,
business juan, tried all11 could to get out
of every witness anything that could pos-
sibly show us where this collusion existed.
We told the witnesses that they were
protected, that we would see they were
protected, that. as a Royal Commission
we had authority to see they were pro-
tected; and we then asked t6e witnesses
to tell its whether they had received
instructions either directly or indirectly
from their superior officers to wink at the
frauds of the Perth Ice Company. I
think we got some evidencee to that effect
from one discharged railway employee,
who produced an enormous pile of reports
which lie said he had made to the
District Superintendent. While be was
giving his evidence I looked through the
pile of reports. In the course of his
examination the luau stated that he had
repeatedly told the District Superinten-
dent that he ought to look after the Ice
Company. 'he man was supposed to
report everything in writing. I read the
whole of the reports through, as I say,
while he was giving evidence; and then
I cross-examined him after Mr. Speight
had dlone with him. I asked him to show
me the written reports in which he had
referred to the Ice Company; whereupon
he said, " I reported verbally." That
wan's evidence was, of course, discarded.
I am perfectly satisfied, however, that
there was collusion amongst the minor
servants. The Royal Commission was
headed 'by M r. Speight, one of the
greatest men in railway affairs Australia
has ever seen, and certainly not a man
disposed to hush matters up. As the
result of our inquiries we honestly were
unable to find any evidence whatever of
collusion on the part of the higher
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officers. I am not personally concerned
in the matter; and it is only as a matter
of justice that I emphasise the absence
of evidence of collusion on the part of the
higher officers. There is another matter
connected with the railways, which I
think I had better try to put right. My
daily avocation consists partly in badger-
ing the Railway Department for trucks.
I understand that the Premier, and the
member for Kanowna, (Mr. Hastie), and
the Commissioner of Railways, virtually
said in their remarks during this debate
that the truck difficulty is at an end, or
something of that sort. I would ask the
Commissioner of Railways not to live in
a fool's paradise. The truck supply may
have been all right last week; but it cer-
tainly was not all right last month. In
connection with mny own business, my son
reports to me that he has had as great a
difficulty as ever in getting trucks for
certain machinery that we have to send
away. Next, I propose to make a few
remarks with regard to the Chief Traffic
Manager. Possibly hon. members, when
I1 come to say how I will cast my vote,
will pronounce this a most extraordinary
introduction; but my remarks will be
made simply for the purpose of rendering
justice to a man whom I know, whose
daily work I know, and with whom I come
in contact daily. Did I not say what I
hold to be right, I should consider myself
wanting in my duty to the State. Mr.
Short has been known to me for many
years, I suppose sixteen or more. At one
time there was a rush in railway matters
in South Australia, though nothing like
the terrible rush we had here. At that
time the Broken Hill line was still in the
bands of the contractors. Just in passing
I may say that in this State we have bad
a very choice, or perhaps I may say a very
shameful, experience of the wa,'y in which
the public are robbed by the contractors
by means of freight charges. At the time
I speak of, a gold rush occurred at a place
called Teetulpa. This mani Short then
held a position in the railwa 'y service of
South Australia. He was stationed at
Petersburg, at the junction of the line to
Port Pirie and Fort Augusta. On the
top of this he had to deal with a huge
rush to Broken Hill and the rush to
Teetulpa. By mutual consent of the
Government and the contractors, Mr.
Short had absolute control of the whole

traffic. He was traffic manager, district
superintendent, station master, check
clerk, and everything else. He was a man
well and favourably known to all the
commercial community of South Aus-
tralia; and he left the rail way service of
South Australia to the great regret of his
superiors, in order to fill a position on the
Great Southern Railway. Mr. Short bad
an honourable career on the Albany line,
and his sulisquent career in the Go)vern-
nient railway service has been honourable.
If there be any little misunderstanding
between him and the Commissioner of
Railways, farther explanation and farther
knowledge of each other will cleax it up.
In my opinion Mr. Short is one of the
best railway men in Australia. I will
again apply my previous remarks, that
the best of us make mistakes, and that
notwithstanding the lessons we get we
keep on making mistakes. I come now
to another personal matter I say at
once that I am going to cast a vote
antagonistic to the leader of this side of
the House, antagonistic politically. I
wish to say that I have the most absolute
confidence in the personal integrity and
honour of the iuember for the Williams.
I believe the lion. gentleman to be
absolutely incapable of anything dis-
honourable, and totally undeserving of
the aspersions cast on him from the
Government side. It is possible that the
clever man of business may be too clever;
and, possibly, certain gentlemen having
dealings with the Railway Department
have been too clever; but that the mem-
ber for the Williams has ever done any-
thing wrong or dishonourable I am
utterly unable to believe. I shall require
the very fullest proof before I believe
anything of the kind. I have said that
it is my intention to vote against thle
motion. Before giving my reasons for
doing so, I desire to say that I am not
hypocritical in stating that I shall do it
with the very greatest regret. Many
members on this (Opposition) side of the
House have been my personal friends for
years.

MR. GEORGE: We shall be so still.
MR. DIAMOND: Others of the mem-

bers around me have become my friends
since I have been in the House. The
member for the Murray (Mr. George), in
his general quickness of intellect, has
rather anticipated a remark I was about
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to make-that I hope we shall be friends
still. I am sure I am prepared to be.
[OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] I
feel that my duty to my constituents, to
the State, and to my own conscience,
compels me to vote against this motion.
1 have read over and over again during
the last week or two every wvord
that I spoke on the hustings. My
constituents gave mue an absolutely' free
hand as to which side of the House I
should sit on I told them I was not a
party man and would not sit on any side
of the House simply for the purpose of
following any particular party; but at
the same time I put before my con-
stituents a programme of legislation
which I pledged myself repeatedly to
endeavour to earry through the House at
the earliest possible inoruent. A number
of measures formiug items in that pro-
gramme have been introduced into the
House by the present Government; those
measures have been carried through vari-
ous stages; and the bulk of them as
proposed by the Government have re-
ceived my fu'll approval, though I had
one or two little alterations to propose.
Therefore I am not prepared to break mny
pledges to may constituents by turning
the Leake Government out at this par-
ticular juncture. [ respectfully submit
to the gentlemen sitting on this (Opposi-
tion) side of the House that the motion
of no-confidence at the present juncture
is ill-advised and premature. [MINIS-
TERIAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] I con-
sider that the Government should have
had a longer "1show " to let us see what
they really intend to do. [MINISTERIAL
MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] The Com-
missioner of Railways in my opinion has
made mistakes in the administration of
his department; but, at the same time,
there is this excuse for him, that he has
been away a considerable time from his
office through illness. I venture to express
the opinion, however, that a little bit
more consideration wiUl perhaps be advis-
able in his future dealings with the high
officers of the Railway Department.

Ma. JACOBY: Hie won't have any more
dealings with them.

Ma. DIAMONqD: I have so far con-
sistently opposed the moving of no-confi-
dence motions by this side of the House
before the proper time; and my vote
this evening will be in accordance with

Imy past policy. I am anxious that the
present Government should have a longer
" show." l am not a party man; and
in casting my vote this evening in opposi-
tion to the motion and in favour of the
Ministry, I am not binding myself to the
Ministry any more than I have bound my-
self to this (Opposition) side of the House.
I will vote for amy legislation that I con-
sider to be for the good of the State. no
Matter from which side of the House that
legislation may emanate; and this will
be my course during my future career in
this Assembl.

MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
MR. W J. GEORGE (Murray): I

think the gentleman-[applause from
Opposition members]-who has just
addressed the House deserves our sym-
pathy this evening on the score of his
evidently partial recovery from illness. I
do not propose to say more with regard
to that gentleman than that while the
Government miay perhaps be con-
gtulted on securing his, vote, I

earnestly trust that he himself may soonIbe in full possession of his political
faculties and his usual good health.
[Laughter.] The question now before
this House, the question now before this
country, is far above any petty question
of ins and outs, any questiou as to who
shall occupy the TIreasury benches. It is
far, far above the question of who shall
occupy those benches merely for the pur-
pose of drawing the salary and enjoying
the privileges appertaining to their pos-
session. I say that without fear of con-
tradiction. I say, with the approbation
even of my hion. friends opposite, that

I the mau who seeks those benches merely
for the pecuniary and other advantages
attached to them is unworthy to be
regarded with favour either by the men-
bers of this Chamber or by the people of
Western Australia. [SEVERAL MEM-

BERS: Hear, hear.] Personally I hold
Ithat this debate, however it may turn out
-it matters not which way it turns-
will have done this good, that whether
those gentlemen opposite retain power.
or my friends here attain to it, we Shall
at any rate have done with this laundry
work, tbis clearing out and searching
into the pigeon-holes of the past. I

Itrust that when the division is over,
the unsavoury atmosphere will be
cleared and made healthy for the pro-
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gress of peaceful legislation and the
good of Western Australia. [SEVERAL
MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] My lion. friend
the leader of this party whom I believed,
until to-night at any rate, to have none
other than a, staunch and well-combined
following at his back, is a man whose
career when he sat on the Treasury bench
may have been, as the careers of all men
have been, punctuated by mistakes-
mistakes inevitable in a ri1sing country.
But he has not been shown, either in this
House or elsewhere, to have ever soiled
his official career or his private career
with any blot or stain such as would cause
au honest man to refuse to give him his
hand. [Several MEMBERS: Hear, hear.]
There was no bitterness introduced into
the debate by the hion. gentleman, when
making his attack. He did not lpretend
to have, nor has he ever in any shape or
form given out that he had, the eloquence
of the hion. gentleman who leads the
Government. He showed huiself to this
Assembly and to the people of this
State as simply what he is-a man
who is a worker, a man who was born
on the soil, who knows the country and
its requirements, and who can with
honesty and ability carry out his
obligations to the country of his birth.
[OPPOsITIoN MEMBERS: Hear, hear.]
This debate might have gone on from
start to finish without any acrimony, or
perhaps with little acrimony; but the
Premier, in his reply, provided all the
venom; and to the introduction of that
ingredient by the hon. member may be
traced the bitterness which distinguishes
nearly every speech made in the course
of the debate. The Premier has made
statements which he now probably regrets;
and I make bold to say that when, as the
years go by, the calmer reflection which
only years can give comes to him, if there
be one page in his political career which
he will regret, it will be that page which
has on it the mark of his unworthy
personal attack on the member for the
Williams. There has been a great deal
said as to why this vote of no-confidence
has been delayed. Those of us here who
are familiar with the councils of the
Opposition know that it was not from
ay feeling of cowardice that we were
unable either to meet this House or to
meet the country; but it was that we
desired to give those gentlemen on the

Treasury bench what we thought, mis-
takenly perhaps, but what we at any rate
believed to he a " fair show " to do what
they could for the benefit of the country.
It has been stated that the p)art 'v of which
I am a, member are the old Forrest party.
I have said before in this House, and I
will say it again: we are not the old
Forrest party; and it is useless, even for
the purposes of political warfare, to try
to drag a red-herring across the trail in
that fashion. Our party, it is true, have
in their ranks some who were members
of the Forrest Government, or supporters
of the Forrest Government. But thiegreat
bulk of the members sitting in Opposition
are newly-elected men, or else they are
men like myself. I have left the high
and hionourable position of leader of
a party of one, to become, a follower
of a man whom I can trust. we
knew perfectly well the tactics which
would be adopted by' our friends on the
Government benches. No one who has
occupied a seat in this House for some
few years could fail thoroughly to esti-
mate the tactics which would emanate
from those gentlemen when they sat in
Opposition-tactics not disgraceful, and
I do not quarrel with them at all. I
simply want to show the House and the
country, if T can, that we knew their
game. And, consequently, we knew that
this cry would be one of the weapons
used against us -.- " the old Forrest gang."
It is no disgrace to have belonged to the
Forrest party, any more than it is a dis-
grace to have opposed them. I opposed
them strongly enough, more strongly than
my mild friend over yonder, the Colonial
Treasurer (Mr. fllingworth); because I
believe I possessed, until this sessiou, the
unenviable reputation of caling a spade
a spade, and using stronger language if
my vocabulary would permit. This
session, TInny say I find myself thoroughly
eclipsed. " Now," we said, " if we have
a, new party, without any members of
the Forrest party, we take away the
greatest weapon the Governmet can
have. Where then is our vulnerable
point ?" We decided that the line of
attack would be through our friends who
belonged to the former party. And as I,
at any rate for one, and numbers of
other friends around me, had agreed
that we wanted to see what was in the
pigeon-holes, we thought we were doing
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what was fair by giving the Government
a show to introduce their legislation, and
to help them on with it, if we could; and
consequently, giving them an opportu-
-nity of turning out the pigeon-holes, so
as to let Western Australia for once
know whether those who had ruled
her destinies for the last ten years were
men who should be cast on the dung-
hill of oblivion, or should be looked
upon as being not more than men,
but at all events honest men who
have done their honest duty to their
country. Now we have had the pigeon-
holes. The House, I am sure, are satis.
fled with them; - and I conclude-I do not
know whether I1 am right, but I con-
elude that if my friends opposite remain in
office, this is the last, let us hope it is,
that we shall hear of the pigeon-holes of
the old Forrest Government. If there
were miore disgraceful disclosures, from
Ministers' point of view, than they have
shown us, then I think it was their duty
to let us have them. Let us have a.
general washing day, and get our clean,
linen out to dry, and then address our-
selves to our ordinary everyday work of
trying to push forward Western Aus-
tralia. I have a few words of admonition
to address to the Colonial Treasurer. In
the course of my remarks I know he, will
not misunderstand me. He knows I am
a wild man, like himself, and have no
desire in any way to hurt his feelings; and
as far as possible, I will take care that I
do not. The Colonial Treasurer has for
years in this House been practically the
sole financial genius on the Opposition
side. I know hie was complimented by
the former Premier, Sir John Forrest, on
various occasions, for the grasp he showed
of finance: and we who had once sat with
him expected to find in the Treasurer
some one who would be able to show
this country a clear path thirough the
mazy depths of the financial trouble, and
to bring us out of the hush into the fair
and pleasant glades of sunshine and
light. Now from a Colonial Treasurer
we require something more than figures.
Figures are things which the financiers
play with ; but we require from the hon.
gentleman not only the battledore and
shuttlecock of figures, but an exhibition
of tact and judgment. There have been
references made this evening to a little
speech which the Colonial Treasurer is

reported to have made with regard to the
Midland Railway. I do not know
whether or not he made that speech, but
I do say that if the statement put into
print be correct, the Treasurer said he
considered the Midland Railway was worth
£1,400,000, or thereabout; which was an
unfortunate exhibition of want of tact.
Purchasers of goods do not, as a rule,
explain to the seller all the possible virtues
and values there may be in the goods they
are buying. In his ordinary business, I
have not the slightest doubt the Trea-
surer, in buying, makes the best bargain
he possibly can, as we all do ; and I am
not one of those who believe that a, man's
private life and his public life are distinct.
I say we see the same man in his public
life as we see in his private life. And it
was veryv hard indeed for me to believe
that this astute gentleman-astute in his
private life as I know him to be--could
have been less astute in his public lie and
his public utterances. It is, perhaps,
tunfortunate for him, as a public man,
that he is in any way connected with the
Midland Railway. I am sure his connec-
tion is most honest and honourable, but
it is unfortunate that he should be in any
waY, connected with it. For this reason:-
it i mmediately lays himn open to attack by
those who wish to attack him in a bitter
spirit. However, what has been Said
with regard to the Midland Rtailway has
been said by those who know more about
it than I do; and I have no desire to say
anything farther, except " That is peg L",
Now I come to the Budget which we were
lately discussing, and what do I find?
Is it a Budget compiled by a statesman,
A Man whose grasp of the subject-not
only of finance but of the resources of this
couutry-is so good, so close, and so
tense, that he can see, and anticipate,
and place his money in the best position
that, is possible? No. If I may be per-
mitted to say so, it is more like the
Budget of a man who counts the coppers
in his till, and who, when he finds he has
twelve pennies, immediately changes
them for a. silver shilling. How is his
Budget made up P It is made up on the
simplest assumption that even a. child at
a State school could guess. He has his
expenditure provided for him by his
officers. The only financial question
which troubled him, so far as I could
see - perhaps he will explain it to
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us and explain it well-was to see how
he could arrange the various requests of
various districts, and try to make, if pos-
sible, one shilling go as far as a sovereign.
Having, ascertained the expenditure,
having made up his mind, no doubt for
good reasons, as to what should be the
expenditure on public works, the Trea-
surer has then one factor in. connection
with his Budget:; he has the expenditure.
But for the revenue, whence has ho drawn
his figures ? Simply from the wild
imnaginings of an unpractised man ; and
he wisely placed a small surplus at the
end of his statement, because it would
never do for a Treasurer who follows that
brilliant financier, Sir John Forrest, to
come to this House with a, deficit on his
first go-off. I believe he also fell into
that terrible error of having, conmmunica-
tions with the respectable newspaper
Press of this State. I believe he made
a, communication to the effect that if it
had not been for the captious opposition
shown in this House, lie would have been
able to float his loan in Londo~n on very
much better terms, and could have got it
off practically without any trouble. The
words I have used may not be an abso-
lutely literal quotation ; but I believe the
meaning cannot very well be quibbled at.
Now what are the facts? The House
has, I believe, some right to debate, if
it choose, any subject which presents
itself. Surely hon. members have the
right, as the custodia~is of the people's
money, to have a debate when the people's
mone y is concerned ? And if we on the
Opposition side of the Rouse have any
rights whatever, we have a right to
demand and to require a full explanation
from the Colonial Treasurer as to how,
when, where, and in what way he will get
his money, and especially as to how he
will expend it. First of all, let us
look into the question of delay. I
find the Trpasur~r introduced his Loan
iBill on I 1th July-on 'I hursday, the last
day of the week on which the House sits.
And he stated: "I have no desire to
hurry the House in this matter. F'inan-
cial advisers state should approach market
before 20th July." The adjournment of
this Loan Bill debate was moved by the
member for the Williams, who was quite
within his right. Who can complain of
that? It was his duty, as leader of his;
party. to examine closely the proposals

rgarding the loan, and it has been
tecstom in the House, at all events

ever since I have sat here, that when
a Loan Bill has been brought down,
the debate should be adjourned for
the purpose of allowing bon. members

i to examine and to master its details.
We adjourned from Thursday, the last

Iday of the week on which the House sat,
until the next Tuesday, and we had the
debate then. Is it not within the rights
of members on this side as well as
members on the other side to speak on
any matter? We do not possess the sole
rigcht to speak with regard to this matter,
nor did we do it. If may inform the
House and the country that on the very
evening the hon. gentleman said w~e
delayed the passing of that Loan Bill, it
was spoken to by eight members on the
Government side and seven members on
our side: honours I think are perhaps
a little more than divided. If the
obstruction came merely from this side,
the hon. gentleman would have cause
for cornplaint; but when members on his
own side spoke on the matter, notably the
member for Albany, rightly speaking on
it as to the expenditure whbich he con-
sidered unwarranted and which we
consider unwarranted, where comes in
the question of members on this side
giving a factious opposition so that the

1loan was delayed and only realised
practically 89. I might point out with
regard to this matter that it is " a great
cry and very little wool." The hon. mem-
ber had the authorisattion of the House
for a. million and a quarter just before he
introduced this Loan Bill!1 Why did he
.not float it on the market instead of
com in g here for another Loan Bill of over
three millions? And crowing, after we
dissected the Bill, that we had given him
more money than he said he actually
wanted. We did not give him more
than the three millions, but we gave
him with full hands the money which, in
the wisdom of the House, we thought the

Ineeds of the country deserved. I might
Ipoint out this too in connection with
that debate, that on the 16th July the
hon. member moved the suspension of the
Standing Orders for the purpose of
passiing the Bill through at that sitting;
yet on the 11th July, when the hon.

*member introduced the Bill, he told us
that his financial advisers told him to
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approach the market before the 20th
July. The Bill was passed through
before the 20th July. We never beard
of any obstruction to the cable to Great
Britain, and if the hon. gentleman desired
to float his loan before the 20th July,
unless he can show us that he did wile to
his people in London, he stands convicted
by his own speech of not being able to
gras p the financial position. The hon.
gentleman said farther that evening that
he desired to call the attcntion of the
House to the fact that "1indents are now
coming in daily in London, and no
surplus is available fur them: large sums
are involved, in. all over half a million."
That was his plea when he wanted us to
pass the Bill through-I will not say at
the point of the bayonet, because the hon.
member is too peaceful even to look
smilingly on the point of a bayonet. On
the 9th July, just before the hon. member
made us acquainted with regard to the
one and a half millions which he wanted,
he required £500,000 from the loan fund
only to cover the indents, the absolutely
necessary expenditure which we were
pledged to in London and elsewher&. T
take it that on the 9th July the Treasurer
was stating, as I believe he always does,
the absolute truth, and when he slpoke on
the 16th July he spoke the truth then,
but got the matter so mixed and muddled
that he did not know where he was, and
the end was a fiasco with his loan. The
hon. gentleman is one of those who always
believes in floating a loan at a low rate of
interest adgtting a smaller amount of
money. Thee is a great deal to be said
for that on all sides; hut the great desire
I should think on the part of those who
'have to earny out work, as I know it is
-with men of my stamp, is to get hold of
the necessary money to do it. If you lay
yourself out to do certain work, you cal-
culate to get £291, £92, or £293 per £100,
and if you do not get it, where are you. P
You have floated a loan at a low rate of
interest, it is true, but you have not got
the money to carry on the work. Although
it can be shown by figures perhaps that it
is cheaper to borrow at three per cent.
and get £91 or £93 for it, yet it is the
full £100 we want introduced into the
country. It is better for the people of
the country to have the full £100 to
spend, even if we pay, a little more
interest, than borrow at £89 or 191.

It is better for the country to pay three
and a, half per cent. and come out at £98
or perhaps £100, than to borrow at three
per cent. and obtain the paltry amodut of
money which the Treasurer has done at
the present time. The bon. gentleman
made some reference to the Coolgardie
Water Scheme, and I was very sorry
indeed he did so. I remember very
well duting the administration of Sir
John Forrest, the bon. member "1fell in."
He must necessarily fall in when he deals
with practical matters, but he feUl in
rather heavily by stating in the House
that the Engineer-in-Chief-a man not
only perhaps one of the most capable
engineers in the State, but who is about
the best lawyer spoilt by not being a
lawyer. who is also an Al financier in
this respect. that he knows how to raise
loans, and he knows better than that
what is the guiding star, the practical
expenditure, hie knows what amount he
-ants--the Treasurer said the Engineer-
in-Chief had not made provision for a
sinking fund. I took the hon. member
to task for it. The astute engineer, the
eminent lawyer, the careful financier, and
the great organiser of works, the man
who looks all round corners, it was said
had not made provision for a sinking
fund, I am sure it is quite clear in the
hon. member's memory. and I want to
give him another idea, in which there
has been probably a sinking fund with
the Treasurer. The Treasurer cannot
handle figuries any more than he can
handle work. It takes a man who knows
how to handle work to handle figures.
The Treasurer said :

It will take £350,000 for a reticulation
scheme for Coolgardie, Kalgoorlie, and BouldeiC.
It will take X150,000 wore if this scheme is to
be extended to the upper fields, as far as
Mtenzies; and I think the country will not be
satisfied with the scheme unless it go at any
rate as far as that.
The hon. gentleman, I have not the
slightest doubt, has had a certain amount
of coaching about that; but we know per-
fectly well as it is with children so it is with
children of older growth : it is necessary
to be careful with them when leading
them into paths they are not accustomed

I to travel. If we turn to the Coolgardie
Wgjjlej Scheme, I find a certain pro-
vision made there for distributing mains,
including trenching, laying, jointing, etc.,
£100,000; for pipes,' 1-inch diameter,
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£2170,000. What are distnibuting mains?
Distributing mains are the smaller pipes
which convey the water from the big
reservoirs and supply small communities;
and when I turn to the continuation of
printed paper No. 10, 1 find there has
been made this provision for reservoirs:
Southern Cross, Mount Barges, Cool-
gardie, Kalgoorlie, and. other m inor reser-
voirs, £100,000. When the scheme was
brought before the House there was no
question whatever with -regard to carry-
ing water to Menzies; aud althoughi I am
not in the confidence of the lion, gentle-
men who occupy the Treasury benches, I
respectfully suggest there is no intention
to convey water from dlown here to Men -
zies even at the present day. The water
for Menzies, if I mistake not, will lie
brought down from Niagara,

THK MINISTER FOR MINES: Lt was,
never suggested, except by Sir John
Forrest.

MR. GEORGE: I am not troubled
with the suggestion of anyone who has
gone, in the past history of polities. I'lam
dealing with live facts, live matters. and
a, live Treasurer when he is sitting in his
seat. There is a provision in the scheme
for 100 iniles of distributing mainK to
cost £170,000. Taking that £8S00,000
for reservoirs- some portion of it will bie
required for pumping stations on the
road, but the remainder is for distribut-
ing from Kalgoorlie. Coolgardie, and
other places-I say there is an amiount of
something like X470,000 which call be
applied for the purposes of retit'ulation.
But I want to g7o a little farther. I want
to show hon. members that somehow or
oQiher, I do not know how it is--perhaps
the weighty cares of the State have not
enabled the Treasurer to digest the
figures himself, bitt they must have been
put before him-that the Engineer-in-
Chief has provided for pipes and valves
delivered at Fr-emantle, 90,000 tons.

Tuec TREASUiRER: What date is
that ?

MR. GEORGE: It is Paper No. 10,
in the Votes and Proceedings of Parlia-
inent, 1896. The Engineer-in-Chief pro-
vides for pipes and valves at Fremnantle,
X1,470,000 ; but that is not all, for we
have to take this factor into calculation:
provision was made for the pipes at
Fremantle. The Engineer - in - Chief is
getting the pipes now at Midland Juno-

)tion and Maylands ; therefore he is
Isaving the freight he would have had to
pay from Fremantle to the starting point.
R~e gets more titan that:- he has had
from the contractors, Messrs. Hloskins
& Ferguson, a sum of 448,000 as freight
paid to the railways; consequently we
have a right to add to the £1,470,000
the £48,000 paid by the makers, for
freight for the carriage of the pipes to
the position where they have to) start
upon their upward journey: that amountsIto 14 millions of moneyfrteppo.

IWha~t is the cost of the pipes ? We
Ifind that Hoskins's contract amounts to
X 512,562, anld Ferguson's to a similar

Iamount, making a total of a little
over a million. The joint rings have
to be made for the pipes at a cost
of £69,000 ; so that the total that
these pipes have to cost is £1,094,000.
The amount provided in these Estimates
is a million and a-half; therefore deduct
£1,094,000, and we get the result of
£423,000. That is left to he dealt with.
In what form ? It has to provide the
stop-valves, air-valves, etcetera, required
for this scheme; and £2223,000 is a high
estimate for that. If those things cost

Ianything like that, not only myself but
other members who are better authorities
than I am will be surprised. Put
£223,000 for that, and it leaves £200,000
to add to the £170,000 provided for the
scheme, giving at total of £370,000, which
is the money required for the reticulation
of which the hon. member spoke, and in
relation to which hie said that unless he
got this £350,000 they could not obtain a
single shilling for water from the Cool-
gsa-die Water Scheme. If the department
that controls this matter--because the
hon. gentlemran has been in office so short
a time I cannot consider he controls it-
has done its duty, there is the money he
requires for the reticulation scheme; and
if the department has not done its duty,
we want to know, and the country wants
to know, and the people from whom we
borrowed the money want to know, what
has become of the mioney.

TuE COLONIAL' TREASURER: Unfor-

yuaey vtheoEngineer-iniChief is against

says unfortLunately the Engineer-in-Chief
is against rme. I wish he had paid me
the compliment of saying that unfor-
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tunately for the Engineertii-Chief, I am
on this occasion against him.

THiE CoLoNIAL TREASURER: That is
all right.

Mn. GEORGE: But the country has
to take only the hon. gentleman's word
for that. I amt not disputing his word,
for he is a man of truth and so forth;
but he does not understand the subject,
sad I mav be pardoned if I say that if
the Engineer-in-Chief and myself had a
little argument in regard to the Cool-
gardie Water Scheme, it would be found
that he and I do not differ so m~uch as
was thought some years ago. We satis-
factorily settled the subject between us
something like three years ago. So
much for the finances, and so much for
the Coolgardie Water Scheme. Point
No. 2. There is another little matter in
relation to which I want to deal with my
bon. friend. In the natural course of
events, the leader of an Opposition, on
the death of a Ministry either by resign-
ing or by the "happy despatch," is sent
for by the Governor. I believe my bon,
friend, who is a great authority on con-
stitutional law, will even agree that I am
right with regard to that. The late
Premier (Hon. G. Throssell) resigned,
and the country had to be resigned in
that case, as they will be resigned
I suppose very shortly after another
change. What happened? His Excel-
lency sent for my friend the present
Colonial Treasurer, and that gentleman
was asked to form a Ministry. He met
with difficulties. Difficulties are nothing
in the path of a great man: they are
simply acts to spur him on to greater
activity and to leave him resolved to die
or conquer, to hold his flag flying to
the last gasp. What did my hon. friend
do ? Tn order to form his Ministry,
he had to relinquish his birthright like
the man in Scripture. H~e sold his birth-
right, the Premiership of this State, for a
"1mess of pottage," consisting of the
Colonial Treasurership; and I hope it
agreed. with his digestion. It would not
have agreed with mine.

THEg CoLoNuL TREASURER:- It suited
me better than the other.

Mat. GEORGE: I cannot conceive
myself doing that. I know it is difficult
indeed for a poor unlearned man like
myself to enter into those flights of
fancy; hut I cailnot understand a man

winning a fight and. taking second place;
I cannot understand a man, for the
pleasure of sitting on the Treasury
benches and wearing those wrinkles
which disfigure his noble brow, taking
second place in the Government of this
country. There was an old saying at
Cambridge at the commencement of the
last century, I believe, known as 4"Hob-
son'si choice." There was a man named
Hobson who kept a livery stable. he
kept horses more or less bad, and if a
customer came there and wanted a horse,
and the animal did not happen to suit
him, he had to take the one nearest the
door, or go on his own " shanks's pony."
I think my friend must have been read:.
ing some of those little fables, and have
got " Hobson's choice " so firmly seated
on his brain that hie went through the
humiliation of permitting the present

Ileader of his party to usurp the posi-
Ition. I have heard of "eating the leek,"
and I dare say to those who care for

Ithat sort of thing it is very good; but
swallowing it holus bolus is too much for

Ime, and I could not do it. Now let us
have another little look at this wonderful

iMinistry. There are my friends the
Minister for Works (Mr. Kingsmill). and
the Mini ster for 'Mines (Mr. Gregory),

andI hpethat in spite of all that has
ever passed in this House they will allow
me to call them my friends, because they
are decent men. They do their best, as I

Ihope I do, according to my lights and my
experience. It was only right they
should be in the Ministry; they deserved
the appointments, and I know of nothing
to show me those two gentlemen, at any
rate, do not deserve commendation for the
way in which they have set to work with
regard to the duties they had to perform.
But a, Comm issionfer of Railways -was
wanted, and there was a. gentleman who
was in the Eastern colonies, who did not
want the position. But over and above
his claims, and over and above any idea
of handing over that department to him,
what about my hon. friend-a, friend of
years, a. mate in the City Council, a good
comrade, a good warneor, a man of
business, a, man of ability-what about
my friend the member for Perth (Mr.
Wilson) ? If the Colonial Treasurer had
no room in his Ministry for that gentle-
man, surely the Premier should have had
some consideration for his friend- When
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they sat in Opposition on this side, whose
speeches did the House listen to with the
most attention ? Who deserved, and
who had, the respect of the public
of Perth and of Western Australia,
which I believe he has never forfeited ?
-my friend the member for Perth.
And if it had been necessary to
choose another Premier, the claims of
that hon. gentleman were immeasurably
above the claims of the hon. gentleman
who occupies the position of Premier
to-day, because at any rate the country
would have known, and we should have
known, and perhaps might even have
been able to follow a gentleman who, as
a commercial man, has carried his flag
'white and unsullied, but who has been
left in the cold by the men who have used
him, and. who should_ have recognised
his claims. (Applause from Opposition
benches.) So much for the Colonial
Treasurer. With regard to his finances,
I have, in my Poor way, tried to show
something with regard to the tact that
has. been displayed in this House, and
with regard to his gratitude to his
politival friends, or personal anti pathy, if
there ever was any, which I hardly
believe. Putting that on one side for
the needs of the country, I have shown
they have left out a, gentleman whose
inclusion in the Ministry would have had
such an influence that there would have
been none of this railway imbroglio, and
none of this washing of dirty linen. My
friend the Commissioner of Railways
must have a little attention from me. He
gave me a little attention some time ago,
and caused rue pain, from which I have
hardly recovered; hut I hope the time will
come when the sharp edges of my sorrow
will be rounded off, and we shall be
"Joe'" and "Bill," once more as in the
days of yore. I do not propose to take
this House through the history of all
those various things that have gone on
during the stormy administration of that
gentleman, and I regret, perhaps as munch
as he does, that the storm he has gone
through has told upon his health, because
I know, perhaps as well as any man
in this Rlouse, that ill-health disorders a
man's vision, disorders his mind, and
causes him to see things that in good
health he would not have dreamed of.
I7 like to show these few little things.
The country has a right to know something

about them.) I may be vain perhaps
in supposing the country may desire
to hear from mie; but if it be vanity I
hope I miay be pardoned, for I have not
much of a stock of it, and I want to pre-
serve that which I have. The hon.
gentleman's advent was heralded with
good omens. He wanted to "close the
hook"- he wanted to he wise, and I bel ieve
he tried to be wise iand I only wish those
good intentions had been kept on this
mundane earth, instead of being sent
headlong to the regions of the inferno.
.We had a strike, and. he was very firm
over that strike. The members on this
side supported the Government, as I hope
members on all sides of the House will
support the Government in similar cases,
because that was one of the instances in
which party has to vanish, in which
personal ideas and personal antipathy
have to be put on one side. The needs
of the country anud the sanctity of the
situation demnd f rom men of all political
colours simply one way and one course-
that of supporting the Government, when

ithe Government axe right. The hon.
Imember closed the book with the General
Manager, and I think he is very sorr Y-I
know the country is very sorry-he ever
reopened it. But just let us look at
the sequence of events, and then we can
understand how some of these things
come about. First of all he shunted
- that is a, railway phrase -an
officer whom he considered a very
harmless kind of old gentleman, Mr.
Alpin Thomnson; but I venture to say
Mr. Alpin Thomson, beneath his courteousa
demeanour and unpretentious manner,
knew more about the railways in this
State that does the hon. geiatleman now,
even after his five months' experience.
He shunted that gentleman. Then the
hon. member appointed Mr. G. W.
Davies, and could not find anything
about him. How was it possible for him.
to find what he wanted to know, when he
closed all the avenues of information by
shunting the gentleman who was respon-
sible for that department? It is all very
well to talk about files, manufacturing
files, and so forth. I ask hon. members
in this.House: is there not some secret
corner in our own lives, some secret corner
or repository of our deeds and our letters,
which we deem it desirable to keep even
from the wives of our bosomis?
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MEMBERS: No. (Laughter).
Ma. GEORGE: Yes. It is easy to

raise a laugh; but I am not going to
take that laugh as being anything more
than just a mark perhaps of the tension
of feeling in this House and the tension
in the country. I say there is no
man, perhaps there is no woman either,
but has some little secret or other-not
necessarily lewd, not necessarily Shame-
futl, but one kept back possibly to avoid
giving pain to those for whom affection
is felt. I say that the action with regard
to the disposal of the G. W. Davies file
in Mr. Short's office will be interpreted
by many people who know the man as
indicating a desire not to hide any dark
secret, but to display, if possible, some
feeling of sympathy for a man of un-
doubted ability who had fallen. It is idle
to talk about " manufactured files." The
very term "manufactured files" is too
offensive to be used in connection with a
service where loyalty must be the key-
stone, unless disaster is to follow. I can
understand statements being made and
written out sometime after an event,
without its necessarily following that the
man who writes out a report of an event
two years after its occurrence has " mnanu-
factured files" for the purpose of mnanu-
facturing lies. No. The Commissioner
erred through hastiness, through rash
intrepidity in this matter. It was his
duty, I say unhesitatingly, when he did
not discover in the file wvhat he thought
be ought to have discovered, to wait till
the General Managerof Railways returned,
and then to aski him personally what
there was against Mr. G. W. Davies.
[MR. JACOBY: Hear, bear)] Now, with
regard to a certain letter, to which I will
just refer in passing, as I shall hardly
wish to revert to Mr. G. W. Davies
again. There was a letter published in
the Press over the signature of Mr. G. W.
Davies, alleging that " Mr. George had
made certain statements " about him, and
" sheltered himself behind the privilege
of Parliament in making them." I tell
Mr. G. W. Davies, as I tell the House,
that if he will search through Haoward
lie will find the only reference made by
me to him was to draw attention to
certain evidence. I did not give even the
slightest indication or hint of the. nature
of that evidence. I know Mr. G. W.
Davies; and I am one of those who sin-

cerely regret that a man of his talents,
ability, and experience should by a lack of
self-control render himself incapable of
retaining his position. There was the
appointment of G. W. Davies; then the
General Manager returned, and there was
a bother. That bother was followed by
the suspension of Mr. JTohn Davies, and
the extension of Mr. J. T. Shodt's holiday,
and so on. The whole thing runs on
until we get the board of inquiry. Sum-
ming up the results of the inquiry, reading
between the lines of the report, looking
at it with eyes not prejudiced either for
or against Mr. Davies, can we come wo
any other conclusion than that the Gov-
ernment in their desire-in their mistaken
desire, as I take it-to sheet home their
charges to Mr. John Davies, have put a
stain on that man's character, have
placed a stumabling-block in a career
which ought to be equal to that of any
railway manager in the worlde [Several
MEMBERS: Hear; hear.] I shall say
very little on the Government's disregard
of the Civil Service Act. That has been
touched on by other speakers, and I do
not think it is necessary for me to say
more; but I must enter my protest, and
I will enter it as strongly as I possibly
can, against certain ill-judged and ill-
advised words used in this House by the
Commissioner of Railways, speaking with
all the weight of his position, and with
the knowledge that the eyes of the
country were on him. I must enter my
strongest protest again this utterance of
the Commissioner:-

He admitted that. he was not consistent, but
he had given his reasons, and his opinion was
that there was not a man in the service who
could have been relied on at that particular
juncturei to assist him.

Let hon. members think of that for a
mnomnt. Note amjan in the whole service
of six thousand employees who could be
relied on, whose word could be taken by
the hon. gentleman! Are six thousand
loyal servants, or six thousand servants
with some of them disloyal if you will, to
be branded in this fashion by an bion.
gentleman who has jumped for three or
four months into a position of which he
has not learned the a-b-c. ? T say, if we
want to make the railway service a good
one for the country, let us not insult the
lowest as well as the highest officials by
saying that not a single one of them is to
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be trusted or relied on ! I say that the
hon. gentleman owes an apology, and a
full and unreserved apology, to these six
thousand railway servants whom in his
inadvertence he has-I am certain he will
admit it-libelled, and libelled badly
moreover. The Commissioner said, speatk-
ing in the House-and I am quite
prepared to admit he has been plucky,
perhaps plucky to the verge of rashness -
said;-

I must perform the duty I have undertaken,
to serve the country. I am taking thewcuntry's
money. I have gone about it in the right way.

To sum up, then, let us take the argui-
ments that are here and the arguments
that I have adduced. Is the right way
to proceed in regard to the reorganisation
of the railway service to appoint, first of
all, a discharged railway servant, in the
absence of the General Manager, without
any inquiry from the General Manager,
flouting the Civil Service Act; and in thbe
second place to deprive the railways of
their chief he-ads at the time when these
were badly wanted? And here I may
say it is idle also to argue, ats has
been argued, that if four of the chiefs
of the railway service can be out of the
State at one time, then the railway
service can do without beads altogether.
There may be teu heads out of the State
at one time, so long as proper provision
has been made by those who understand
the service for the uninterrupted carrying
on of the work during their absence. To
maintain that you can take away from a.
great administrative concern like our rail-
ways the two chief men without throwing
the department into chaos, is to ask the
House and the country to believe that
which is unbelievable. What is the
resultP We have observed the conduct
of the hon. gentleman-I am speaking
politically, let it be distinctly understood
-the conduct of the hon. gentleman
when he sat on this side of the House,
and his conduct while sitting on the
Treasury bench. His conduct all through
has been tinged with suspicion and
marked by prejudice, and has culminated
mn an exhibition of petty spleen, under
the mistaken notion that sacking and
disruption constitute management, and
that blustering interference is equivalent
to controlling in a proper manner the
Railway Department of this State. So
much for the railways. I have to deal

now-following the old adage that " the
first shall be last"-with the first of the
Premier's offending. The hon. gentleman

Ihas not done mue the honour to remain in
the House to listen to what I have to
say; but I make bold none the less to
assert that every word I utter with. regard
to that gentleman will be thoroughly well
conveyed to and digested by him. The
present Premier of the State "jumped"
the situation, " buccaneered " the situa-
tion, if I may use the expression. Know-
ing the difficulty the Colonial Treasurer
had in forming a Ministry, the hon.
gentleman "1dragooned " the position,
usurped it, left his friends, and became
Premier of the State. Let us look at him
in the light of his actions as a public man
and as leader of this State since he has
been Premier. We know how he has dealt
with the eight-hours question; we know
that he, when in office, has found hle other
men when they take office, that it is very
difficult then to regard things as you
regarded them before you took, responsi-
bility on yourself. He found that the
eighi-hours question with regard to the
railways was not to be as easily settled as
writing your name across the page. He
found what other hon. gentlemen had
found. I am sure the eight-hours system
is sincerely believed in by all of us. The
general opinion is that the eight-hours;
day is the proper day for men to work;
but the Ministry discovered in connection
with the railways that there were very
many cases where it would be really very
difficult to apply the eight-hours system,
if any regard was to be paid to the con-
servation of the country's revenue. There
are many stations where men are on what
is called twelve-hours duty; but what

Ireally is the twelve-hours dluty they per-
form? It is not twelve hours' hard work
right off the reel. It is true that the
service oc-upies their time: I admit that,
and for tb-at they should be given c-om-
pensation, and reasonable compensation;
but the eight-hours system, good as it is,
before you proceed to apply it right
through the service, requires to be well
studied, not onily in the interests of the
country, but in the interests of the men
also. The hon. gentleman did not deal
with that question. The Railway Associa-
tion has been dealt with. The endeavour
of the Government has been to disintegrate
it; but I think that endeavour is hardly

Debate, fifih day.[ASSEMBLY.]



No onfdene: 8 NVEMER,190.] Debate, ffh day. 2085

likely to succeed, Next, let tue take the
sliding scale which has been so much
spoken of. I do not want to go very
deeply into that; but I jo want to say
what is expected (of a gentleman occupy-
ing a leading position in the politics of
this State is that if he finds he has mnade
a mistake, he shall not, at any rate, seek
for a paltry subterfuge to justify him in
going hack on the pledge he has made.
The hon. gentleman originally gave a
pledge with regard to the sliding scale,
and he has repeated that pledge, and
has promised to carry it out. The
subterfuge I refer to is the invita-
tion given hy him to attack the Slid-
ing scale, and the promise that his
opposition will be slight. I say this
subterfuge is utterly unworthy of a.
gentlemau occupying so high, so honour-
able aposition. It used to bethe fashion
in this House-I have done a hit of it
myself, and the Premier has done
a good deal more-to "1pitch into " the
Right Hon. Sir John Forrest for being
an autocrat, for ordering men about, for
directing them to do this, that, and the
other, for treating the House flippantly.
and so forth; but we have had during
the present session Similar exhibitions in
this House. We have been virtually told
that it matters not what the Rouse may
do, that the hon, gentleman will take his
own course, notwithstanding. [THE
COLONIAL TREASURER: When was that
said?] The hon. gentleman told us so in
connection with the advertising business,
and in connection with the appointment
of a certain Judge. He said that the
motions proposed did not matter, that
he 'would give effect. to his intentions
notwithstanding any resolution of the
House.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Can YOU
tell the page of ifaneardl where it is to be
found ?

MR. GEORGE:- I camnnot find it now;
but Isay it isso. You can look it up for
yourself. What has been the legislation
provided ?

[THE COLONIAL TREASURER inter-
jected.]

Ma. GEORGE: I beg your pardon.
'What I said is perfectly correct. I shall
not ac-cept your denial, in spite of all the
good faith in which you make it. Your
denial is incorrect. Has the legislation
provided for us been drafted with the

desire to pass itP [MINISTERS: Yes.]
I say, no. I maintain that the legislation
hats been purposely cast in a highly con-
tentious form, to invite attack from this
side of the House, with the intention
of using, that attack for the purpose
of 1 olitical dodges. I say that is
your strategy, to introduce into this
House legislation which you do not
want or expect to be passed, in the hope
that members on this side will commit
themselves so touch that if there be an
appeal to the country you can go and cry
our opposition fromn the house-tops for
the people to hear.

THx MiNSTer Pop. WORKcS: You are
too asilpicious.

MR. GEORGE: I know, We have
had any amount of mock heroics. I was
not long ago sub 'jected to two hours of
mock heroics from the Premier and
certain other members on the Govern-
ment side- and I dare say I shall be
subjected to more yet. I think I shall
survive it. That sorb of business, how-
ever, is nob carrying out the duties of the
high position of Premier; nor is it pre-
serving the dignity which should charam-
tenise that high position. I ask the
question : has the country confidence in
the Premier? I know the question will
be answered in the affirmative; but I
say, " No; the country has not confidence
in the Premier." I say that if we go to
an election, if there be a dissolution and
we go to the country, some of us on this
side may disappear; but we shall have
comrades in distress, we shall have
friends to whom we can extend the hand
of mutual commiseration. Even when
we get into those heated confines, where a
simple glass of water is acceptable, I have
not the slightest doubt my friend the
Colonial Treasurer will he there to hanud
the welcome fluid over to me with all the
meekness and grace befitting a, gentleman
of his high position. [Laughter.]

THE COLONIAL TRAsuRER: I do hope
you won't he there!

Ma. GEORGE: I shall be like Lazarus
of old. Has I he Rouse confidence in the
hon. gentleman ? If members have, why
has he not carried out the schemes he put
before the country ? Because the House
has not confidence in him. Has the hon.
gentleman confidence in himselfP I say,
no. He 'has assurance Oh, my word,
any amount of assurance! But confi-
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deuce in himself, confidence to carry on
the affairs of this country, when he has
been asking us time alter time to turn
him out because he found the burden
of his political iniquities too gr-eat to bear
-why, the thought of his having an 'y
self-confidence is the height of absurdity!
He speaks about lack of support in the
House, when the House stuck to him as
one man on a great question ; and the
House would stand to him like one man,
if he brought forward fair social legisla-
tion in this State. But he will not be
allowed to bully this House, nor can any
other Premier bully the House into
accepting legislation of any kind by the
threat either of a dissolution or of what
he will do when new Ministers go up for
re-election. The hon. gentleman talked
about mnenaces, as if they had any weight
with this side of the Hiouse. My reply
is, " Put your own house in order, be-
fore you tackle that of other people."
Threatened men live long. It may be
possible, without threatening the hon.
gentleman, to be politically alive when he

ispliiallydead. At this late hour I do
not ishto ay any more. I have given

the House, in my feeble way, on matters
which have come before it, opinions
which may be of service in this affair;
and to sum up, I have to say this. When
we have a Premier, shifty as I have shown
him to be, who has usurped the position
from a weak Treasurer, and at Treasurer
who does not k-now his book; when we
have an erratic Commissioner of Railways;
is it not asking us something beyond the
capacity of man to ask us to affirm that
we have confidence in those gentlemen to
steer the future destinies of the country:?
I say we have no confidence in them. We
have given thema a trial; we have weighed
them in the balance and have found them
wanting; and now, if we can-and 1 be-
lieve we can-- we shall give them a peace-
ful burial, in the hope---

TasE COLONIAL TREASURER : Of a
joyful resurrection!

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
MR. GEORGE: We shall give them a

peaceful burial, with no hope whatever
of any resurrection in the course of
time.

THE: COLONIAL TREASURER
(Hon. F. Illingworth): It is somewhat
unfortunate that every no-confidence
motion in this country, and possibly in all

countries, gives members an opportunity
of -pouring out vials of wrath on all and
sundry, without any particular reason. I
presume tbat bad humours in connection
with Parliamentary life have a habit of
accumulating; and that members of
Parliament seem to think such a time as
this an excellent opportunity for letting
off some of the superfluous gas, of a very
offensive character sometimes, too, which
has been imprisoned for mouths and per-
haps for years. If half of the things
said concerning the Ministry of the day
be true, the proper motion for the
leader of the Opposition to move would
be, "That a gallows 400 cubits high
should be immediately erected in the
precincts of this House, and that the
whole six mnem berg of the Ministry should
be suspended therefrom." Of course those
who have had experience in Parliamentary
life know that the things said in the
House are said in a political sense. Like
the sayings of our good friend Pickwick
in olden time, they muit have a Pick-
wickian interpretation. But when we see
the same gentlemen who, in the presence
of the public and in the hearing of the
Press reporter, take upon themselves to
make statements about other men which,
if they were half true, would prevent the
persons concerned for ever from meeting
or speaking, and then, ten minutes after
the utterance of the speech, we see those
gentlemen sitting quietly and sociably
together at the samne table, drinking,
chatting, and laughing together, one can
only understand that all they have said
has been of a political character. It is,
however, unfortunate that all those who
hear and read these debates do not take
these things in this Pickwick-ian sense;
and as that is the case, damaged reputa-
tions are the consequence of wild imagin-
ings. I think it somewhat lamentable
that the House, with so many members
who have just returned from the country,
should have so far fallen from the true
principles of legislation, thought, and
action, as to descend to such scenes and
to such utterances as have been witnessed
and expressed in this Chamber during
the current week. It is pitiable, and it
is unfortunate. No doubt it may have
some kind of advantage, because after a
storm may come a calm. We may have
Piesse at last.

HON. F. H. PIEssE: Hear, hear.
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THE COLONAL TREASURER: But
the objection I have is that this kind of
debate clouds the real question at issue.
What is involved ink the debate is whether
the present occupants of the Treasury
bench are the men who are capable of

carrying On the legislation and the
administration of this State to the satis-
faction of the people of this State; or
whether there are in the House, or obtain-
able elsewhere, other men more fit to be
intrusted with the destinies of the State
than are the Government now in power.
I take it Parliament has one distinct
duty, and that is to select from among
hon. members those whom Parliament
and the country can most thoroughly
trust with the conductof publiebusiness;
and that when we deal with the life, the
liberty, the property, and the interests of
a great community, and of a rising com-
muanity such as is'this State of Western
Australia, the first thought which hon.
members shoidhavepresentin their minds
is to find out and satisfy themselves as
to the qualifications, the ability, and the
suitability of the men whom they appoint
to rule the eountrv's destinies. Now I

sa t is unfortunate, too ; because this
stlyle of criticism, this style of personal
attack -and I think I can appeal to hon.
members opposite with whom I have had
the honour to sit in this House for years
past, since 1894 - I may fairly claim
that I have never descended to person-
alities in any debate. [HON. F. H.
PEssE: Hear, hear.] And I very much
regret that in this debate personalities
have been introduced ; because, as I say,
they% cloud the real issue. But there is
another point I may mention in passing.
This style of debate has a tendency to
deter the best men, thle most usef ul n,
from entering political life. I am sure
when I left this Chamber last night, I
had only, one feeling: that I was heartily
sick of political life; and thle one domi-
nant wish was to leave it for ever. Now
this is injurious to the State; because if
we make this Chamber such a Place that
men of honour, and men of sensitive
character, and men who value their
honour and have feelings-and the man
who has no feelings is not to be trusated
with tbe destinies of a great people- I
say if we make the House such a place
that men with sensitive feeling and fine
consciousness Of their honour, and a

desire to retain the good will of the
people amongst whom they live, are
afraid to enter or are deterred from
entering, we do the State ia, great
injury; and those who in this Cam.
her, from any part of this House,
by. personal attack, deter good, true,
honest and upright men from entering
Parliament, do a very grave and serious
damage to the country. [MEMBERS:
Hear, hear.] Before entering on the
general debate, I am sorry the member
for Toodyay (Mr. Quinlan) is not
present; for the bon. member, in his
wisdom or unwisdom-T do not know
which -was pleased to male a personal
attack on me. First of all, he attacks
me in my capacity as Colonial Secretary;
and the charge he makes, summed uIP in
simple language, is that I, as Colonial
Secretary, expunged a portion of Location
Z from the application which was madle
for the creation of a municipality of North
Perth. Well, first the hon. member says
this was illegal, and then he insinuates
that the cause of my doing it was that I
had some interest, direct or indirect, in
that particular property, or that some of
my friends had. "Well now, firstly I
want to say a word about the legality, of
this thing. Unde- the Municipal Act,
64 Vict., No. 8, it is the privilege anid the
duty of the Colonial Secretary' to receive
petitions for the establishment of muni-
cipalities. The duty is 1-aid upon him by
Section 25 of thle Act to decide the
boundaries of such municipalities. In
this particular case, aul application was
made by certain petitioners in North
Perth to advance their roads bo~ard dis-
trict into a inunicipalty. In fartherance
of this the ordinary forms were carried
out, and a Plan was brought to am, in
which the petitioners included, for some
reason best known to them selves, in
addition to the North Perth Roads Board
district, the south-eastern portion of
Location Z. Now that particular portion
of land is in the Perth Roads Board dis-
trict ; and if it is ever raised to the
dignity of a municipality, it ought to be
created a, municipality' as the Perth Roads
Hoard district, or it should be added to
the city of Perth. Now what does the
law demand from me? The section reads:

The Governor may exercise any of the
powers bereinbefore conferred, after the pre-
sentation of the petition, in purasnele of the
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Mrovisions of this Act for the exercise thereof,
ad after the publication of such petition as

herein described, and the lapse of one month at
the least from the day of such publication, and,
except as hereinafter provided, not otherwise.
The hon, member says I acted illegally.'
The Governor-in-Council acts on the
advice of the Colonial Secretary; and-

It shall be in the discretion of the Governor
absolutely to refuse the prayer of such petition :
I believe there is a refusal to establish a
municipality at all-
or to grant the whole application or any part
thereof.
That is the legal phase of it. In my
judgment, it was desirable that this
municipality should be created out of the
North Perth Rusle Board district. If
the North Perth Roads Board had made
an application for the whole of location
Z, I would not have objected to it;
but to take out of location Z that portion
which runs right into the city of Perth
seemed to be an unfair thing to do, and
I refused to do it, although I had the
power to do it; and I refused in no
interest of my own. The next statement
the hon. member' was pleased to make
was that the Colonial Treasurer, who
has charge of the Savings Bank accounts
amongst other things, endeavoured to
get a loan of £5,000 on property which
belonged to himself. In the first place,
the property referred to did not belong
to myself. It belonged to two gentlemen
of the namres of Horace Stirling and
Henry Stirling Trigg, two well- known
West Australian gentlemen, I think above
reproach ; and the valuation sent in in
connection with the property was made
by Mr. B. C. Wood, a former mem-
ber of this House and Oonmmissioner
of Railways, one of the first valuators of
the State and a former member of the
Forrest Government. Under the powers
that belong to me I am empowered to
lend three-fifths on the valuation ;but I
took this stand and said--I have minuted
it for the information of those who may
succeed me-that Savings Bank money
ought to be lent, if possible, within the
city, not in the suburbs or in the
country. I have a list here, four pages
long, where. Savings Bank money has
been lent all over the country, and
some will not come back. I said that
if we are going to lend money out-
side in the suburban portion of the
city-I minuted this-the advance shall

be only half the valuation. The property
was not mine. It was suggested by the
hon. member that the property was unim-
proved, whereas the application is for four
pieces of property, one a building site, a
store site, a property with a house of six
rooms on it; and the other is a prop'erty
on which six villas are to be imnmediately
erected, and no money was to be advanced
at all until all the buildings were put on
the property. This was my action: I
demanded in the interests of the Savings
Bank that I should have security double
the amount of the advance. As a con.
sequence the gentlemen thought I was
too hard, and they withdrew the applica-
tion, and that is all about it. Yet on the
floor of the House. as a reason why the
Government should be put out, I as an
individual am personally charged with
corruption in the administration of the
Savings Bank. I want to eay this about
the Savings Bank accounts: the former
Government, in theirwiadom or unwisdom,
have ref used to give mortgages, and have
been using the money for State purposes
at 312 per cent. and paying the general
p~ublic 3 per cent. There is over £500,000
now in the Bank for which the Govern-
ment are receiving 1 per cent., and money
is being paid out of the revenue to make
up the 3 per cent.

How. F. H. PiEssE: Is there a loss on
itV

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:
There is a loss. If we are to pay the
general public S per cent., we owe a duty
to them as depositors and we owe a duty
to the State that these funds shall be in
good securities and at such a price as to
relieve the State of any liability. As
soon as the Savings Bank is put in com-
mission and the whole thing removed
from political influence, the better for the
institution. I am one of those sensitive
individuals to whom I referred a while
ago, and I hope I have shown that I have
not been guilty of this charge of bribery
and corruption. Coming to the question
before the Rouse, the Government are to
be dismissed from office and the reasons
given by hon. members are various, but
the main reason which, if interpreted by
an old sage, would be:-

I do not like you. Dr. Fell.
The reason why I cannot tell;
But this I know and know full well.
I do net like you, Dr. Fell.
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It any rate, "I do not like you on the
Treasury benches." The charge made
against the Government is that we have
failed to reorganise the departments. 1
call the attention of the House and the
country to the simple fact that the Comn-
missioner of Railways, who manages the
greatest spending department of the
State, has made a start at reorganisation.
I do not care whether hie has done it
rightly or wrongly: that does not affect
the issue.

HoN. F. H. PiEssE : It does.
Tan COLONIAL TREASURER:

The charge is not that we have not done
something right: the charge is that we
have not done it at all. I say we have
made a start at reorganisation, which is
more than the hon. member tried to do
in his time. We have made a start at
reorganisatiou, and the result of this start
is a motion of want of confidence. If we
had started the work of reorganisation in
the whole of the departments of the
State, what would have happened. Can
members tell ? The greatest reverse, the
greatest censure which is within the
power of the House to give is put
against the Ministry on the sole. ground
of reorganisation ; because after all if we
take away the G. W. Davies matter and
the John Davies matter, there will be
nothing else left. We have started re-
organisation, and the result is that we are
met with a motion of want of con-
fidence. I ask, what would be the effect

if e sar rergnisnin all the depart-
ments Hanging would hav been a
small matter f we had tried to reorganise
in all the departments at once. Let us
look at the question of reorganisation, let
hon. members look at it fairly and
squarely in the face. We are to reor-
ganise the public service which consists
of officers located at Wyndham, at Roe-
bourne, on the goldfields, and all over the
State. We have come into offie.
and in five months we are to find
out the capacities of something like
15,000 men, who are to be put
everyone of them in his proper
place. We are to pay them their proper
salary, and we are to discharge, according
to one hon. member, half the civil service
and pay the remainder the whole of the
salaries. I like a man 'who comes down
with a drastic reform, there is something
grand in it; I like the member for Bus-

selton or Sussex coming down here and
saying, "Dischargehalf the men,aud then
those who are left will be able to do the
work by luncheon time." That would he
a, splendid idea, if it would answer, and
could be carried out, if we could by a
stroke of the pen dismiss half of the
civil servants.

IMn. YELVERTON: I rise to a point of
order. 1 never made the statement the
Colonial Treasurer attributes to me. I
may believe it, but I ncver said so.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I
apologise to the hon. member: it happened
to be the member for Wellington who
said it. I amn sorry I made a mistake,
especially as the hon. member says he
may, believe in it. This is the sugges-
tion: discharge half the men. Well, which
half, please P

MEMB3ER: The other half.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: If

I were to go to the head of my department
and ask him which half, I will tell you
what hie would say about it. I will tell
you what he has said. " There is no man
in the service but who is faithfully doing
his duty and deserves an advance in
salary." The Minister for Mines will tell
you that the bead of his department will
assure him, and has assured him, that
every man in the service is faithfully
serving the State, doing his duty honour-
ably and honestly, and that his salary
ought to be increased; and every mn in
the service believes it. Yet members tell
the Government they are to pick out just
half of the public servants and get rid of
them, and then there is this piece of
economy. Splendid economy! The Gov-
ernment are to pay the whole of the wages
to the other half ! This is a splendid idea:
it was suggested by myself once, and for
a time I was the most popular man in
the country. It is a splendid idea,
for the man in the service thinks that
his friend Jones will be discharged
and that he will get Jones's salary;
Smith believes that Jones will be dis-
charged and that he will get Jones's
salary. We have not yet reorganised the
departments, but I tell you what there is
to face: the question of reorganisation as
common-sense men. I hope the new
Government will reorganise the depart-
ments and will do it in 10 months. I
will give them 10 months; yes, I will
give them 20 months. Of course they
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have all the ability and the power. I
tell you what they have got-they have
enough assurance to carry thenm through,
and I hope they will reorganise the
departments. One thing I shall remember
when I take my seat on the opposite side:
I shall want to know when the Premier
intends to reorganise, the departments,
and I shall want to know pretty often
bow manj' men have been dispensed with
and how many salaries raised. The small
advance which camne to me as Colonial
Treasurer this year amounted to £40,000,
and no individual got a rise over £300
a year. "1What would it be to be there,'
beyond! We have got to deal with this
question, and let us talk about things in
the light of common sense and not like a
parcel of children. The members of this
House are far too intelligent, they have
too much knowledge of affairs, to think
that the service can be reorganised in five
months. Members know quite well they
wautnotonly reorganisation, but economy.
Members know there is such a thing as a
Pensions Act; they know that a man
cannot be discharged without a reason
or without a cause, and they know that

-the Civil Service Act demands that a
man shall, if he feel aggrieved, have the
right to ask for an inquiry. We have
had two boards this month, and they
have cost the country about £1,500.
What will it cost the State if we discharge
half the mem bers of the civil service,
as mentioned by one member (Mr.
Teesdale Smith), and get about 7,500
boards of inquir'y at about £2500 each?
The Treasurer in the next, Ministry will
have something to say, and then they will
have to face the question. It is said the
Government have not reorganised the
departments. Of course they have not.
The whole of the States of this great
Austr~dia have been reorganising the
departments to my certain knowledge for
the past 40 years, and have not com,-
pleted the work yet. Yet the present
Government were to set all things right.
They were to speak, and it was to be
done; they were to say " Stand fast," and
it was to stand fast; and because it, did
not, they are to go out of office. Then
the next thing the hon. member talks
about is the loan business, and we have
a gentleman of high commercial attain -
ments telling us we have dragged the
credit of the State in the mire.

MR. GEORGE: You dropped it.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER:

Another said we had done nothing. There
is a small island named England, and
there is such a city as London. In that
city there are a fewr people who know a
little about finance. Of course, if the
member for the Murra y (Mr. George)
went to London, he would be able to
inform them how to conduct their
business.

MR. GEORGE: No, he would not: he
would know where to go for the money,
old man-that's more than you do.

Tun COLONIAL TREASURER: He
Would be able to go and instruct the
present Chancellor of the Exchequer how
to get for console more than £91 s.
Does the hon. member know that the
price of British consois to-day is £9] 8e.?

MR. RAsoN:; What about July?
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I

will talk about the figures for July. This
is the kind of suggestion we have from
the member for Guildford (Mr. Itason),
that we ought to have got the loan here;
that it would be easy for the banks,
with their three millions of money, to
lend this State a million and a half,

Ma. RASON: I said there were three
millions belonging to people in the banks,
not paying interest. It does not belong
to the banks.

Tnn COLONIAL TREASURER:
W-hile it is lodged there, I reckon it
belongs to the banks, and I should have
to go to the banks to get it. I will tell
you my experience of the Treasury. I
wanted £100,000 for temporary purposes,
and I went to these samie banks, and the
best terms I could get was a loan of
£100,000 at 5 per cent.

MR. GEoRaE: They knew you.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I

appealed to the associated banks with
reference to the other States, to take up
half a million at fTI per cent. for one year,
and the best offer they would make for the
Treasury bills was .L98 10s., that is 5 per
cent. TPhe hon. gentleman knew I was in
some little difficulty' , so he thought he
would help me, and he came to see me.
I1 had an interview with him, and he
wrote me this letter:

With farther reference to our conversation,
I believe I can obtain at least a quarter of a
million of purely Australian money, if you will
let mes have a memo, to some such effect as the
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following:-"r That if within thirty days from
this date I tender to the Govern ment a sum of
a quarter of a million on loan at four per cent.
for twenty years at par, the Government will
accept same and allow me or my nominee I per
cent, commission."
That rate of borrowing money is £116
5s. for £100.

MR. RASON: You said yourself you
were prepared to give 4 per cent.

THE COLONhIAL TREASURER:
Yes; I did, and I am prepared to give
you 4 per cent. now.

MR. GEORGE:- I will lend you a qtuar-
ter of a million.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: It
is easy for one to talk, but when a. man
comes to me and says he is going to do
something, I say, " All right, come along
and bring your maoney." But I1 was not
prepared to give the hon, member the
right to go around and destroy the credit
of this country in London, or somewhere
else, and let it be thought that Western
Australia was so hard up that she was
going round to pawnshops for a quarter
of a million; so I declined the offer.
But that is not the point. I want to
show that this price, which the hon.
member himself recommended me to take,
is £116 5s. That is what T should give
for my £100.

MR. RASON: That is very unfair.
Tnv COLONIAL TREASURER:t On

the basis of that finance I should lose
£16 59. per £2100 on the transaction;
and the same hon. member blames me for
taking £91 in London, in the ordinary
way of business.

MR. RAsON:- It is the price you were
prepared to give.

MEMBER: He did not give it.
MR. RAsoN: He offered to.
TnuF COLONIAL TREASURER: I

will offer you something else, if you come
to-morrow.

Mu. RAsoN: All right.
THE COLONIALTREASURER: That

is, it depends on the debate to-night. I
have strong convictions myself, and some-
times convictions are all the better for
being tested. I had a strong conviction
that this State could borrow half a.
million at par at 3f per cent.; but when I
found that the best I could do was nearly
S per cent., or quite S per cent., I wired
to London, to the Agent General, on 4th

June, asking him what he could do. He
replied,

I am sure I can seUl Treasury bills bearing
Sj per cent. interest on better terms than you
propose, but a sale of Treasury bi Us of W.A..
would without doubt injuriously influence
the issue of inscribed stock.
That is the reason why, when I was
speaking to the bon. member, I explaned
that if lhe had the money in the State I
could treat with him ; but I could not
allow any paper of this State to be hawked
around. The Agent General says:

T am of opinion it would be better to confine
your financial transactions to the London
market, at all events just at present.
Then the question was being argued. by
the memaber for the Murray about the
delay in issuing the loan.

MaR. GnoxcE:- Well, what about it ?
THE COLONIAL TREASURER:

Parliament met on Friday, 28th June,
iand the Governor's Message with regard
to the Loan Bill came down on 10th
July' . Six days of the period between
those two dates were occupied by the
A ddress-in-reply, and the Government
came at the earliest pos si be maoment they
could, and asked the Rouse to give them
the Loan Bill. Experienced members
knew that there was not a particle of
necessity to debate the Loan Bil, because
during thie discussion on the Estimates is
the prope r time to debate that, as sanction
would be required to expend the money.

MR. GEORGE: Four days we were not
sitting. We did not sit on Friday,
Saturday, Sunday, or Monday.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: The
lion. member says the information I got
from London was that I must he on the
miarke-t before the 20th. This House

Ipassed the Bill on the evening of the
18th, or rather it was passed in another
place, and assent was given on the 19th.
I telegraphed on the 18th, on the strength
of the Bill passing this House.

Ma. GRGE: You were very good at
anticipating. Look at your Ministry
[chairs vacant] 1.

Tns COLONIAL TR.EASU[RER: Oh,
well, I am talking about the loan.

Ma. GEORGE: You are a loan [alonel.
Tax COLONIAL TREAS-URER: I

wish someone would take a loan of the
hon. member, and forget to return him.
Members know, or ought to know, that
the London market is an exceedingly
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sensitive place. The result was that on
the 17th the whole market changed
against us. I have letters here which I
read before, and I wvill not occupy the
time of the House in reading them again,
showing it was utterly impossible to
approach the market; and we were
unable to approach it till September.
The first moment we could approach it,
we did. Our financial advisers are the
London and Westminster Hank; the
advisers of the Queensland Government
are the Bank of England ; and just at the
time we floated our loau on the market at
£91, the Queensland people came on the
market at £91 10s. Are you going to
blame the Bank of England, the advisers
of the Queensland Government? What
cmanaTreasurer do? What is thieuse of
hon. members talking? What can any
Treasurer in this State do in connection
with a loan but place himself in the bands
of his financiers in LondonP

MR. GEORGEn: I thought we were going
to better that.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: If
the hon. member thinks, why does he not
think correctly? He never thought any -
thing of the kind.

Mn. GEORGE: I did.
THx COLONIAL TREASURER: He

has far too much common sense, even if he
does not bring it into the House. On the
very day we floated our loan, or rather
three days before, the New South Wales
Government went on the market, and their
stock has been for months, and was at that
date, 3 per cent. more than ours. Our
financial advisers in London asked that I
should allow the loan to go on at £990,
and I refused, and it was because I
refused that we got £91. I raised the
minimum to £91 myself, and if I could
have got satisfactory information I
would have raised it higher. If I could
have got the consent of my financial
advisers in London to raise a sub-
scription loan, instead of a tender
loan, I would have done it; but a man
who sits in the Treasurer's chair, and
takes upon himself to go against the feel-
ing of his London financial advisers, will
soon ruin this country; and I will not do
it. If the hon. memnber likes to do it
when he comes into office, he can.

Mn. GEORGE: You are simply follow-
ing in the samne line as Forrest was; so
what are you barking aboutP

a

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:
Something else. I have been accused of
making aBudget speech withnothing in it.
And it is remarkable to see how peculiarly
people treat Budget speeches. Everyone
of those gentlemen who condemn the
Budget, complimented me on the Budget
at the time the speech was delivered.

MR. GEORGE: We complimented you
on your statement, not your Budget. You
gave the particulars all right.

Tn COLONIAL TREASURER:
What does the right hon. gentleman who
was Treasurer here for ten years sayP -

Ploase send me a copy of your Budget
speech in pamphlet form; also a copy of the
Estimates. The figures and papers you have
put upon the table in delivering the Speech,
along with the Estimates, are excellent, and
but for one or twoe words would receive my
entire approval.

*MR. Gnonox: He knew you wanted a
bit of butter.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:
That is the biggest compliment I have
had.

Mu.DAoLten: From whom is it?

TaE COLONIAL TREASURER: His
name is Sir John Forrest. The present
Government have never done anything at
all-they have just been sitting here, and
it has been graciously suggested by one
hon. member that they have been simply
sitting here to draw their pay. I think
that suggestion a little bit below the level
of politics. Surely to goodness hon.
gentlemen who take their seats on the
Treasury bench do not do so for the
sake of the money! If any hon. members
think the present Ministry, or any Minis-
try, are retaining their places because of
thec pay or emoluments or honours at-
tachinig thereto, the sooner the House
rises in globe to turn them out, the
better. We ended the financial year with
a legacy from the former Government,
and by economising all through June we
camne out with a debit balance of £74,839
Os. 3d. I put the brake hard down; and
what was the result? To-day, to-night I
have to announce to the House that the
Government have paid off the old. deficit,
and that there is a credit of £7,045 2s.
5d. [MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Hear,
hear.] I will give these figures again.
The revenue up to the 30th September
totalled £816,813 5s. 9d. The revenue
for October was X287,745 9s. led. Total
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revenue to the end of October thus was
£1,104558 l5s. 7d. The expenditure
to the 31st September was £760,253 l8s.
5d. ; and the expenditure for October was
£262,420 14s. 6d. Thus the total ex-
penditure for the four months was
£1,022,674 12s, 1kd an excess of revenue
over expenditure of £981,884 2s. 8d. The
debit balance on the 30th June was
£74, 39 Os. 3d. Credit against that the
savings we have made, £81,884 2s. 8d.;
and you get a credit balance on the 31sBt
October of £7,045 2s, 6d. And the
Government were put in to set the finances
in order. Well, there they are 1 [Mix-
ISTERIAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] The
Government have done nothing, acco'm-
plished nothing. They have simply been
drawing their pay and galivanting .about
the country!

MR. GEORGE: On ginger beer.
THE MINISTER OF MINES: W~e have

paid our way, anyhow.
MR. GEORGE:- How?~
TEE COLONIAL TREASURER: The

hon. member who has charge of the rail-
ways has told us that we have a profit of
£9,000 over and above the estimate. The
Minister of Mines has told us that the
public batteries are paying and that
things are getting balanced there. The
Treasury returns show what you have
there. The WVorks Department can show
you the result (,f their operadions. My
hon. friend in charge of that department.
who has still to speak, will presently make
a statement. And yet the present Gov-
ernment have done nothing, accomplished
nothing!1 They have to go out-what
for? To put in people who bare spent
10 years in getting the country into such
a mess that the present Government had
to be put in to set things righit.

Ma. DAontsn: You did not expect to
stay in after they were righitr

THF COLONIA.L TREASURER: I
am thankful to the hon. member for his
interjection ; because that is exactly -what
I was comning to. We were to get the
revenue in order. We have goL the
general revenue in order. We were to
get money. Well, we have got money.
And now members on the Opposition side
of the House, who are such supreme
financiers, above all other things finan-
ciers, who are able to say authoritatively
that the Budget is all wrong and that
every estimate is wrong, now those hon.

*members are to come in. When tbe
finances are straight, and when the loan
has been floated, and when there is a
reasonable chance of reasonable men
carrying on without difficulties-or with-

*out great difficulties, the greatest diffi-
culties having been overcome-those hon.
members want to come on the Treasury
benches. Well, I admire them for their

1desire! I do admire them! I would
have admired them more, however, if they
b ad taken possession of the Treasury

Ibenches when they had an opportunity of
Idoing so before. Why did they not take
office when things were in a mess, when
there was not a. man on the Treasury
henobh who could tell the country how the
Loan Account stood, much less anything
else.

Mn. GEORGE: You do not take credit
to yourself for that?

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:
Hon. members talk about the unreliable
estimates of the Treasurer. They ask,
"Why did not the Treasurer wait until
the Federal Tariff was published? "

MR. GEORGE;' Oh, the Federal Tariff
I has been your salvation.

Tnn COLONIAL TRLEA.SifRER:
Will anybudy tell me what the Federal
Tariff is, or what it is5 likely to be ?

MR. GEORGE: Four bob a ton on

TECOLONIAL TREASURER:

What nonsense 1 1 do like a man to
talk reasonably and sensibly, especially
when he is talking to the country. When
the Treasurers of other States have come
into their Parliaments, they have had the
honesty to say that it is impossible for
any Treasurer to estimate the Federal
revenue; and I say it is impossible yet.
Nobody knows -what the Federni1 Tariff
is going to be. Nobody knows; but I
do say that the influenice of the hen,
miemvbers. whom this country has sent to
the Senate is alone sufficient to guarantee
that the Federal Tariff will he materially
alteted. ESEvERAL MEMBuERs: Hear,
hear.] And what kind of a Treasurer
would you have, coolly to expect that he
was going to get something between
"40,000 and £500,000 because there

was a percentage of 55-46 difference, as
one hon. member put it, between the
general revenue of the whole of the
States and the revenue of this particular
State?
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MR. GEORGE: You ought to thank the
Federal Taxiff. It has made you, anyhow.

TuE COLONIAL TREASURER: I
am in aposition to know, and the hon.
member who takes the position of Trea-
surer to-morrow will be in a position to
know, how the accounts are coming in.
He will be in a position to know how
things are going. I can assure hon.
members that the income proves that the
Estimates of the present Government are
accurate-as accurate, I mean of course,
as any forecast can be. We have estimated
that there will be a very material increase in
the revenue of this State, in consequence
of reforms in the Railway Department.
I have estimated an increase of £1 00,000.
But if the new Government are to come
in, and if the new Government intend to

roceed on the lines of the old Forrest
overn meat, if they' propose to carry' out

their old convictions and to continue their
old practices, then we shall not get thatI
£2100,000 from the railways. Of course,
if there be an excess in the Federal
revenue, as is possible, I shall be -very
pleased; but I believe that every right.
thinking man will say that the duty of
the Treasurer when travelling in an
unknown country, so to speak, when
dealing with an absolutely unknownI
tariff, was to be cautious. Caution was
his first duty to the State, I contend;
and I say that the estimates on the
customs no man can forecast. Every
Treasurer in Australia has said the same
thing, and every financier has said theI
same thing; an~d yet the financiers on1
the other side of this House complain
that the present Government. or that this'
Treasurer, did not place before this Par-
liament every item, every iota of a fore-
cast of what the effect of the Federal
Tariff was to be. Now put the Govern-
meat out! The Government that cannot
accurately forecast what the Federal
Tariff is likely to be ought to be put out!
Let them go out, if they have not the
gift of prophec y and do not understand
all mysteries. II' they have not an
abundance of all knowledge, put them
out, do! It is the right thing to do.
In fact, as I said before, erect for them a
gallows 400 cubits high. [Ministerial
laughter.]

Mn. GEORGE: Have you allowed for
the 2.5 per cent, to the Federal Govern-
ment ?

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:
There is no 25 per cent. to the Federal
Government. If the hon. member will
ask anything with coherence and cohesion
in it, I will answer.

MR. HOPKINS: He could not do that.
TaE COLONIAL TREASURER:

What does the hon. member mean by the
'25 per cent, to the Federal Government?
What does he want to get at?

Mn. GEmOG: I want to get at you.
THE: COLONIAL TREASURER:

Yes; and I say you are not going to do
it.

MR. GEORGE: It's all right! You are
doing very well.

TasCOLONIALTREASUER: Now
I must leave room for other hon. members.
if we are to finish this debate to-night.
I am very anxious to get rid of the
Treasury; and as for my successor, I
wish him joy, all peace and happiness,
and a long and prosperous reign, and
£400,000 surplus at the end of the finan-
cial year from the new Federal Tariff, of
which be knows nothing. I have taken
an awful lot of notes, and if I were to
continue-

Mu. GEORGE: Oh, go on! You are in
good trim.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I
will take something I have at the end of
my notes, just to get. through. The
member for the Murray said that the
Treasurer had the opportunity of being
Premier, but that he "sold his birthright
for a mess of potage." If I know any-
thing about true political life, a man who
is not prepared to sacrifice himself in the
interests of the country is not fit to be
in this House. f{MIN ISTERIA1. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear.] And I say that if I had not
sacrificed myself, if I had thought fit to
fight out my own ambition, I could have
done so; and hon. members know T could
have done so. But had I done so, it
would have been at the sacrifice of the
best interests of the country. I preferred
to sacrifice my personal, possibly petty,
ambition to the interests of the country;
and I am blamed by the member for the
Murray for having done it.

MR. HOPKINS: He won't sacrifice him-
self.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: No;
he will not sacrifice anything. The hon.
member made a great deal of fuss about
the Coolgardie Witer Scheme. He made
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one statement which is absolutely inac-
curate. It is not unusual for him to do
that kind of thing; because he does not
stop to think whether be is saying accur-
ate or inaccurate things. He says I told
the House there was no provision for a
sinking fund in connection with the
scheme. Why, the very basis of mny
speech on the Loan Bill was that I had
to provide £176,000 for the Coolgardie
Water Scheme-.R75,000 for sinking fund
and £100,000 for interest.
MR. GEORGE: I Said you Stated that

in the House three sessions ago; and you
did.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:
Nothing of the kind.

MR. GE9ORGE: You did say it three
sessions ago.

TEE: COLONIAL TREASURER:
I said nothing of the kind.

MR. GEORG R: Yes; you did. It is in
ifaniard; and I corrected you.

Tuu COLONIAL ThENSIUIER:
Well, I expect it was the correction that
got into THansard, and not my statement.
[Ministerial laughter.] 1 stood for three
and three-quarter hours by that (Opposi-
tion) bench, when my leader was in
London and my other comrades were
sick, and spoke against the scheme.
There were only three of us to fight it;
and I stood there for three and three-
quarter hours and fought the scheme for
all I was woith. The very particular
issue I dealt with was that of the sinking
fund; and yet the hon. member says
Hansard somewhere states that I said
there was no sinking fund.

MR. GEORGE: You did say it; and I
corrected you.

THE C01,ONIALI TREASURER:
I repeat, it was probably the hon.
member's correction that. got into Htansard
and not my statement. What I said all
along, and what the Engineer-in-Chief
said, is that there is no provision for
reticulation in the scheme, in the 2-
millions.
Mn. GEORGE: I can finld it, anlyhow.
TE COLONIAL TREASURER:

The Engineer- in-Chief was with me on
the very' day that I made my speech on
the Loan Bill. He was with me in my
office, and I discussed the question with
him; and he gave me the very estimate I
gave the House that night. Mr.
O'Connor gave me that very day the

estimate which I gave the House that
night as to what was necessary: nearly
£2500,000 for a complete reticulation
schemne, and a farther sum if the water
was to be taken to Menzies.

MR. GEORGE: He was only "kidding"
you! You didn't know.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:
I do like hon. members coming to the
House and posing and telling us that the
Colonial Treasurer is nothing; that the
Minister for Works cannot do any thing
anad does nothing at all; and that the
Premier is only an actor. As for the
Treasurer, he is little better than an
idiot; and I do not know whether he has
done any work. The only Minister who
got off was my friend the Minister for
Mines, whose administration has been so
perfect that not even an imaginary faw
could be found in it. And yet the memn-
ber for the Murray, and other members
like him, get "p to say that the Govern-
ment must be turned out.

MaL. GEORGE: But why?
THE COLONIAL TREASURER:

Well, yes; I know whyV. There is only
one reason why- that other people may,
come in. It is simply the game of the
ins and the outs. [Ministerial cheers.]
And I tell the House there is not a single
principle beyond that game of the ins and
the outs; and because thing are in a,
position in which members opposite think
they can run the show, they want to get
in and run it, ad a jolly mess they Will
make of it.

MR. GsoRaE: Well, if we cannot beat
you, it is a p)ity, upon my word.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:
Another hon. member says, "Why did.
not the Treasurer, if he wanted to show
his genius and ability, alter the municipal
grants? He proposes to give lbs. in the
pound municipal grant." Why. it is
established by Act of Parliament that
there should be £21. The former Govern-
ment, in their distress, cuat it dlown to
10Os. I have tried to carry out the law
br giving the proper return; but the
objection was raised that the larger
municipalities would take most of the
money. I saw that, and consequently
arranged that the larger municipalities
should get. only 10s. in the pound over a
certain sum. The very principle for
opposing which I am condemned is the
very principle I have put in the Esti mates.
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As I told the House all along, there is no
reason in all this opposition. If there were
a reasonl; if members came to the House
and to the country, and said, " We can do
this work better; we have better schemes
we can run the country better than you"
it would have been their duty and their
right to put us out. But when they
come here simply to carp and complain
about things that have no existence, and
to make personal attacks upon the honour
of members of this House-

MR. GEORGE: Who started themP
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I

am not the man who staried them. But
I say, here we are told this is the k ind of
thing upon which the Government are to
fall. Well, it will be a very comfortable
place to fall on.

MR. GEORGE: Yes; Hades is all right,
if you enjoy it.

MR. Hopxiys: That is a good place
for a foundry.

MR. GEORGE: It is.
THE COLO NIAL TRE ASURE R:

Then, says another member, you have
not passed any legislation. Well now,
that is what the Americans call "cute."
First of all, the Opposition debated the
Address-in-reply for six nights; and I
venture to say that never since this was
a Parliament were there tabled in this
Parliament House so many motions as
have been tabled and discussed during
this session.

MRt. GEORGE: Most of them came
from your side.

GOVER1.MENT MEMBERS: No.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER:

And why?
MR. GEORGE: Because we have a lot

of new members.
THE SPEAKER: Will the lion. miember

discontinue his interjections?
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: The

lion, member (Mr. George) occupied the
time of the House in dealing with some
very pretty things, beautiful things,
lovely things. Why, the odour has not
yetgot out of the Chamber! He occupied
hour after hour of the time of the House
with such matters, and then lie complains
that legislation has not been passed. In
the namne of all that is good, if you have
any reasons, let us hear them. We have
been waiting here for hours for reasons
why the prestent Government should go
out. The leader of the Opposition has

not given any; the member for Guildford
(Mr. Rason) has not given any; the
member for the Murray ( Mr. George) has
not even the pattern made in which to
cast them, much less has he produced any
in a finished state.

ME. GEORGos: I deprecate these attacks
on my trade: they are harassing.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I
wanutto make one remark iu defence of
my worthy chief, because he will not have
an opportunity of making it. I do not
know who it was who said this, and it
does not matter; but someone charged the
Premier with grave inconsistency, because
at the Federal Convention in Sydney he
opposed the mass referendum ; and then
the hion. member in question appealed to
the Labour members and said, " Now,
here is your democrat opposing one of the
first planks of democracy-the mass
referendum." What did the Premier
do? The proposed mass referendum
at the Sydney Convention was a pro-
posal to take a mass referendum of
the whole of the people of the Common-
wealth. And how would little Western
Australia have fared in a mass referen-
dumn like that? Now, if hion. members
want to make attacks, let us have them
fair. Do not get up and catch a sentence
and hurl it at a man, especially when
you know he has not an opportunity of
replying, and say, " There is your con-
sistency." We are not children; we are
supposed to be men; and this is not a
fifth-class debating society either. Some-
times lion. members act as if it were such
a society, and as if the only thing in view
were to " score" off somebody else. But
I understand this to be a Parliament in
which we are engaged in endeavouring
to enact honest legislation for the people,
and to conduct the affairs of this State;
and it is absolutely futile for hion. mem-
bers to descend to this kiud of debate.
There is only one charge against the
Government-that we occupy the Trea-
sury bench. There is no other. If there
is, it has not been brought forward.
There has not a single thing been said.
I have nmade notes here, and there is
nothiug in them. I took notes to-night,
and put down everything which at the
time I thought important. But I tell
you what has happened. Hon. members
of whose speeches I have been taking
notes started out, and what happened?
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Each began a sentence, and by the time
he had finished it he bad upseCthe whole
of his arguments; each began an argu-
ment, and before he got to the second
premise he had upset his major or first
premise. I will give one instance, and
then make room for somebody else. Here
is one. Here axe members united in one
solid phalanx to put the Government
out: what for? Because the Opposition
have doubts about the sincerity of the
Government in retaining the sliding scale.
They do not think the Government in
earnest about the sliding scale. They
think if the Government get a chance,
they will do away with the sliding scale.
Then another hon. member gets up and
fearlessly and dramatically declares that
the Government should have done-
what ? It should have known that the
new Federal Tariff would give X400,000
extra in consequence of the duties at
45-47 per cent.; and we should have been
alble to set aside-what ? £2200,000 to do
anay with the sliding scale! And if any
hon. member vu the Government side
had dared to propose to do away with the
sliding scale, the same gentleman who
made that remark would have been the
first to move a vote of want of confidence
in the Government. Now this is the
kind of opposition we get. We cannot
be trusted on the sliding scale. And
there is only one serious remark to which
I will call attention; and it fell from the
lips of a gentleman who is honoured and
highly esteemed by everybody in the
House. I regret he should have made
the statement. The member for Bever-
ley (Mr. Harper) calmly and deliberately
closed hig speech by saying that one
reason why it is absolutelyi necessary
to put the present Government out of
power is that the 'y are under the domina-
tion of the Labour party, and that
it will not be safe to allow them to
administer the affairs of the country
in recess, because of the influence of
that party. Now I spoke about con-
sistency. That bon. member is going to
vote to put the Government out because
they are under the influence of the
Labour party. The leader of the Oppo-
sition has told the Labour party that he
]s a democrat: all the time he was
speaking in this debate he has been
bidding for the support of the Labour
party. [LnAova MEMBERS: Hear, hear.]

*And now, fm-sooth, the best man on that
(Opposition) side of the House, the
calmest and the clearest thinker-and I
venture to say that there is no man in this
House, unless it be yourself, Mr. Speaker,
who is mnore highly respected-coolly tells
the House and the country that the one
thing necessary, and the one and only
reason for putting the present Govern-
ment out of power, is that they are troo
much under the influence of the Labour
party. I hope the Labour party will note
it when the proper time comes.

ME. TAYLOR: We do not take him
seriously.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: In
conclusion, there are many things I should
like to say. I should like to say a lot

*about that oft-repeated-well, I shall not
even mention it. I had always thought
that, amongst gentlemen, when a denial
is given it ought to be accepted. The
statement has been repeated again to-
night by the member for the Murray, that
I said the Government ought to buy the
Midland Railway for £1,400,000.

ME. GEoRGE: I think I said I under-
stood you had said it.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I
thed reotsn of mye sphind n all he
saide neotn of the kphind n ae he
papers in which it has been published;
and I defy the hon. member to find the
statement.

MuqxsTRUin M~bFRn: He does not
want to find it.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:
Now, we have reached the last night of
this debate. Here we are; we have got
you out of debt. We have attempted to

Ireorganise the public service, and have
got into trouble for doing it; and if we
fall, we shall fall for that reason. I say
it is possible we have blundered; but ft

Iis better to do something and blunder
than not to do anything at all. As
Carlyle says," "Some men are pure, like
dry sea-sand is pure, and nothing in it."
Some men always do right. Why?
Because they have not the energy to do
anything; they have not the energy to
sin. They never do sin.

MR. JAcoBy: Do von sinP
THE COLONIAL TREASURER:

IWell, I do a lot of it. I do not think
the hon. member sins much, for the

ireason thati have suggested. Wehaveput
ithe finances in order; we have obtained
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the loan. But in all honesty I 'want to
tell this House, and I must tell them
before I sit down, that one of the things
against which I have always declaimed
is Treasury bills. We have raised a loan
of one and a half millions; and the pro-
ceeds, of course, can be only £1,350,000,
less some commissions. Well, all I have
to say about that is, it was the best that
could be done; and if the gentlemen
sitting in Opposition had been in my
place, they would have done exactly
as I did. They could not have done
anything else; consequently, they must
have done what I did. And then, the
arrangement which I have made-they
ca of course reverse that arrangement
if they like -is to pay off these Treasury
bills on 1st December; and then this
country will be on a proper financial
basis. That is what I understand the
Government 'were put in for; and T
suppose, having completed their work, it
is time for them to go out and make room
for somebody else. All I have to say
is:- if we go out, we have finished the
work which the country sent us to do.
[GOVERNMENT LMsRns: - Bear, bear.]

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS
(Hon. W. Kingsmill):- It was, I suppose,
to be expected that sooner or later the
lion. gentleman who occupies the respon-
sible position of leader of the Opposition
would have taken the step which he has
taken. That step undoubtedly is quite
correct, but in my opening remarks I used
the words "sooner or later." These words
well express what I mean. In my opinion
he should have done it sooner than later.
Those who have been acquainted for some
time in Parliament with the member for
the Willianri would not expect he would
excel in tactics, certainly that is not his
strong point, nor do the gentlemen who
sit behind him and render him such
apparently loyal support, excel in tactics,
if I may except perhaps the member for
Guildford. I was very much struck when
that hon. member spoke, with the tactics
he displayed. It may be that he was
inclined to be a little too obvious, but no
doubt that will disappear with practice.
The manner in which that gentleman
tried to get votes was astonishing.
Knowing the district which the hon.
member represents, and knowing the
important place Midland Junction is, I
admire the way in which the hon. member

reached out after the votes of the Western
Australian Railway Association, Indeed
I was inclined for the moment not to
address the member any longer as the
member for Guildford, but rather as the
member for Onuilfoyle. Again, I admire
the admirable manner in which the hon.
gentleman called the attention of another
member sitting by his side to the most
reprehensible way in which the Govern-
ment had blocked the progress of a. certain
motion which that lion, gentleman moved,
and which it has alr-eady been pointed out
wats brought about by the combined action
of the hon. gentlemen amongst whom the
member for Guildford sits. I said that in
my opinion this motion should have been
moved either "sooner or later." For my
part I think it should have taken place a
great deal sooner. As far as I am con-
cerned, and I think I can answer for my
colleagues, if the present Govei-nment had
been sitting on the Opposition beaches
with the following the hon. gentleman
(Hon. F. H. Piesse) has now, bow long
would the Government have lasted?
Just as long as it would have takEn to
give notice of a motion of want of confi-
dence. And why did the hon. gentleman
defer it? Was it to put the Governmeut
in difficulties? And does the hon. mem-
ber not see that he is placing himself in
the difficulty in which he wishes to place
the Government if he carries the motion ?

HON. F. H. Piinsse: We will get out
of it.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
have no doubt apparently the hon. mem-
ber wishes to return to the practice
of unauthorised expenditure, Form J'
again. When I walked into the Works
Office to take up the position, I looked
into the pen rack and found nothing but.
" J" pens in it; and after I had been
there for a week or so I understood why.
I ame very glad to say that I hare now
substituted another brand of nib.

HON. F. H. PIEssE: That is very
clever!

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
am glad the hon. member appreciates
that, because it is not often he sees a
joke. A great deal of this debate has
been devoted to two sides of the House:
the gentlemen who are " out " certa~inly
wish to get " in," and the party in do not
care very much if they go out. That is
perhaps reasonable, b'ut I would ask if

[ASSEMBLY.1 Debate, fifth day.
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there is not a third party to be considered.
Whose servants are we? Is not the
country to have a voice in theinatter?
Are not the interests of the country to
be consideredP Has not the hon. gentle-
man thought, in acting as he does, he is
no friend to the State ?

MR. GARDINER: A friend to himself.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Per-

haps he may be a friend to himself.
MR. JACOBY: You are all angels, over

there.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:

There is something about "angels fearing
to tread." I do not want to say the
members of the Opposition are all the
other sort. I was saying, when I was so
ahly interrupted by the member for the
Swan, that there is a third party to be
considered, and that party is the country,
whose servants we are.

MR. JACOBY:± Certainly.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: And

the interests of the country, in my opinion,
would not be best served by placing the
hon. gentleman who has moved this
motion of want of confidence, in the posi-
tion now occupied by the Premier.

Ron. F. H. PiEssE: That is a question
of opinion.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
is a question of opinion, not a question
of opinion entirely for the House to settle,
either.

MR. JACOBY: Hear, hear.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: We

may look at it this way. I have not heard
it proved yet, and indeed I think it would
be pretty difficult to prove- and in saying
this I do not consider I am flattering
myself or my colleagues in the very least
-that the other side of the House can
furnish a better Ministry than those on
the Treasury benches. I say again this
is absolutely no flattery to thiis side. If
the motion is carried, we find ourselves,
or the hon. gentlemen opposite find them-
selves, in the first place without sup-
plies.

RlON. F. H. Pixsss: We will look after
that.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. gentleman will look after that, no
doubt. In the second place, he will find
himself without Estimates. Is he going
to look after that, tooP

TaE COLONIAL TRE&sua; He is going
to stea ours.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
have no doubt he will steal ours. I think
you said "steal "-well adopt or annex
ours. No doubt he will do that. Although
several members of the Opposition have
been bind enough to practically condemn
the Estimates in toto, I do not think that
will matter to the hon. gentleman.
Before the Estimates are passed, I take
it it will be practically a couple of
months, and in the meantime are all
the public works to be stopped? Also if
they are stopped, how is the hon. gentle-
man-

How. F. H. Piussr: I thought you
knew more about your business.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
hope the bon. gentleman is going to cope
with the infliux of work to he rushed
through at the end of the year. The
hon. gentleman says he thought I knew
more about my business. I tell him I
do know more about my business than go
incurring unautborised expenditure in
the way he and his colleagues have been
doing for years. The hon. gentleman I
believe in the few remarks-and I regret
ineffective remarks-with which he opened
the debate seemed to accuse the Govern-
ment of maladministration. Well I
maintain, and I think any fair-minded
member of the House-I was going to
say open-minded member, but we have
lost at hope of the open-minded mem-
ber-must admit that absolutely no mal-
administration has been proved against
the present occupants of the Treasury
bench. Therefore, as has already been
remarked by the Treasurer and several
members on this side, the only motive
actuating the bon. member in wishing to
take our places is greed for office.

MR. JACOBY: You tried for 10 years.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:

Yes; and we fought a system for ]0
years which was bad, which we knew
to be bad, and gradually overcame
it. I say members have shown no
instance in which we have been guilty
of maladministration; therefore the only
motive that actuates them is greed
for office. In order to gratify that
greed they wish to hang up the affairs
of the country for two months, and
as far as I can see they will succeed
in doing so. I would like the country to
know they must take the blame. It is
through no fault of the Government that
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this motion has been moved against us.
I would like to deal as shortly as possible
-because I anticipate this sitting will
last some little while yet-with some of
the remarks of the hon. gentlemen on the
other side. In the first place, seniores
priore", let us take the bon. gentleman
for Northam-the lion of Northam, I
believe he is called. No; other people
call him the lion of Northanm: he calls
himself the camel. I should rather feel
inclined to call bin' the fox, because he
has more of the characteristics, of that
animal than of the other two previously
mentioned. The lion, member started
out with an amazing statement: he stated
that the Government had started to build
Parliament Houses. How he got that
idea into his head I know not, but it is
absolutely incorrect; and when I assured
the hon. member of that fact, he said
we were committed to the work. That I
also say is incorrect. We are inclined to
counter - value somewhat the eloquent
speech which he made, when the hon.
member chooses to make such fearful
inaccuracies as I have mentioned. The
bon. member also accused the Pre-
mier of being false to his pledges in
regaird to the sliding scale. We have
heard a good deal about the sliding
scale and the action of the Premier
therewith; and what I understood the
Premier to say was this, that the
sliding scale is initiated for the benefit
of the agricultural community of this
country, and that if it is proposed by
the agricultural community or any of its
members either to wholly or partly abol-
ish that sliding scale, the Premier does
not feel justified in offering a strong
opposition to it. I maintain thie posi-
tion which has been taken up by the
hon. gentleman is absolutely correct
and logical. I for one give him every
support, but I most certainly think
at the same time that the move in
this direction should be made by a mem-
ber of the agricultural community.
Several hon. gentlemen attended here on
purpose to hear the member for Northam;
they wanted one or two explanations;
they wanted to learn one or two things
about the destruction of the dockets,
the Executive Council minutes. The hon.
gentleman must have known that an
explanation should have been forthcoming,
but he did not mention the subject. I

ask, is this a subject that can be treated
lightly ? Are members to go in for this
practice and give no explanation what-
ever'? I think an explanation was due
to the House. The hon. gentleman
might have stated that he did it by acci-
dent, or something of that sort; but to
treat an accusation of the sort which he
did not deny, with silent contempt is
almost flouting the good sense of the
Rouse; and, as I pointed out, it is most
certainly a plea of guilty in any case.
There w~as another gentleman whom I
listened to last night, that being the
member for the Murchtison (Mr. Nanson).
I should like to congratulate (I am sorry
to say in his absence) that hon. member
for having uttered, I suppose, the most
gentlemanly, the most cultured, the most
refined, and the most tasteful speech
which has ever echoed around the walls
of this House. I would like to con-
gratulate, too, that solitary member of
the Murchison constituency who is re-
sponsible for the presence of that hon.
member within these walls. How proud
that gentleman must feel! I would like
to congratulate the Premier upon the
loss of an individual who could use his
Parliamentary position for the purpose
for which thie hon. member used it. I
cannot help thinking how the good, quiet,
agricultural district which he represents
must be amazed at the prodigy which it
has brought forth. It is very much as if
somec good, respectable hen, which has
been used for some years past to bring
forth chickens, had suddenly discovered
upon hatching out a new brood that
there was a vulture among them. You
can imagine the horrible surprise with
which that hitherto respectable fowl
would look upon the new importation;
and so I should think the electors of
Northampton must look upon this freak
-I can call the hon. gentleman nothing
else-who could be guilty-I forgot, I
must congratulate - who has distin-
guished himself to so great an extent
by the speech which the hon. member
delivered. Apart from the manner of
that speech, the matter of it was in
some respects somewhat inaccurate, and
this inaccuracy has been on one or
two occasions copied by other gentlemen
on the Opposition side of the House.
The hon. member alluded to the domnina-
tion which the Labour party exercise over
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the Government. I say that the reason
the Labour party support the Government
is that they respect the Government.
rTJABouR MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] That
is one reason why they support them, and
they also support the Government because
they fail to respect or believe in the
member for the Williams (Ron. F. H.
Fiesse), in spite of the strong inducement
which has been held out to the Labour
party by the suddenly ultra-dernocratic
member for the Williams, and his also
somewhat democratic lieutenant. The
member for Beverley (Mr. Harper) seems
to think that the Government should at
once be thrown out, because the Govern-
ment are not democratic enough. After
all, the Opposition seem to be somewhat
a divided family, and I should not wonder
if a few days after they get into power
they are more divided than at present; in
fact I look upon it as an almost inevitable
consequence. The member for Beverley
made the somewhat startling statement
that he was responsible for the existence
of the present Ministry.

MR. HARER: In some measure, I
said.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS : In
some measure. He also said the present
Government were responsible for the
Federal Tariff.

MR. HARPER : 1 did not. I said
members of it.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
do not know who are the present Govern-
ment except the members of the Gov-
ernment. and therefore by a simple
syllogism I arrive at tile conclusion
that the member for Beverley is re-
sponsible for the Federal Tariff. I
always like to meet logic with logic,
and the bon. member is so strong in logic
that I hope he will like this little bit.
There have been several charges made
against my administration by members,
of which I shall be very delighted to
furnish the best explanation I can. In
the first place, the member for Wellington
(Mr. Teesdale Smitl)-I will start with
him, because I think the charges he
brought are perhaps the heaviest-
accused me in the first place of inaction.
That, to a great extent, I deny, and I
hope to show later on, when I propose to
deal more generally with the administra.
tion of the Works Department, that at all
events I have not been as inactive as the

hon. member supposes. I would remind
hon. members that the circumstances of
the case are not such as to encourage, or
to act as an incentive to, any member of
a Ministry to display any great amount
of activity. Reforms are needed, badly
needed, and reforms have been begun in
some instances.

HON. F. H. PIEssE: Badly becrun.
THE MINISTER FOR: WORKS:

That of course, as the hon. member said
just now, is a matter of opinion. I give
him every right to his opinion, and I
hope he will exercise the same courtesy
towards me. In spite of what the hon.
member says, I am going to stick to my
opinion. Reforms have been'begun, and
in some instances carried to a Successful
issue; but I would point out that with
the p~resence of an Opposition which
claims a huge majority-I have no doubt
we shall find out the extent of it-it is
not an encouraging prospect to look
forward to, especiall y in the case
of reforms that will take some little
time. For instance, it will very likely
he the game of the Opposition to get a
Reform Bill started-thought of in the
first place, for they may not think of it-
and having started it, get it hall-way
through, and then turn the Government
out, and come in and take the credit of the
work done. I say that those circum-
stances do not act as an incentive to very
much activity. In the next place, the lion.
member displayed aL most plentiful lack,
of knowledge -about what he called the
horrible state of the department. I do
not think that the Works Department is
in a horrible condition, and I attribute
this mainly to the fact that the leader of
the Opposition occupied the dual position
of Commissioner of Railways and Director
of Public Works, and he hadl practically
nothing to do with the Works Depart-
ment. The Works Department was under
the charge of a most capable Under-
Secretary, and therefore that department
was more likely under the circumstances
to be in a better position and better state
than the Railway Department.

HON. F. H. PIEssE: It shows there is
no necessity for a&Minister. There cannot
be much work there; ITam quite confident
of that.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Oh,
not the way you did it! (Laughter on
Government benches.) The hon. member
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for - (MEnnEs: Wellington) - I was
thinking it began with a K; the bon.
member for Wellington took very great
exception to a letter which be sa Iys
the Engineer - in - Chief wrote to the
Press. I want to give that a, most
emphatic denial. I he Engineer-in-Chief
is not in the habit of communicating
direct to the Press. Other officers who
have occupied high positions in the
civil service have been, but he, so
far as I have seen-and I am a careful
reader of the Press---has not done so.
When the hon. member was speaking in
the House some months ago, he made
certain charges which involved the com-
petency and the business capacity of the
Engineer-in-Chief. Upon hearing that
speech, I called upon that gentleman for
his remarks upon those circumstances.
The member for Guildford (Mr. Rason)
asked a question with reference to this
proceeding in the House two or three
days afterwards, and he got an answer
that it was by my authorisation and my
request that report was furnished, and it
was I who gave that statement to the
Press. I very much regret that the
name of the General Manager of Railways
should have been associated with that
report, but unfortunately it was so; and
there is one thing which I am going to
do as long as I occupy-the position which
I hold, and which I shall continue to
hold for a few hours at all events, that
is so long as I think officers of my
department are in the right, I am going
to defend them in this House, or outside
of it. Then the member for Wellington
dragged in his King Charles's head. He
came to the question of departmental
versus contract work. I am not going to
assert that the bon. member is wrong in
what he said. Indeed, as a, matter of
fact, I think there is a great deal of truth
in it; but at the same time I would ask
members to understand that the system
of departmental work which is now being
carried out in the Works Department is
a legacy of the hon. gentleman opposite.
The member for Wellington says, "Why
dovyou notchange it?' The hon. member,
as besays himself, has been connected for
years with some of the biggest works
in Western Australia, and be knows
perfectly well that when a work has been
started departmentally and is partially
carried out departmentally, it is practically

next to impossible to finish it by contracet;
and that is the reason why these works
are still being carried out departmentally.
It is not my fault that they were started
departmentally. The hon. gentleman
opposite was in control of the department
when they were started. Again, we have
not had an opportunity of starting any
new works. We found such a huge
programme on band when we came into
office that it will take us all our time, and
take the State all its time in this
financial year, I think at all events, to
carry that out, before initiating any new
works, and when these new works are
initiated I presume the question of depart-
mental work versus contract work will
come under consideration.

MRt. MOORHEAD: Before that, let us

HE MINISTER FOR WORKS:

Quite so. I appreciate the weight of the
bon. member's (Mr. Moorhead's) remark,
because some little time ago he collected
quite a formidable array of answers to
questions, and he should, from the general
tenor of those questions, be fairly well
armed for the battle he is about to wage
on the question of departmental work.

ME. MOORHEAD: I wish you would
give me a royal commission.

THE 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member (Mr. Teesdale Smith) again
alluded to a contract which has been
recently let for 15,000 sleepers. The
hon. member was not quite fair in
that. The reason why the contract
has been let for these sleepers is as
follows. When the Leonora railway
was started, or some considerable
time after it was started, tenders were
called for the supply of 170,000 sleepers,
sufficient to finish the line. Those con-
tracts were let to several individuals. It
is unfortunately a fact that one gentle-
man who tendered, and who had his
tender accepted to the extent of 20,000,
after supplying 6,000 sleepers to the
department was unable to carry out the
rest of his contract. As soon as it
became apparent that he could not carry
out the rest of his contract, steps were

Itaken to call for tenders for those
Isleepers, which are now being supplied.
Those sleepers represent a length of about
seven and a-half miles of line; and it is
not anticipated that the construction of
the line will be in the least delayed by
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the late supply of this necessary timber.
Complaints have also been made about
the length of time which the line has
taken to build; and I, for one, am
extremely sorry that this should be the
cuse. But, unfortunately, that it is the
case is only too true; and the reason is
that at present we cannot get as much
railway material as we want conveyed to
the ground. When we have it there, we
can lay it at the rate of three-quarters of
a mile to one mile per day. In the
present state of affairs we cannot get
nearly that amount of material conveyed
to the ground. I am informed by a letter
from the Railway' Department that the
Commissioner hopes the present position
will be rectified, and that all the stuff
will speedily be cleared from Fremantle.
Then the construction should proceed a
great deal more rapidly than has been
the case up to the present. I wish to say
a word or two to a gentleman who made
somewhat serious charges against me the
night before. I refer to the member for
South Perth (Mr-. Gordon). I am some-
what sorry to have to make the remarks
Iam about to offer-

MR. GORDOo: Oh, don't apologise!
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:

Because the hon. member comes here with
a&certain amount of reflected glory. The
name of Gordon is well known and
respected in South Australia.

SEVERAL MEMB3ERS: Hear, hear.
MR. McDoNALD: Also in Khartoum.

[Laughter.]
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: But

I am afraid, after hearing the speeches
delivered iu this House by the hon.
member, the country must come to the
conclusion that political ability does not
run right through the family. [Minis-
terial laughter.] Th le bon. member seems
to ha-re entered the House for a dual
purpose: in the first place he has evidently
conic here to amuse. us, and in that he
has succeeded most admirably; in the
second place, he has come here to quote
an extract from the speech which he made
during the debate on the Address-in-reply,
about " roads and bridges," or " roads and
dredges "-I do not know which it is.
The hon. member said during that debate,
that " When they (the Government) got
their breath, if thei' would spend some of
the money which they got from the
people, they might get *a following from

some members on that (Opposition)
side of the House." That is a pretty
clear indication of the policy which the
hon. member meant to pursue. I do not
go so far as to say that his profession
influenced him; but it did seem a case
of being knocked down to the highest
bidder. (Ministerial laughter.) It may
be that: I do not know. At all events,
I had the opportunity of bidding the
other day, but I refrained.

MR. GORDON : You did bid me "good
morning."

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
did; but that was all I bid you.

Ms. Hopxjs: And then he went?
TEE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.

(Ministerial laughter.) Strange to say,
since this want of confidence motion has
been under the consideration of the
House, the only gentleman who has come
up to my office in search of something to
be placed on the Estimates, or any Little
thing of that sort, is the memb~er for
South Perth.

Mn. GORDON: I beg to contradict that
distinctly' . Stick to the truth, if pos-
sible.

MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Oh!
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: That

is really very severe indeed. The hon.
member has been in great trouble about
a work known as the Goode Street channel.
This channel, I am led to believe by the
story of the hon. member and several of
his constituents who have come to see me,
was promised to the hon. gentleman and
his constituents, or to South Perth at all
events, by the lion, member opposite
for at period of something like four
years. During the time that I had been
in office-at somewhat brief period-I
have had no less than three deputations
on that particular subject.

.HON. F. H. PiEsE: And you made
three promises.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: No;
I did not.

HON. F. R. PlEsEi: Yes; of "saym-
pathy."

THE MINISTER FOR MINES:
Quite so; promises, perhaps, of sym-
pathy, but not of dredges. The hon.
member came up the other day, accom-
panied by one of his electors, to urge the
imumediate, pressing, and absolute neces-
sity for starting that work-indeed, for
starting it that afternoon.
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M a. GORONnoi We came to give you a
chance of sticking to your word.

Tan MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
lion, member and his constituent came to
me and said, " There is a high tide up the
niver: get your dredge over, send her
over at once"; as if the dredge were
lying tied up to the jetty like a dinghy
and could be unmnoored and pulled over
right away.

MR. TAYLOR: He mnade you a decent
offer.

Tn MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
said that in the present circumstances I
did not intend to carry out that sort of
policy. I said it was not mny intention to
authorise any public works or grant any
public moneys until this debate was
closed; and possibly after it was closed,
I might not have an opportunity. Still,
before the no-confidence vote is disposed
of, I will most certainly not do so.
[MTNISTERIAL MEMBERS : Hear, hear.]
Had I liked, I could have told the hon.
member-and now that hie has declared
himself so emphatically against the Gov-
ermnent, I have no hesitation in telling
him and also letting his electors know--
that at the time be came to see me the
Loan Estimates had been prepared, and
there was sufficient provision made on
those Loan Estimates for the construction
of this work. [Several MEMBERS: Hear,
hear.] But I was most certainly not
going to tell him so while this no-confi-
dence motion was under consideration.

MR. GARDINER: He will support you
now.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: And
what return does the hon. gentleman
make? He practically makes this charge,
that I have taken £21,000 away from this
Coode Street channel work at the instiga-
tion of the member for Albany (Mr.
G-ardiner), in order to spend it on a road
for the purpose of running Copley's beer
cart down to Fremantle.

MR. GORDON: Hear, hear.
THE MINISTER FORt WO RES: How

the bon. member could be so absurd as to
make a Statement of that sort, I really
do not know. I think I need hardly
assure the House that there is absolutely
nothing whatever in it.

MR. GORDON : In the beer cart, do you
mean '?

Tur MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
lion, member has referred to the beer

Icart; and it really does appear to me now
that the road must be in a very bad
state: the beer cart appears to get as
far as South Perth and to stop ihere.
[Laughter.] I wish to explain that this
Fremuantle road forms part of a&scheme
of Government roads, which I found when
I took charge of the department, and
which I had every reason to commend.
There are certain roads, the Fremantle
road via Canning Bridge, the Wanneroo
road, Forrest road, and one or two
others, which are trunk roads in the
course of construction. A sum of money
is granted every year for the purpose of
carrying these roads a little farther
towards their destination.

MR. GORDON: You allowed double the
usual sum for this road; and this road
only, remember.

Tnn MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. gentleman is just as inaccurate as
usual; because the Forrest road has got
precisely the same sum as is to be spent
on this road. I really think the hon.
member must have- Coy on the brain.
There is room frCopley there, anyhow.
(Laughter.) I have pointed out that
exactly the sme grant is made for this
road as for the Forrest road; and the
only thing I am sorry for is that the
same grant cannot be made for the other
trunk roads as well. [SEVERAL. MEM-
BERS: Hear, hear.] But this grant is
spent by the various roads boards through
whose districts the roads run. Fremnantle,
South Perth, Melville, and Canning Roads
Boards all share in the grant; so that
hon. members will see that by the time
a thousand pounds is split up among the
various municipalities there is not very
much left. They will also see that this
idea is not, as the hon. member inferred,
a new idea, an idea initiated by the pre-
sent Government for the purpose of
running Copley's beer cart down to
Fremantle, but that it is part of a general
scheme -

THE: CoLosinL TREASURER: The hon.
member is only advertising the beer.

TUE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Which I hope will be completed as soon
as possible. With regard to the influence
the member for Albany is alleged to have
had in this decision, I wish to remark
that in these Estimates I alone am
responsible for the amounts put on or
struck off. I desire to give a most
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emphatic denial to the accusation, which
I propose to infer, that the member for
Albany bad any connection whatever
with the placing of any sum on the
Estimates. The hon. member absolutely
never spoke to me on the subject. So
far as I am personally concerned --

MR, GORDON:H spoke there, that
day.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Quite so; but I mean in private. He
never spoke Lo me on the subject in
private, but only once in public; and I
do not think he said much then. I fancy
what he said then was more by way of
jocularity than anything else.

'MR. GORDON: There is anotherjoeular
man in the House, then ?

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
For my own part. I was not aware until
the other evening, and I dare say other
people both inside and outside the House
were unaware that Mr. Copley, whose
trail appears to be over everything, is
also possessed of beer. I believe the pre-
sent discussion will be really a good
advertisement for Mr. Copley; and I
have no doubt that gentleman will be duly
grateful to the member for South Perth
for having given it to him. Mention was
made by another member of a matter
to which that hon. mnember alluded as the
Londonderry Dam scandal. The hon.
member was somewhat on the wrong
track. I may say-I do not suppose he
will object to my saying so-he has
explained to me that he has discovered
he has been on the wronig track. One or
two expressions uised by the member for
Toodyay (Mr. Quinlan), however, Iwould
like to explain farther. The hon. mem-
ber said that he believed the cnces-
sionaire of this data was a brother-in-law
of the present Minister for Lands, and
that he was under the impression that the
control of the dam was in the hands of
the Minister for Lands. Now the Minis-
ter for Lands has nothing whatever to do
with the dam. The dams in this country
are under my control, or that of the Com-
missioner of Railways. This particular
dam happens to be under my control. It
is true that the gentleman who is the
lessee of the dam, and not the conces-
sionaire, is a brother-in-law of the
Minister for Lands; and it is also true
that the Londonderry Dam was leased to
this man by public tender in December,

1900. It is true, moreover, that in the
subsequent arrangement come to with
regard to this dam, the fact of the lessee
being a brother-in-law of the Minister for
Lands would have absolutely no more
weight with me--and I think bon. meni-
hers will believe me when I say so-than
if be were a brother-in-law of the mem-
her opposite, or of the member for
Northam, or anything of that sort.
Absolutely no more weight. I believe
this explanation is sufficient for the
member for Toodyay; because he has, as
a matter of fact, informed ine since that
hie knows he has been misinformed on
the subject. It is advisable, I suppose, to
say just a few words about the board
which has lately' sat. Some hon. gentle-
men opposite claim that the report
furnished by the board has absolutely
exonerated Mr. Yohn Davies.

MR. MOORHEAD: Virtually exonerated.
Tus MdINISTER FOR WVORKS: Of

course, I know the hon. member has had
the advantage of conversation' on the
subject with the chairman of the board
of inquiry, an advantage I have not
enjoyed.

Mn. MoonnIE&T: I used the words,
"virtually exonerated." I thought some-

body said ' absolutely exonerated."
THE MINISTERtFOR WORKS: It

was only, an idea of mine; and of course
Iit was a matter of opinion. But, reading
thant rpr pretty carefully, I do not

tikte statement that it absolutely
exonerates the General Manager is borne

Iout by its tone; and farther, I think the
action of the Government in suspending
the General Manager was completely
justified. The board have shifted a
great deal of ihe responsibility; and, un-

Ifortunately, that responsibility is shifted
on to the shoulders of the hon. gentleman
opposite, the leader of the Opposition.

*If the House will bear with me for a few
*minutes, I should like to give a few
figures.

HoN. F. H. FrassE: I will take the
responsibility, and that will save a lot of
trouble.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Oh,
quite so. But if the state of prosperity
of the railways of Western Australia were
to be exhibited in a diagram, the broader
parts of the diagram representing great
expenses, and the narrower p arts less
expenses, that diagram would pretty
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nearly take the shape of an hour glass.
We find, practically, that when the rail-
ways started, the percentage on working
expenses to gross earnings was no less
than 114-46.

How. F. H. PiEssE: We admit that.
TRs MINISTER FOR WORKS: I

am quite willing to believe the hon. inom-
bar is prepared to admit it and I am also
willing to believe he is not willing that
the House should be enlightened on the
subject.

How. F. H. Pinsan: Go on.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:

From that time until 1895-6, that per-
centage gradually came down until in
that year it reached the minimum of
49.97.

HON.P. H. PiEaE: That is so.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The

hon. member advised several members to
be accurate. I shall be accurate now.

MR. HARPER: What was then the
speed of the trainsP

THx MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Since that time, due to what cause we
can only surmise-

HoN. F. H. PlEssE: Due to me.
Tias MINISTER FOR WORKS:

Wel], the hon. member accepts the
responsibility-owing to the bad man-
agement of the hon. member, those
expenses have gradually crept lip until
to-day they reach, by a certain method of
computation, the ratio of 77,19 to the
gross earnings. I say, "by ai certain
method of computation "; because I find,
in connection with computing these rail-
way figures, a tremendous number of
methods is necessar 'y to get any result
whatever; and I am much afraid you
cannot depend on the results when you
do get the n]. Now it is generally
admitted that an increasing revenue
should cause a lower percentage of work-
ing expenses; but it is peculiar that up
to 1895-6, am increasing revenue has
come with diminished working expenses.
though, strange to say, from 1895-6
onward an increased revenue has caused
a very largely increased percentage of
working expenses. Now that requires a,
lot of explanation, and does not reflect
any credit on the management of the
hon. member, who, I suppose, proposes
again to take in hand the control of the
railways of Western Australia.

MR. HARPER: The increased speed of
the trains largely accounts for it.

Tax MINISTER FOR WORKS:
There is another peculiarity regarding
the profit on those lines; and we can
look at this also in two ways. When
those railways were being built, I believe
it was originally intended that they
should pay, and they have always been
spoken of in this House as paying interest
and sinking fund. I think the Treasurer
will corroborate me in this. We find it
was not customary to expect the rail-

lways to pay sinking fund, and that
the sinking fund was not deducted
from the profit shown at the end of
the year by the railways. The following
are the figures regarding the gross earn-
ings, and the net profits. The gross
earnings have been steadily increasing,
but the net profits show a great deal of

Iinexplicable variation. In 1895-6, on a
gross earning of £529,616, we had a net
profit, after paying working expenses and
interest on all moneys expended, of
£2171,378, which lion, members will agree
was a most highly satisfactory result. In
1896.7 we find that things are still good.
We find that on a gross earning of

X9543we have a net profit of £199,136,
wih is very good indeed. In 1897-8,

on the gross earning of X1,019,000, what
do we find? We find a net profit of
£54,978.

MR. MOORHEAD: What was the reduc-
Ition in your goldfields rates that year' P

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
There was, I believe, a slight reduction in
the goldfields rates.

Mu. MOORHEAD: Fifty per cent.
RoN. F. H. PlisE: £210,000.
TaE MINISTER FOR WORKS:

Even then, that does not account for the
difference in the percentage.

HoN. F. H. FinsEE: It brings up the
net profit, as far as my memory serves
me, to about £57,000.

TnE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Now
let its take 1900-1. On a gross earning
of £1,353,704, we have an apparent
profit of £65,307; and when we intro-
duce sinking fund, which has been care-
fully left out of these considerations
hitherto, we find that the railways in this
State have for this year been worked at a
loss of .£1,594. That is one thing which
leads us to think the railway system
wants looking into.
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Ma. MOORHEAD: Why, at the board
of inquiry, did you not bring evidence in
support of thatF

THE MINIsTER FOR WORKS:
There is another thing I should like
shortly to touch upon : that is the
amount of additions and improvements
to opened liues. In the evidence before
the board, that was put down at £400,000
or £500,000.

MR. MOORHEAD: No.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I

think so. At all events, while the hon.
member is looking it up, I will pro-
ceed to state that the amount spent on
additions9 and improvements to opened
lines, out of the Public Works accoun-
tant's department., and I fancy that is
fairly correct, is £1,875,020. That in-
cludes the amount spent on the Boulder
duplication, which cannot be anything
butanaddition and improvement toopened
lines.

MR. MOORHEAD: By whom is that
statement prepared ?

TEE MINISTER FOR WORKS: By
Mr. Win. Keltv, chief accountant of the
Public Works Department.

MR. MOORHEAD: That is what I also
am quoting from, given in evidence.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
That is very peculiar. There must be a
different way of getting it out.

MR. MOORHEAD: It altogether depends
on who asks for it.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
am sorry the hon. member thinks that.
I do not think he should get greatly
excited about that subject, because the
leader of the Opposition has taken all
the responsibility.

MR. MOORHEAD: There is very little
excitement in me.

MR. CONNOR: Oh, do not waste any
more time.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
did not mean to infer that the hon. mem-
ber was actually excited. There was
another piece of evidence elicited at the
inquiry which more directly affectr my
department. When certain rolling-stock
which had been taken over by the Public
Works Department, and passed on by
special request of the Railway Depart-
ment, was asked for after 1S months,
for actual use by the Public Works De-
partment, it was explained to the latter

department that the rolling-stock was
under off er.

Mn. MOORHEAD: It was never asked
for.

THE: MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
think Mr. Jas. Thompson, engineer for
construction, did ask for that rolling-
stock, and the answer he got was that it
was under offer.

MR. MOORHEAD: No.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: At

all events, he asked where it was; and be
got a somewhat evasive answer, that it
was under offer.

MR. MooRHuEAn: Not according to the
evidence.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
have read Mr. Davies's explanation, on
page 119; and I may say the contention
of the hon. member is in no way borne
out. I mentioned just now a certain
work known as the Boulder duplication.
Now I say the amount of money spent
on this w6rk, which is being carried out
by the Working Railways Branch, is
absolutely sinful. The original line cost
about £8,000 a mile; and in duplicating
it up to date-and they have not yet
finished-there has been expended some-
where about £239,000, or a little over
£13,000 per mile. And for what? They
are buiiding a line which would be a
credit, I believe, to a suburb of one of
the largest cities in the other States, for
the purpose of coping with a6 traffic
which the former Government have given
away as a tramway concession to a
priv ate company.

HON. F. H. PrussE I wanted to stop
that last year. I mentioned then that
the railwaywork shouild have been stopped
last year. I was not in office at the
time.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
congratulate the hon. member, in that
case. It is not often I have a chance of
so doing ; and I appreciate the fact that
he really did try to stop the tramway
concession.

How. F. H. Ptessn: I said that if the
tramway concession were granted, the
work en the railway should have been
reduced at the time.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
am sorry the hon. member should have
had so little luck in his attempt. He
must admit that I helped him all I
could.
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HON. F. H. PIEasE: Yes.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:

Well, I do not think that work is a credit
to the Railway Department; and it
was one of the items the Government
bad under consideration when the sus-
pension of the General Manager was
decided on. Now we shall get away
from that perhaps somewhat distasteful
subject, which has been dealt with at so
great a length by other members; and I
do not wish to labour it. The leader of
the Opposition has been talking a good
deal about his administrative abilities.
Still, I think it is a case of "much cry
and little wool." I know there were
things which happened in that depart-
ment, and I am not speaking personally
but only in a political sense; and I
shall not make any charge affecting
the hon. member's honour, but only,
as I say, against his capacity. There
was a little system in vogue which
the hon. gentleman, as Threctot of Public
Works, must have concurred in, of under-
estimating-perhaps the hon. gentleman
will recollect it. We have not to go 100
yards from this place to get an instance.
Let us take the building erected in con-
nection with the General Post Office. I
think this has been mentioned before,
and the lion, gentleman has not objected
to it. We find the building wits to cost
£12,500, and a contract was let. It was
known that the work must be finished
before the end of the financial year, yet
it was under-estimated to the extent of
£1,600.

How. F. H. Pixsx: That is not very
much.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Of
course it is not very much, but why do
it? That £1,600 1 am certain was used
with very good effect in other directions,
and if that contract was let, and it was an
absolute certainty that the work would
be finished, why reduce the figures? It
is misleading the House.

MR. GEORGE: Who reduced them?
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The

late Government, I presume. The Colo-
nial Treasurer reduced and the hon.
member agreed.

MR. GEORGE: He could not help it.
THE MINISTER FOR WORks:

Again, taking a more concrete instance,
one from the Loan Estimates, take the
telegraph line from Lawlers to Lake Way.

MR. JACOBY: It is awfully ancient
history: there is nothing in it.

THx MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
will leave the ordinary Estimates alone
and go to the Loan Estimates. This
telegraph line was to be built owing to
the development of the goldfields. It
was peculiar, but I will do the hon.
gentleman justice to say that he did
not concur in it. It being decided that
it had to be built, the next thing was
to get an estimate of the price. An
estimate was obtained from the Post
Office Department of something over
£29,000, and then I find a minute in the
bon. gentleman's writing that they could
have £8,000 for the work. It is carried
out, with what result? The vote is
exhausted within a few pounds of the
original estimate, and it has to be met
by Form J. That is not a right state
of affairs to exist, and if I can help it it
is not a state of affairs that shall con-
tmnue.

Hon. F. H. PLEasE: I put a Stop to it
myself.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: If
the bon. member took it in hand and
stopped it, it must have started again
soon afterwards, because I found it when
I entered office. With regard to myself,
the lion. g~entleman said that no improve-
ment had been effected in my department.
If the hon. gentleman will take the
trouble to examine the new Estimates
wh ich are on the table he will find out
that so long as the form of these Esti-
mates is complied with, and in this
instance it was not complied with, such a
thing cannot occur. The form has to
be filled up, and the total cost to be
incurred in one year is shown, also the
total liability incurred.

HON. F. H. Pinssz: That was in last
year.

Tan MINISTER FOR WORKS: If
the hon. gentleman will look-i can
supply him with copies of both the Esti-
mates, and he can Compare them-he will
see that it was not in last year: it was
putrn for the first time this year. That

I may not he considered an. improvement,
but I think it is. There is absolutely no
chance of misleading the House as to the

Iultimate cost of any work on the Esti-
mates. I was very nearly fretn
another improvement which has taken
place, and I think it is a very important

[ASSEMBLY.] Debate, fifth day.
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one, the separation of the two great
departments, the Works and the Rail-
ways. I am absolutely certain that is an
improvement.

Hox. F. H. Pisss: Yes; it is an
improvement for the man who has got
the Works.

TE MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
is an improvement to the man who has
the Railways. If be had plenty to do
before, and had the Works on top of it, he
would have too much to do. I think one
man cannot carry out the duties apper-
tamning to these two offices. That is an
improvement introduced by the present
Government. One hon. member in speak-
ing, I think it was the member for the
Murray (Mr. George), said that the legis-
lation that had been introduced by the
present Government was introduced for
political purposes, as being of a, highly
contentious nature, and likely to bring
discredit upon the Opposition by not
being passed by them.

MR. GEORG;: Oh, no. If we in any
way opposed it.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Or
being in any way opposed by them.

MR. GEORGE: So you are.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I

would like to call attention to three Bills
which do not fulfil these particulars.
The first is the Public Works Bill: a
consolidating measure relating to public
works, with a good deal added. The law
under which the State has been worked
for years is put in a form so that it can
be readily understood by the department
and the public. The Public Works
Department has been carried on for ten
years without any semblance of legislation,
in the most happy-go-lucky manner. The
Bill which was introducea is in no way
contentious and it has a good object. Is
that classed by the member for the
Williams as not an improvement?

Ma. G4EORGE: You are bound to do
some good things: you cannot do wrong
always.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
do not see that it has been pointed out that
we have done wrong in any particular.
There is another Bill dealing with roads
boards: an extremely useful measure
introduced by the present Government.
I claim that is also an improvement.

MR. GEORGE: Did you not find that
ready to Your handP

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
found that the roads boards had been
crying out for it for a long while, but
they could not get it. I gave it to them.

MR. GEORGE: I understand it was
ready last session.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
Ithink the hion, member is thinking of the
Roads Bill. The Public Works Bill had
been ready for some time. The hon.
member for the Williams was f rightened
of it, or something of that sort, because I

knowit pperedin the Governor's Speech

Iremained for us to bring it forward,
and I claim it is a very import-ant
improvement.

MR. CONNOR: It is like a lot of the
legislation to be brought before the
House by the present Government: it
has not come yet.

THE. MINISTER FOR WORKS:
All the Bills I have been speaking of
have been introduced. Then there is the
Public Works Committee Bill. I do not
know whether members think that an
improvement. At any rate the member
for the Williams seemed to admit, when
the Bill was introduced, that it -as a
great pity it was not introduced years
before. this again the hon. member
(Mr. George) will now deny is an
improvement, I suppose.

MR. GEORGE: I suppose the work
was done for you by your predecessors.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
The work unfortunately was not done by
our predecessors. The work has been
done under circumstances of the greatest
difficulty, in the absence of a Parliamen-
tary draughtsman, by the member for
East Perth. He is the gentleman-and
I wish to pay this small tribute and com-
pliment to him-who has worked hard
all the time the Government have been
in offie preparing these measures. I
have made a determined at tempt to deal
with what I consider to be getting an

,absolute disease in the coutry-the
agricultural halls, mners' institutes, and
the mechanics' institutions trouble. Year

Iafter year people come, and they are
coming now as a sort of right, to get
thi-se buildings erected in their districts.
I do not think it is a fair thing. I have
endeavoured to help the districts which

Iare willing to help themselves. I have
iinitiated a system whereby subsidies will
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be paid to agricultural halls and such
like institutions, and the reg ulations under
which subsidies may be obtained were
laid on the table of the House by me yes-
terday or the day before. I claim this
is an improvement. I think it is only a.
reasonable thing that the Government,
especially when money is not available
for more import~a objects, should expect
people to help themselves before getting
grants of money. Another thing I have
attempted to deal with since I have had
control of the loan funds is to abolish
the system which was in vogue of ear-
marking indents, to an extent which was
not justified, to particular firms. The
Commissioner of Railways and myself
have put our feet down very firmly on
this, and that 1 think I mar claim is
also an improvement introduced by the
present Government.

Ma. WILSON; Stop the indents.
Tnn MINISTER FOR WORKS:

There is another thing, and I can only
expect members to take my word for this,
I assure members the Estimates now
before the House convey absolutely no
political signification. That, I regret to
say, is in my opinion-and again that is
a matter of opinion-has not been the
case in the past. I have spoken at con-
siderably greater length than I intended
when I got up. I have spoken about the
improvements which have been introduced
not in self-gratification, but in self-defence.
The leader of the Opposition accuses us
of acting, and having effected no improve-
ments. I hope that I have shown to
hon. members we have not been acting,
but that during the brief period we have
been in office, under the most adverse
circumstances we have effected some little
improvements. With regard to the leader
of the Opposition, and whatever remarks
I make are of a purely political character,
I am Strongly of opinion that when that
gentleman occupied the dual position of
Directs)? of Public Works and Commis-
sioner of' Railways, Sir John Forrest was
the Director of Public Works and Mr.
John Davies the Commiscioner of Rail-
ways. The hon. gentleman used to oscillate
between the two. T hope the motion will
not be carried, for the credit of the
Government; otherwise I think it would
not be altogether an unmixed disaster to
the Government if it were carried. At
all events, as members may infer from the

position I occupy, it is my intention to
oppose the motion.

[ Several Ministers left the House.]
MR. CONNOR: An exhibition of politica

manners!
MR. JACOBY: When the present

occupants of the Treasury benches were
in Opposition, a good deal of their
criticism was weak, futile, and failing in
effect, principally owing to the fact that
they had previously had no experience of
administration, and a good deal of the

Iopposition they displayed consisted of
Ispeeches of obstruction. One reason
that prompted a good many members of
the present Opposition to hold their hand
in regard to the Government, was the
fact that it would be to the advantage of
the country, when the time came for

ithose hon. gentlemen who now occupy
the Treasury benches to again come into
Opposition, for their criticism of the Gov-
eminent to be more effective and of more
advantage to the State than was the
criticism of the past Opposition. There-
fore, if there were any justification needed
for the present Opposition holding their
hand and allowing the Ministry a longer
ternm than might otherwise have been the
case, that which I have stated is some
justification for the course adopted. It
has been an exceedingly peculiar position
for an Opposition to be stronger than the
Ministerial party; but it must be remem-
bered that a large number of those sitting
in opposition were men new to political
life, and had the Government by their
actions deserved their support, they could
have attracted some of those members.
The Government have only themselves to
blame if, duriag their five months in
office, they have not succeeded in attract-
ing any farther support from this
side. Instead of that, they have prac-
tically consolidated the Opposition againstIthem. I wish to say, with regard to the
railway trouble, that I had for years past
been considerably dissatisfied with the

Imanagement and conduct of our railways.
I have frequently expressed myself onl
that subject, and during my election
campaign I took up the same position.
My reason for disagreeing with the

IGovernment in their action with regard
to the railways is not because they have
endeavoured to effect a reformation, but
it is because of the method they have
pursued; and one reason why I am par.
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ticularly dissatisfied is that, instead of
obtaining better management, their action
is more likely to resul~t in a continuation
of the present system.

Tns COLONIAL TREASURER: YOU
would have done the same thing, what-
ever we had done.

MR. JACOBY: I think the original
intention of the Government to appoint
a Royal Commission would, if it had been
carried out, have produced far inure
satisfactory results; and as a member
of this House I resent the brutal manner
in which the Commissioner of Railways
attesipted to deal with those officers. It
appears to me that he dealt with those
men more as if he were slauightering
bullocks than dealing with members of
the civil service; and those gentlemen
have a right, it does not matter how
much they may be in the wrong, to be
treated with consideration and justice.
A Royal Commission should have been
appointed. It was not right to charge
Mr. John Davies with three or four
matters which, if doubtful, could not
be proved against, him. What we
wanted to discover was whether the
general management was satisfactory, and
not whether the General Manager bad in
one or two instances done something
which would appear like corruption. I
repeat that what we wanted to know was
whether the general management was in
the best interests of the railways and the
best interests of the country; and the pro-
per way to do that would have been by
Royal Commission, as originally promised
by the Government, and not by the
drastic steps which have disorganised the
whole of the railway service. The Com-
missioner of Railways (Hon. J. J. Holmes)
said the other night that the railways
were in a far more satisfactory condition
to-day than before. The experience in
my district at the present time is that the
railways were never in a more unsatis-
factory state. The truck difficulty is
worse to-day than. it ever has been, and if
thehon. gentleman thinks that he can, with
his limited practical knowledge of the rail-
ways, supplant trained experience, he is
mistaken in his judgment. I assert that
the truck difficult 'y existing to-day proves
he is not equal to the task. When
referring in Queen's Hall to the fruit
regulations, the Premier made a distinct
promise that full precautions would be

taken by the Government to prevent the
introduction of the codlin moth. He told
us in the Queen's Hall, and I heard himn
say it again at Kalgoorlie, that he would
insist on inspection at the port of ship-
ment, aud also on inspection at the port
of entry. There was a distinct pledge
given to the fruit-growers that pre-
cautious in this direction would be
taken; but we find, as usual in regard
to the Premier, that to say a thing
is with him quite a different matter
from carrying it into effect. By an
answer to a question asked in this
House some months ago by the member
for Beverley (Mr. Harper), we discovered
that in spite of the promise given by the
Premier to the fruit-growers that inspec-
tion would be insisted upon, although
there have been about 20 consignments
of fruit, only in three instances were those
consignments accompanied by certificates
from the port of shipment. An immense
amount of money has been invested in
this State in fruit-growing, an industry
which is likely to become one of the
greatest if not the greatest industry in
the State. . am speaking seriously.
The possibilities in front of the fmuit-
growing industry are as great as those in
front of the same industry in California
50 years ago I maintain that it is quite
possible that before 20 years have passed
the value of the export of fruit from this
country will exceed the value of the
export of gold or any other commodity.
If this dread disaster, the codlin moth, be
imported into Western Australia, it may
mean an annual loss of a quarter of a
million to this State, if it exists to any
extent. The time may come when
through the careless methods in regard
to these importations of fruit, the codlin
moth will be an actual curse in Western
Australia. As far as I know, the codlin
moth is not here yet, and I hope it never
will be. I say there wassa distinct breach
of faith, and I only refer to the matter
now because several speakers who have
preceded me have omitted to deal with
the subject, and I add my small quota to
the list of the sins of the Government.
I must congratulate the Government upon
the very excellent fight they have "put
up,' as the Premier describes it, in the
debate on this no-confidence motion.
They have fought manfully, though the
battle has been marred by the Premier
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and one or two other speakers by ross
personal abuse, such as I hope will never
again be beard in this House. It is to
be remembered that the Ministerial party
practically consists of only 16 members.
They tell us that they have been sent here
by the country; but I think I may
reasonably remind the members of this
House that the present leader of the
Government was not elected by any party
to that position. The circumstances at
the time the Throssell. Government
resigned were peculiar. Mr. Illingworth,
the member for Cue, was sent for; and,
finding himself unable to form a Govern-
ment, he in turn sent for Mr. Leake, the
inember for West Perth. No meeting of
the party was called. The member for
West Perth was not elected the leader oif
any party; and having accepted the posi-
tion without being placed in it by a
section of memnbers of this House, he
cannot blame the large number of new
members, who had not been previously in
Parliament, for holding their hands until
they saw what sort of a job he would
make of it.. I have been referred to by
one or two members sitting on the
Government Side; but I may say that T
do not intend to take anyV notice of
personal attacks. My actions can lie
dealt with by my constituents. Whilst
here, I Shall do what I think right. I
promised umy constituents that I would
follow Mr. Piesse; and I fedl sure that
when that gentleman comes to take his
seat on the Treasury bench-as he will
do in a few days-it will be for the good
of the country and to the satisfaction of
the House.

MR. F. WILSON (Perth): At this
stage of the proceedings I think we might
well put a time limit on the speakers, in
order that the delbate may be got through
by a reasonable hour. For my part, I
promise members that I intend to take
my remarks as brief as possible, with that
object in view. The question before us
can be adequately considered, I think,
without entering into Such details as we
have listened to by the hour- whether a
certain road ought to be constructed or
not in a particular member's electorate;
whether a, certain channel ought to be
dredged or not. We should consider the
question on the broad pninciple, as to
whether the legislation attempted by* the
Ministry in power is sueb as to command

the cnidence of the House and that of the
people of the State. [SEVERAL Mnr-
BEES: Rear, hear.] Before I touch on
that matter more fully, I should like to
express my exceeding regret that my friend
the member for the Murray (Mr. George),
in the c'.urse of his address thought fit,
in the goodness of his feeling towards
me, to make certain complimentary refer-
ences with regardl to myself.

MR. GEORGEP: They were perfectly
true.

Ma. WILSON: I feel deeply grateful
to him for his goodness. Nevertheless,
I want to point out that I am no office-
seeker, aind that I never have been.
[SEVERA-L MEmERs: Hear, hear.] I
have stated all along that my services, if
of any good to this State, are available;

*but, so far as I am personally concerned,
I congratulate myself that I have not yet
had to fill one of the offices as a Minister
of the Crown, for I recognise the diffi-

*culties attaching to such a, position. I
know tbat Ministers have had a most
arduous duty to perform; and although
we may find that the way in which those
duties have been discharged is not alto-
gether satisfactory in every respect, still
we cannot but realise that the amount of
work and anxiety and responsibility,
which has been on the shoulders of the
present occupants of the Treasury bench,
is very great. I have not hitherto found
fault with my old colleagues on the score
of their actions; and I may say straight-
away that I have no fault to find with
the Colonial Treasurer or his colleagues.
I may have some little fault to find with
the Premier; but that is a, matter entirely
between the Premier and myself. I do not
want to pose as a. disappointed candidate
for Ministerial honours, and I hope that
members will disabuse their minds of any
idea, of the kind. M y hope and wish are
to see a good, sound, and strong Govern-
ment in possession of the Treasury bench.
I care not who the men may be, so long
as they are bracked up by a sufficient
majority oif members to carr on the
affairs of this State in a manner
which will conduce to its prosperity. The
present condition of affairs is unsatis-
factory in the extreme. [SEVERAL MEM-
BERS: Hear, hear.] Everyone, must
admit that we have here a Govern-
ment attempting legislation, and good
legislation too, but sitting in a minority.

(ASSEMBLY.] Debate, fifth day.
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How can we expect, then, the affairs of
the country' to be carried on properly?
The Opposition have been numerically
too strong for the Government. I do not
blame the leader of the Opposition and
his followers for bringing forward a no-
confidence motion, and attempting to
turn the Government out. Nay, I have
often expressed my opinion that it is the
duty of Oppositions, so soon as they have
a majority, to take possession of the Gov-
ernment benches- (SEVERAL MEMBERS:
Hear, hear]-aud conduct the affairs of
the State.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Theywould
not do it.

MR. WILSON: The position we have
to consider to-night is whether a change
of Government will benefit the State at
the present juncture; and in connec-
tion with that matter, I think the main
question is that which we have considered
and which has been before the people
dur-ing the past seven or eight weeks,
nameiily the John Davies inquiry. That
inquiry appears to me to form the main
subject for attack, and possibly the main
subject for censure; and I propose briefly
to refer to the inquiry and its results. I
wish to say at the outset that I was Sorry
indeed the Premier thought it necessary,
in his very able and lengthy speech the
other night, to refer at some length to
the evidence taken by the board of inquiry.
I maintain that the board having been
appointed at the iustigation of the Gov-
ernment, having sat and taken evidence
and given a decision, then the least the
Government could do, and the least the
Premier could do, was to accept the
findings of the board, and deal with the
findings alone; and not to endeavour to
bias the opinions of members of this
House, or public opinion, by selecting any
portions of the evidence and reading those

prtions out and laying stress on them .
(OPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear.]
Let us deal with the findings, and from
the findings let us endeavour to arrive at
a conclusion, whether a wrong has been
done or not. Here I wish to say at
once that the Commissioner of Railways,
to my mind, has, in his statements
in this House, given ample proof that he
discovered fair grounds for dissatisfaction
in the management and administration of
the State railways. It appears to me
that no one with an open mind-if I may

Ibe permitted to use the expression-
Ibearing the statements the Commissioner
has wade, but would eome to the con-
clusion that our railways have not been
managed in a satisfactory manner, have
not been managed in the best interests
Of the State. But, at the same time,

1want to place on record my opinion
thiat although the Commissioner has
given ample proof that he had cause
of complaint, and perhaps cause to
take drastic action in connection with
the management, yet I do not think
his action in suspending the General
Manager-in practically dismissing the
General Manager-was the right action
to take in the circumstances and in view
of the information at his disposal. Nor
can T approve of his subsequent action.
In this Rouse, in a speech of some two
hours' duration, he dealt fully with the
charges which he proposed to bring
against that gentleman; and not only

Idealt with the charges which he proposed
I to prefer against the General Manager, but
Idragged into the matter almost every
firm of standing or repute in the State,
in such a manner as to cast a slur on
the integrity and honesty of those firms.
[OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear.]
M -v idea is, seeing that an inquiry was

Ipending, the best course, indeed the only
course for a Minister of the Crown wish-

i ing to uphold the dignity of his office,
would have been to leave the matters of
which he complained to be brought for-
ward in evidence before the court. It
would have been much better had he
refrained from attempting to prejudice
the case before it was tried. There is
another aspect of the question which very
forcibly appeals to me. And although 1
admit, and I think we must all admit,
that the management of our railways was
so unpopular throughout the length and
breadth of the State, that a change was
essential and will be most beneficial-
[MEMBERS: Hear, hear]-yet to the
gentleman concerned the drastic action
of suspension spells absolute ruination.

the atoughto my wind, the finding of
hboard completely exonerates Mr. John

Davies. yet the evil effect of that suspen-
Sion will follow him wherever he may
go, for the term of his natural life. [HON.
F. H. PIEssE: Hear, hear.] I have
another cause of complaint. If the Corn-
missioner was satisfied that the charges
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which he subsequently formulated were
true, he should have absolutely dismissed
the General Manager, and not suspended
him. But we find that be practically
makes an offer to give the General
Manager £1,500 and an honourable
discharge; and it is only when Mr. Davies
demands better terms that the charges
are made against him, and he is promptly
suspended. To an unbiassed mind I
think the position may be summed
up thus. The whole of the charges
made by the Commissioner against the
General Manager are, in the Com-
missioner's opinion, set down at a value
of £1,500; because we understand that
although the Commissioner offered the
General Manager X1,500 and an honour-
able discharge, which offer was refused,
Mr. Davies was willing to accept two
years' salary or £3,000, the difference
between the two amounts being £21,500.
Now I ask hon. members whether that is
a satisfactory position of affairs; whether
the offer of the Commissioner, made I
believe in what were, in his opinion, the
best interests of the State, was justifiable;
and whether the fact of the charges being
valued by' the Minister at.£1,500 does not
discredit the whole proceeding ? [MR'
GEORGE: Hear, hear.] Let me briefly
refer to the report of the board, and to
the findings. I have gone through the
reports that appeared in the daily papers,
and have marked off the findings which,
in my opinion, have resulted in favour of
the General Manager; and I find that on
the first charge, ' Transactions with
the ~u rrawang syndicate through its
managing director, Mr. H. Teesdale
Smith," in the opinion of the board Mr.
Davies was not directly responsible for
those transactions, inasmuch as they had
all been approved by the Commissioner.

S[LABOUR MEMBER: Very convenient.]
The next paragraph of the board's finding
says:-

Looking at the arrangements made for
clearing the indebtedness of the syndctb
supplies of water, we do not think the General
Manager was wrong in paying the amount due
to the syndicate for firewood supplied to the
Coolgardie condensor.

LABOUR MEMBER: Who was?
MR. WILSON: Then I go down to

the third finding, which refers to the free
use of a locomotive, and I find this is ono
of the decisions given against the General

Manager. That is, " We are of opinion
that it should not have been sanctioned."
The next charge is that Mfr. Davies
favoured the syndicate by instructing the
officers of the department to supply the
syndicate with trucks for the carriage of
firewood, in preference to other persons
dealing in firewood on the goldfields.
The board say, " We do not consider that
this charge has been proved.' The next
charge is with regard to allowing trucks

ito he used on the railway of the syndi-
cate without special charge. The finding
reads:-

That such free use was allowed is undoubted,
as we have evidence to the effect that this
Arrangement was approved by the Commis-
sioner.
Charge No. 2: " Improper and unau-
thorised writing off of revenue by special
credit notes." The finding is :

It is believed that the power thus to allow
credit to customers is one usually reposed in a
General Manager of railways under stated
restrictions; and in the absence of proof that
ay instructions to the contrary were given to
Mr. Davies, who has used this power during
the whole of the time of his office as General
Manager, we do not think that such "writing
off " has been "without authority and con-
trary to his duty."

Then we come down to the " Sale to
Messrs. Smith and Timsms of 30 hopper
wagons, and repurchase of same by the
Railway Department." The hoard find
that-

The sae of these hopper wagons was
approved of by the Hon. the Commnissioner on
the recommendation of Mr. John Davies, who
had pointed out that it would be better to sell
those trucks to these railway contractors than
hire to them at 8s. per wagon per day. We
are at a loss to follow the reasons advanced by
Mr. John Davies, believing that the proper
corse would have been to have rented to the
contractors the 3o hopper trucks at the rate
men tioned-

This points, in my opinion, to an error of
judgment, so far as the General Manager
is concerned-
The department receiving therefor £93,756

The board there say they are at a loss;i
but they do not say that the General
Manager is culpably negligent, or should
be dismissed for having bought back
those hopper wagons from Smith and
Timms. I take it that is an error of
judgment so far a be is concerned. In
all1 such matters it is easy to be wise after
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the event; and T ask any business man
in charge of large commercial under-
takings, if there are not dozens of
occasions on which he has made similar
arrangements and similar bargains which,
upon subsequent reconsideration, would
have been made in a very different
manner. Charge No. 4, "1Sale of rolling
stock to Mr. W. N. Hedges, for the
Kurrawang syndica6te." This is a con-
demnation.

We find no justification for the sale of the
two locomotives for £1,100, including, as it
did, the sanction of the General Manager for
putting them in proper order for bush lines,
without limitation of expenditure.
Then, farther on, that finding is some-
what modified:

We do not find that Mr. Davies acted in an
irregular manner as regards the asale.
So even there, there is no absolute con-
demnation. There is nothing to warrant
dismissal or suspension. And when we
come down to sub-paragraph (b.) of
paragraph 9, with regard to the carriage
of certain material for Messrs. W. J.
George and Company, it is put on record
by the board that-

Mr. Davies was not apparently aware of
this irregular transaction.

Mnt. GEORGEti: What was the irregu-
larityP It is in the rate book -2s. 4+1d.

Mn. WILSON: I am simply giving
the findings. We have another sub-
paragraph, referring to the carriage of
certain machinery from Geraldton in
respect of the same firm. This finding is
to some extent detrimental to the General
Manager:

Mr. Davies did sanction the carriage of this
machinery from Northampton to Perth at a6
rate of Ad. per ton per mile; whereas, in our
opinion, he, if satisfied himself that the old

-machinery was only good for scrap, should not
have charged a lower rate than that provided
by the rate book.

Mn. GEgORGE: Yet it is actually printed
in the rate book, " Id. per ton per mile."
The Commissioner did not know that till
yesterday.

[Twelve o'clock, midnight.]

MR. WILSON : Again, although it
shows that the board was of opinion that
something was wrong, at any rate that the
manager had shown some negligence in
connection with the transaction, it is not a
condemnation:, far from it. Extravagence
in the management of the railways is the

next charge; and the finding is that no
evidence has been given to satisfy the
board that Mr. Davies is to any large
extent responsible for this state of things,
and any adequrte inquiry into so serious
a charge would involve an expenditure of
time which was not at their disposal. That
is passed over, it is not proven, practically
it is not inquired into. Then the board
go on to modify that finding by saying:-

But if it is correct, that fact, in conjunction
with the high prices paid for water and New-
castle coal, goes far towards explaining the
excessive amount expended in the working of
the railways.

They give an excuse at once even in con-
nection with that. Then a little lower
down they say : -

We do not consider that he can be held
mainly Tesponsible for the expenditure.
That is the sum total of the charges, and
the findings of the board of inquiry, and
I want to state at once to my mind the
only thing this board found against the
General Manager is that on two occasions,
and small occasions, he has been guilty of
an error of judgment. That is he has
not made perhaps the most satisfactory
arrangements that could have been made
in the interests of the railways. What is
our positionP What are we going to do ?
Here is the inquiry, here are the findings,
and I take it it is not for the Ministry to
go behind the findings of the board ap-
pointed on their recommendation to
influence the opinions of members of the
House, by going into the details of evi-
dence and attemnpting b 'y that means to
bias the opinions of members against the
General Manager. I take it the General
Manager will have to be honouarably
and fairly dealt wit. The charges have
been made, and although I admit and
repeat that T do not think Mr. Davies
can ever take charge of our railways

again, yet the Government, no matter
whethr it be the present Goverurnent or

the Opposition who may attain to power,
must deal fairly with the General
Manager, and deal honourably by him,
giving him an honourable discharge.
Here let me say that I have been sorry
to hear, during the course of the debate,

somany personal accusations made
against hon. members. I do not wish to
labour the question or enlarge on the
case in any sense whatever, hut I notice

Ithe member for the Murchison has had
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to suffer the taunts from time to time of
renegade and rat which have been inter-
jected by members on this side of the
House. I think it is a. most objectionable
practice. We have had the spectacle of
the member for South Fremantle (Mr.
Diamond) passing over from directly
behind the Opposition to this (Govern -
ment) side to-night. I believe he has
done it in good faith and consciousness.
I would not accuse him of being a
renegade and a rat, and I fail to see why
members on our side should apply such
offensive terms to the member for the
Murehison. I go farther, and remaind
hon. members who have sat in the House
during the past four or five years that
when we came into this House, I with
others five years ago after the general
elections, we had very few members
sitting in direct opposition to the Forrest
Administration. I think I was one of
five or six. We had the present 'Premier
as our leader; we had Mr. Simpson,
myself, Mr. Oldhamn, and Mr. Kenny
was our whip. Where are they? Th~e
Colonial Treasurer had a party of his
own, the goldfields party. The member
for East Perth was a free-lance on the
cross-benches, attacking friend and foe
alike. The direct Opposition consisted
of five members. Mr. Simpson tunor-
tunately is out of public life, MVr. Oldham
has gone, Mr. Kenny has departed from
this world, and the Premier himself
threw up the sponge and left polities for a
time. I claim. to be the only direct repre-
sentative of the out-and-out opponents of
the Forrest riginze.

MR. GEORG;E: You ought to be sitting
over there. (Treasury bench.)

AIR. WILSON: That is the position,
but although that is the position, I do
not lay claim to any seat on the Minis-
terial benches; none whatever. I have
explained that in the opening of my
remarks, and I am quite content to
remain the member for Perth, and as long
as I fill the position honourably to tuyself
and satisfactorily to my electors, anybody
else can have the positions in the Cabinet.
1 want to say, and I -tope the Comnmis-
sioner of Railways will take the remarks
in the spirit in which they are intended,
that the blot on his administration to my
mind was undoubtedly the appointment
of George Williams Davies as his secretary.
Although it has been set forth as an

excuse that the file in connection with
that ge'ntleman's dismissal or retirement
18 months previously was missing. I can-
uot but believe that a man of the
Commissioner's commercial experienceand
commercial acumen must have known the
man he was appointing to the position.
I say undoubtedly no man who had been
accustomed to engage employees in any
nunber would have appointed Mr. George
Williams Davies to the responsible posi-
tion. of private and confidential secretary
to the Commissioner. Apart from that,
it is beyond doubt that the Comissioner
knew the man he was dealing with. He
had met him over and over again as I
had met him; met him at a time whenwie
possibly would rather have been freed of
his company than otherwise. He knew
the gentleman's weaknesses, he had
had conversations with him, and I say
unreservedly that although I do not
approve of the Commissioner of Rail-
ways having to consult the General
Manager or any subordinate officer wvith
regard to any appointment in his office,
the very fact of G. W. Davies having left
his previous employment was sufficient to
induce the Commissioner to make in-
quiries from his previons employer, the
General Manager, as to the character of
the man he was about to appoint to this
position. It is the custom of all
elmployers of labour to ask:1 "Where have
you been working last ?" "Very well;
have ,you any recommendations from your
last employer ?" "I will refer to your
employer ;" and the refe-rence is made to
find out whether the man is suitable or
his character good. No one would have
appointed a gentlemtan to such a, position
of responsibility until he had made in-
quiries as to his suitability' and character.
Exception has been taken to the Minister
attending the board of inquiry. I con-
sider that this is not a very just wround
of complaint. The Minister was perfectly
justified in attending. A momentous
inquiry was being held, in which he was
one of the principals, and he was perfec:tly
justified in attending that inquiry and
listening to the evidence, and if necessary
instructing and assisting his counsel. I
do not think that is a fair charge to level
against him. Returning to the matter of
the appointment of Lhis gentleman as his
secretary, the fact that the late Comn-
missioner of Railways, the leader of the
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Opposition, had retired this man from
the service on three months' salary in
lieu of notice, shows there is blame
attachable to him, ktiowing as he did full
well the reason for which that official was
discharged. So that after all I do not
propose to attempt to lay too much blame
upon the present Commissioner of Rail-
ways, knowing as I do from the evidence
that has been put before the House, that
the late Commissioner, the leader of the
Opposition, was certainly more to blame,
inasmuch as be ought to bare dismissed
this gentleman on the charges then made,
instead of giving him three months' saary
in lieu of notice. The member for Wel-
lington (Mr. Teesdale Smith) charged
the Minister with being incapable of
instituting a reorganisation of his depart-
ment. I think he brought no proof
forward to substantiate such a statement.
Certainly, to my mind the Minister has
made a 'very fair beginning in the re-
orgamsation of his department. He may,
as I said before, have taken a wrong
course, but I credit him, and I hope the
House will credit him, with hononrable
motives. I think it must be apparent to
every hon. member that if the Commis-
sioner has failed to some extent in
the few muonths lbe has been in that
responsilble position, it is due to the lack
of power; and it points pretty conclu.-
sively, to my mind, to the fact that the
Commissioner and the General Manager,
to have proper coutrol over the railway
system, must have an absolute power ofI
dismissal. If the Civil Service Act pre-
vents this, as I believe it does, then the
Government ought to bring, in a measure
to repeal that Act. Get rid of it. The
Commissioner and the General Manager
mnust be put i the same position, and
have the same powers, as any general
manager has over a. private concern.
Until you have that, until the decision of
the Commissioner is undisputed with
regard to the dismissal of the servants on
the railways, you will not have a satis-
factory management of that great insti-
tution. A charge was also made-anld
now I ama dealing with a charge on the
other side-with regard to the haulage
of some sandalwood under agreement
between Bateman and Guthrie and the
Kurrawang syndicate, and it was insin-
uated that robbery was going on. that
inasmuch as these people had a charge

of ten shillings per truck to haul that
sandalwood, and the Government were
receiving nothing for the use of the
trucks, it was practically a swindle. I
do not think membeQrs will put that
construction upon the transaction. We
must hear in mind that all the branch
railways, private railways which serve
our large timber industry in this coun-
try, and also the sidings which run
into brickyards, and I may say also
the Midland Railway, which extends
o ver 'some .300 miles, have the same
facilities with regard to the Government
trucks, that is that they are looted upon
a4 feeders to the main system ; and with
the object of bringing increased traffic to
the trunk railways of the State, the
trucks, the rolling-stock of the Govern-
ment, have been permitted to be hauled
over those branch lines. The Comm is-
sioner has called this a concession to
timber companies, that trucks should be
allowed to run over their tines free. It
is nothing of the sort; itis no concession
to the timber companies. It may be a
concession to the timber industry as a
whole, and ultimately a concession to the
consumer of the timber, because after all
if you reduce rates over the Government
railways it may be argued that is a con-
cession to the timber companies, but it
simply means aL reduction in the price to
the consumer, and it is to induce truffle
for our main railway system. It is all
with the samue object. These are ordi-
nary commerciaarrangements which are
always made. You will find them in the
old country. and you will find them in the
other States. They are made with one
object, and that is, as I have said, to
induce extra traffic, to increase the inust-
tries, so that the whole may benefit. I
was sorry to hear those charges made in
the tone in which they were. It appears
to mae there has b~een far too much
ins~inuation and innuendo in the whole
matter. These things are easily explain-
able, and. should not 'to my mind hare
been made either a ground of attack or
defence. Again, the Minister made some
remarks with regard to the shortage of
rolling-stock. He claimed that this
had passed away, that this cry had
died down, and that now practically
we bad a sufficiency of rolling-stock.
I give that a direct denial. The
shortage of rolling-stock exists in our
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midst, and our industries are suffering
the same as they were three months ago,
or five mouths ago; but those who are
interested in these industries recognise
that the Government have done all in
their power to remedy this state of
affairs. They know through reports in
this Chamber that rolling-stock has been
ordered from America, to be delivered in
a very short period. They know that
rolling-stock is being manufactured in
Great Britain, and that some is now on
the water, and there should be axtivals
perhaps I may say monthly; so that
members naturally cease from complain-
ing, content to wait on their oars until
the relief which has been arranged comes
to hand. Farther I may say in connec-
tion with the coal trade, it is easily
provable that the trade is hampered to a
very great extent by the want of trucks,
and in this connection I am not blaming
the present Government at all. No
blame is attachable to them. Rather I
blame the leader of the Opposition and
his colleagues. They had allowed our
railway system to get into its present
condition. They it was who stopped the
erection of the loco, workshops at Mid-
land Junction, which has caused the
rolling-stock, the wagons and locomotives,
to get into such a. bad state of repair.

HoN. F. H9. Finssn: What about the
objection of the Fremantle membersF

MR. WILSON: Yes. I say the hon.
gentleman must take his own portion of
blame in connection with that, certainly.
But before that, when it had been decided
by a majority, in this House, and when it
had been decided by a commission
appointed to inquire into this, the
Forrest Ministry refrained from acting.
For years they held out, until we
find that to-day the rolling-stock is in
such a state of disrepair that the whole
of the traffic is almost paralysed.
The Commissioner himself told us yester-
day afternoon that out of '250 locomotives,
only 105 were in working order. Such a
state of affairs is disgraceful. [SEVERAL
MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] It is utterly
disgraceful that only 105 locomotives out
of 250 should be in working order; and
the continuance of such a state of affairs
spells ruin to the whole system. The
continuance of the present system, I
emphasise, must eventually be sheer
ruination. It means that tens and

twenties or even hundreds of thousands
of pounds will have to be written off
very shortly for rolling-stock that is
worthless ; and it means that many
thou sands of pounds will have to be
expended in replacing that rolling-stock.
But, as I said before, I cannot blame the
Leake Administration for that state of
things. I can blame the individual mem-
ber for East Fremantle (Hon. J. J.
Holmes) for the opposition he brought
to bear last session against the removal
of the railway workshops from Fre-
mantle; bitt that was only his indi-
vidual action as a Fremnantle member,
and not as a Min ister of the Crown.
There is farther strong evidence of the
need of reorganisation in our railways;
and that evidence was brought forward
by the Minister also - the want of a
system of book-keeping. A. cash book
which could not be balanced for a week,
and. the cashing of private cheques at the
booking office, are two matters which
are reprehensible in the extreme; and I
consider the Minister was fully warranted
in taking the most drastic steps to stop
them. A cash book that could not be
balanced for a week, and that only one
man could balance! I never heard of
such a, thing before. Certainly if I
walked into an office that I was connected
with, I should expect the cashier to be
able to place his cash book before me
at any moment, so that I might take f romn
him the office keys and balance that cash
book and check his cash whenever I chose.
The cashier who keeps his book in such a
fashion as described by the Minister, is
unworthy of a moment's confidence or
trust, and ought to be removed instantly.
Farther, the man who is guilty of
cashing private cheques at the booking
office after instructions have been given
to the contrary by the Commissioner,
should be dismissed instantly. [SEVERAL
Mamaxus: Hear, hear.] That is the
power the Commnissioner should have-to
dismiss instantly in such cases; and
until we give him that power we cannot
expect to have satisfactory management
of our State railway system. I[ referred
to the coal trade of the Collie with
regard to shortage of trucks. I. do not
wish to detain the House very long on
that subject; but in proof of my state-
ments I desire to read to the House
the weekly reports of the Collie Pro-
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prieiary Coal Mine. These reports, I
must remind bon. members, refer to a,
period when the Proprietary Coal Mine
had the advantage of the whole available
truck supply, inasmuch as the other two
nmines at the Collie were shut down at
the time. For the week ending 6th
September the mine had been lying idle
for two and a half days in consequence
of the shortage of trucks : two and a
half days out of the six constituting a
week. For the week ending 13th Sep-
teniber the colliery worked only four and
a half days:- " The supply of trucks has
improved and the prospects of this week
are good."

MR. Gxoxon: Four and a, half days
out of six ?

Mna. WILSON: Yes; they were very
satisfied with that.

Ma. GEoOE: They must be very
easily satisfied, then.

MP.. WILSON: During the week end-
ing 20th September the mine worked five
days, " the supply of trucks being fairly
good." For the week ending 27th Sep-
tember the supply of trucks was not so
well maintained, the colliery working
only four and. a quarter days out of the
six. On the 4th October the report is
that "the mine has worked four and
three-quarter days, the supply of trucks
being insufficient." On the 11th October
the report is that the colliery worked
only three and three-quarter days, owing
to the supply of trucks being insufficient-
Then we come to the 18th October;
and we find the colliery worked five and
a half days that week, wh ich was about
the best time made for two months.
For the week ending 25th October the
colliery worked five and a half days also.
These facts show conclusively that the
evil has not been overcome. But., as I
said. before, the customers of the Raiway
Department are resting satisfied with the
knowledge that the Minister has taken
all the action that could be expected of
him, and that present troubles will, in all
probability, soon be overcome. In show-
ing that reorganisation is absolutely
necessary, and that the Minister is to be
commended for the action he has taken
in connection with the railways, I do not
think we ought to overlook- the fact that
reorganisation is absolutely necessary in
another department, namely the Works
Department. I congratulate the Corn-

WissiOfler of Railways on his action,
although not on his method; and I hope
that his colleagues, if they are not turned
out of office to-night, will cop 'y his example
and will proced as quickly as possible to

Ireorganise the Works Department. A
reorgamisation of that department is sadly
wanted; and in this connection I need
only refer to one work, the new reservoir
constructed on Mt. Eliza. That reser-
voir, under the Act, ought to have been
constructed by the Waterworks Board;
but the old Administration, the Forrest

IMinistry-Sir John Forrest himself, in
Ifact-absolutely declined to allow the
Waterworks Board to construct the reser-
voir, insisting that the .Works Depart-
ment should construct it. After numerous
delays and numerous hagglings with the

iWaterworks Board on this point, the
work was put in hand. I do Dot wish to

Igo through the whole details of the
trouble. I have moved for the papers;
and on some future occasion possibly IIshall have the opportunity of putting my
view of the business more fully before

Ithe House. After great trouble the reser-
*voir was comnpleted; and the engineer of
the Waterworks Board, to be perfectly

*safe, took a very common-sense view.
He said: " I have complained about the
work from time to time, complained
about the construction of the dam ;
and now I will not put any water
into it until I have the sanction of
the Government engineer." He then
wrote to the engineer in charge of the
work 'to ask when the darn might be
filled with water, and at what rate. The
dam was filled ; and a week longer than
the time sanctioned hr the Government
engineer was taken, so that there might
be no mistake. After being used for
several months the reservoir was emptied
to be cleaned out; and then what was
discovered' It was discovered that the
bottom had subsided, and had parted
from the sides. T hold in my hand pho-
tographs which show some of the little
cracks that have occurred in that part of
the work. It appears that during the
construction of the damn the officers of the
Works Department had disturbed the
natural foundation; had insisted on
taking up the limestone imbedded in the
sand; and, in fact, had simply ploughecd
-up all the bottom in order to make a nice,
soft bed for concrete. The papers will
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disclose all that. The result was simply
that the bottom came away from the
sides, as bon. members can see for them-
solvyes from the photographis; and now,
although some 400 lineal feet of repairs
have been done in the best manner pos-
sible, the dam is losing water at the rate
of 1,300,000 gallons per week. And that
is a sample of departmental work, day
work carried out under the supervision
of the Works Department! The leakage
for 24 hours ending Friday, 25th instant,
was at the rate of 16+2 inches, or 192,000
gallons. On the 26th, Saturday, the
leakage was 14 inches, or 177,000 gallons.
On the 27th, Sunday, the leakage was
114' inches, or 148,000 gallons. on the
28th it was 144,000 gallons, and on the
29th it was 137,000 gallons; showing at
once that it will only take at fortnight for
the dam to be emptied of its own accord.
I may state that to pump sufficient water
to keep the dam full despite the leaks
would cost something like. £33 or £34
per week. Now, how on earth can the
Works Department exonerate themselves
in connection with such work as that?
It app ears to me that, drastic as have
been the measures in regard to the rail-
wavs, still more drastic ought they to be
in connection with the Public Works
Department. That is onl 'y one of many
works that can be instaniced; and I hope
the Minister will take this matter to
heart, and see that some pr-aetical action
is taken in connection with his depart-
ment.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Which
Minister ? The new one ?

MR. WILSON: You will be there all
right. Great exception has been taken
by several speakers, principally I think
on the Government benches, with regard
to the price of Collie coal. It has been
charged against the late Administration
that they have practically robbed the
revenue of the country, in order to give a
large advance to the coal owners more
especially, and to the workers at Collie.
Now, I want briefly, to ask lion, members
this question: Do they want to see the
Collie shut down? I think the answer
will be in the negative, without exception.
Anud if they do not want to see the Collie
shut down, they must be content to pay
a. fair rate for the coal which it produces.
And it appears to me it must be patent
to everyone that at the time this increase

was made, it was absolutely necessary,
if the pits were not to be closed downi,
that the proprietors should either re-
duce the wages or have an increased
price for the coal. Only two pits
were under contract. The Collie Pro-
prietary, for which I happened to be
attorney, had, at the time, no con-
tract at all with the Government; and it
was absolutely impossible for those pits
under contract to continue to supply
coal without an enhanced price. The
Railway Department were making a large
saving by the use of Collie coal. That
has been proved by the General Manager's
reports for the last two years; and I
think, before this fact is levelled as a
charge against the old Administration, it
ought to be thoroughly considered in all
its hearings; it ought to be pointed out
to hon. members that the railways are
still making an enormous saving by the
use of the Collie coal, even at an enhanced
pr-ice. With regard to the suggestion
that tile rates must be increased, I
believe the Commissioner of Railways has
definitely stated that the rates on coal
and timber ought to be increased. I wish
to point out the absurdity of that,
especially in connection with the coal.
Nine-tenths of the coal produced is used
by thle State railways. Where, then,
would be the benefit of increasing the
rate? The Commissioner shakes his
head. I think -perhaps I am wrong-
he did not suggest the increase. It was
the General Manager who suggested it.

THE COMMISSIONR OF RAILWAYS: I
think I gave that point to you in con-
versation recently, that the railways were
using nearly all of it.

MR. WILSON: It is nothing new to
me.

Tan COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS:
Why, charge me with being ignorant of

I itP
MR. WILSON: I have not done so.

I said the Commissioner advanced in his
speech the contention that the rates
would have to be increased. I know the

*General Manager has recommended that;
but I want to point out that not only is
it absurd to take money out of one
pocket and put it in another, but that

Ir Pendleton, the South Australian
Railway Commissioner, stated distinctly,
and it can be seen in evidence, that id.
per ton per mile was A good payable ra'te
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in South Australia-a point I have often
made in this House. I take it, our
attention and the attention of the
Government should be concentrated on
reducing the cost of working our railways,
not on increasing rates. That is the
endeavour of a managrer in private life,
to reduce the cost of production. [HON.
P. H. PinEra: Hear, hear.] And it is
a scandal that the cost of running our
railways is what it is. The member for
East Kimberleya (Mr. Connor) accused
the Premie of supporting private enter-
prise for the construction of trunk
railways. I think the hion. member was
absolutely wrong. 1, as well as the
Premier, have been accused of doing
that. But I, and, if I remember rightly,
the Premier, have man ' times stated, both
at the elections and subsequently, that
Government trunk Lines having been
adopted as a national policy, should
remain in the hands of the State; but
we have contended that feeders, branch
lines, and lines independent of our present
system, may safely Ice entrusted to private
enterprise. On the contrary, the member
for Northamn (Hon. G3. Throssell) was
the man who first raised this cry of
handing over the railways to private
enterprise. He, in his speech at Nor-
tham, pointed out that the public
funds were exhausted, that no more
borrowing could take place for years to
come, and that if the people required
extensions of their railways, they must
look for them to private enterprise. He
was the man, and Mr. Moran, his col-
league-they put forth that idea ; and
then the member for East Kimberlev has
fathered it on the Premier and myself.
Now, I do not think that is fair fighiting.
We axe perfectly prepared to take the
blame, if blame be attachable to our own
statements; but we decline to carry the
blame for the principles of the member
for Northamn, the late Premier. Regard-
ing the Kurrawang business, there is, to
my mind, most conclusive evidence of
gross carelessness with regard to the
trucks, which shows me, and I think it is
conclusive to all hion. members, that the
er-Commissioner, the leader of the Op-
position, was undoubtedly neglectful; but
at the same time, I do not think it right
that aspersions should be cast on his
honour and integrity. I think it a
pity that such a course was taken, and it

is calculated only to injure the cause of
those who use such arguments. He
undoubtedly made a loose contract, and
he made such a contract as, I am quite

-sure, he would not enter into in his
private capacity* . But at the same time
I do deprecate the action of the Premier
in the coarse and base insinuations he
made with regard to the ex-Commis-
sioner's being a partner in the syndi-
cate. I was pleased to hear the hion.
member's emphatic denial of that charge;
and I hope, and I could have wished,
that the Ppemier had immediately
arisen and accepted that denial and
apologised for having made the state-
ment. Such remarks as these go about
on all sides. 1, myself, was accused
outside this House the other day of being
a partner in this syndicate. I never
knew until lately who were the partners
in the syndicate; and I do not suppose
any other lion, member, excepting those
actually connected with the company,
knew who the partners were. And it
seems to mue we ought to be very careful
about the way we make insinuations of
that description. If I bad been connected
with the syndicate in question, I should
not have felt it a dishonour or a disgrace
to ackuowledge my connection. I fail to
see any proof of a dishonourable trans-
action between the syndicate and the
Government. There have been careless
negotiations, unlimited credit given which
would not be given in private life, and
other things of that sort; but I see nothing
criminal in that. At the same time, I do
not wish to lessen the burden of the
blame cast on the leader of the Opposi-
tion for the action he took in connection
with those arrangements. Another insin-
uation madec which would have been better
left alone was that in connection with the
Fremantle land transaction with Dalgety
and Company. To think for one moment
that for the sake of £2650, or £1,000 if
you like-the whole value of the land-

agnlman in the position which the
laeofthe Opposition held at that time
woud rosittehis honour and his

bonsty isabsurd. The allegation
will not bear inquiry. I should say
in connection with that, and in connection
with the insinuation that he is a partner,
in connection with the fact that he was a
partner withMr.Tiinms in the sandalwood
deal, that he is above suspicion, and that



2122 NO Confidence; ASML.,eaef/~dy

his actions were only the actions of
an ordinary business man, endeavouring
to do the best for himself in an honest
business transaction. fMxm.:rs. Hear.]
I do not thin k it right that those business
connections which will alwaLys be found
in a small community where the popula-
tion is so limited, should be brought out
in this House as a charge against a
Minister, It appears to me that if we
are to look for able men, for business men,
for men versed in the main industries of
our country, if we are to look for such
men in public life, we must trust them as
we would tmust them in our private tra~ns-
actions, to fill these honourable positions
and to do honestly by the country. But
at the same time we cannot expect them
to sever all their business connections
and to abandon all their commercial
speculations. Indeed, it would be a
pity for the country if they did.
It is passing strange that whereas Mr.
Teesdale Smaith and Mr. Davies, Mr.
Short, and Mr. Hedges had been dragged
into the debate in connection with the
transaction, in fact Davies, Short, and
Hedges seem to be bye-words or bye-
names, I may say, it seems to me strange
that although the leader of the Opposi-
tion has had some connection with these
people, yet these very gentlemen and the
Premier himself were not long since con-
nected in a business matter. I do not
say this with the object of discrediting
the Premier, but I wish to point out how
foolish and wrong it is to impute wrong
motives to people because they are con-
nected in business relations. I have a
vivid recollection of a, prospectus being
issued of the Jarrah Timber Company,
which set forth in its prospectus that the
vendors had the right to construct a rail-
way to five timber leases, comprising
500,000 acres of timber country, and the

capital of that company was £2100,000,
and the vendors were to receive £50,000
in cash. The vendors were Davies, Short,
Hedges, and Leake, strange to sav. I
am not insinuating anything, far fromu it,
I am not insinuating anything dishonour-
able to the Premier who was engaged
in a. business transaction, attempting 'to
sell a property on the London market in
connection with the same men whom he
now complains about. In this tra-ns-
action they were going to get a. profit of
£50,000 if it came off. It did not come

off. The market broke u]) before it came
off. I want to point out we ought to be
very, very careful how we condemn the
General -Manuger and the Chief Traffic
Manager, Mr. Short, because they had
entered into a speculation of this descrip-
tion, and the men connected with them
have also been conncected with the late
Commissioner of Railways in connection
with the sandalwood business. We ought
to endeavour as far as possible to take
a charitable view of all these matters,
and not condemn people unjustly. I
have detained the House too long.
The country undoubtedly decided that
the old rigime, the Forrest Administra-
tion, should. be supplanted. It was
pronounced -taking the expression of
opinion on the hustings-by a large
majority, a three-quarters majority, that
they were pledged to put the Throssell
Administration to an end. But at the
same time I admuit this, I do not think
these members 'were pledged to follow the
Colonial Treasurer and the colleagues he
selected. It appears to me that this
is the position briefly : the Colonial
Treasurer happened to be nominally the
leader of the Opposition at the time Mr.
Throssell resigned. Until he was sent
for, and until he attempted to form a
Government-no one could blame him
for it-he had the position, he held the
reins, and it was his duty to at-tempt to
retain the reins of power, but by his
arrangement 'with the Premier they
formed a Cabinet and took their seats as
Hlis Majesty's Ministers. Although I
may have had some personal feeling, that
does not extend to the Ministers, in
connection with certain arrangements
between the Premier and myself, but they
are private. I ca4not, on the expression
of opinion, make up my mind that we
should return to the old order of affairs.
I cannot see why I should cast a6 vote to
put the old Forrest Administration back
in charge of the affairs of the country.
That is the position. One member says
" Inon sense ": he knows it is sound com -
mon sense, and I have told him straight
and I tell him again, as I have told him
to his face, that the country is not in
favour of the Piesse-Throssell Adminis-
tration. Had we found the member for
Coolgardie taking up the leadership, we
should have had a very different state of
affairs. Had the hon. member moved a
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motion of want-of-confidence, I should
have felt perfectly justified and I should
not have hesitated a moment in joining
him in putting the present Government
out of office; and if he wished it he could
have formed some coalition with them or
done something to end the present state
of affairs nder which the country is
suffering, and suffering more than
members realise. There is an absolute
necessity for a change. Seeing on the
one hand my old collea~gues, and on the
other hand the Forrest Administration,
which I have battled against for years in
the House, I cannot hut support my old
colleagues in the division that is to take
place,

Me. YRLVERTON (Sussex): In
speaking to the motion before the House,
1 do0 not propose to comment at any
great length on the railway inquiries. For
a long time, for years, the country has
not been satisfied with the manner in
which this department has been handled,
therefore it was felt that an inquiry was
necessary, and when the Government
p&mised us that a Royal Commission
should he appointed I felt gratified, and
hoped that the commission would be
appointed, and I may say now that I
regret this inquiry into the conduct of
the General Manager was held rather
than that we should have had a Royal
Commission inquiring into the whole con-
duct of the Railway Department. I may
farther say that when I learned the Core-
missioner of Railways had commenced
reforming his department, in fact his own
office, I felt so much in accord with him
that I telegraphed to him congratulating
him and expressing the hope that he would
continue the reforms which I felt were
needed. I still give the Commissioner
credit for the very best of intentions. I
believe he started out to effect reforms
with the utmnost of good intentions,
but I also see now in the light of recent
events that ho perhaps has not adopted the
best methods of carrying out his desire.
Surely it was on his part injudicious to
appoint Mr. George Williams Davies. I
think he should have first satisfied him.
self as he might have done that not only,
from the point of ability was, Mr. George
Williams Davies a suitable person, but also
that he was a suitable man from a moral
and social point of view. It has been
pointed out that the Commissioner of

Railways from his communications with
this man knew he was a disloyal servant.

*If the Minister knew that, the result
could only be what it has proved to be

*-diaster to the Railway Department,
and a greater state of chaos than existed
before. With regard to the General
Manager, it is to my mnind true he has
not been entirely exonerated from the
charges preferred against him, but he has
undoubtedly to a certain extent been
exonerated, and so far as I myself

*ami concerned, I am gratified to think
*Mr. Davies has come out of that inquiry
very much better indeed than I expected
he would do. I had a feeling that- this
gentleman was very much miore to blame
than he has been proved to be, and I am
gratified to think I have -now a better
opinion of him than I had before. I
cannot help saying that sufficient has

icome out to show that the suspension of
Mr. John Davies was somewhat hasty
and ill-considered. For this we certainly
cannot entirely blame the Commissioner
of Railways. The whole Cabinet were
to blame for this. They are also to
blame for the length of time Mr. Davies
was kept waiting, for the fact that
the charges against him were very
indefinite indeed, and for the fact that
there was great delay in the appointment
of the board of inquiry. This conduct on
their part was not of that high-minded,
straightforward, and judicial character
we have a right to expect from gentlemen
in their high positions. The outcomie of
the proceedings against Mr. John Davies
has to my mind certainly not been entirely
beneficial to the Government, nor to the
railway service. Although some attempt
was, I admit, made by the Commissioner
of Railways to improve the service, it is
stillbad. Referring to the railway strike,
I consider this was brought about in some
way by the injudicious handling of the
men. Had there been tact exhibited
that strike might, ini my opinion, have
been avoided. When the strike occurred,
and the Government found themselves in
a tight place, they came down to this
Parliament, and asked for assistance
from Parliament, and I venture to say,
that never did any Ministry obtain more
generous treatment from this Parliament
than did the present Ministry. This
Parliament extended to the Government
a generosity which was very great indeed,
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and a generosity which, I regret to sayMhas not been reciprocated by those onth
Government side of the House. There is
no doubt that the action of Parliament,
the almost unanimous vote cast by Parlia,-
ment on that occasion, brought shout a
settlement of the strike. It brought
the strikers to reason, without a shadow of
doubt. But what did we find after that
settlement had been arrived at ? We
found the Premier making certain pledges
to the railway men, and he went so far
as to say that no blac.k mark would be
recorded against any man, and that every
man would be reinstated in his work. Ht,
furtherpromised thesemienauniformn eight
hours day. There is another matter, When
the member for Wellington (Mr. Teesdale
Smith) introduced a mnotion in favour of
legalising an eight hours day on the saw-
mills, we found the Premier immediately
promisig that he would introduce at Bill
to legalise that eight-hours day princeiple,
but that promise too has been forgotten.
Now with regard to the Conciliation and
Arbitration Bill, and especially as regards
Clause 107, we find with regard to that
clause that the Government are trying to
introduce it with a view of breaking up
the Western Australian Government
Railways Association, or at any rate of
minimising its efficiency. It appears to
me the Government are endeavouring to
introduce that clause with a certain
amount of vindictiveness against those
railway men, and 1 say unhesitatingly
that this is unworthy of any Government,
and the result can only be to cause
dissatisfaction among: th~eir employees.
In my opinion, it would have been better
had that particular clause been drafted so
as to allow the railway mien to have nauy
number of unions th~ey choose; two or
more, as may suit them best. Had this
been done, the Government would have
obtained the confidence of their railway
employees, instead of the employees, as is
the case now, not being satisfied with the
Government. The workers, not only in
the railway service but at the mills, are
dissatisfied with the action of thle G overn-
ment in respect to this matter, their
neglect to introduce an eight-hours day
in both the railway service and the saw-
mills. I say, too, that when an appeal to
the country comes, as it will do and
perhaps before long, the Government will
regret their action with regard to this

matter, as they will find undoubtedly they
have lost the confidence of the workers.
Although members laugh, they know that
I am fspeaking the truth.

Nia. HASTIE: If it had been otherwise,
you would have opposed them.

MRt. YELVERTON: I am certainly
Iopposed to the Government, but I am in
favour of granting this concession to the
workers, whether they be railway men or
sawmill employees. Now I come to the
boasted kindly feeling which the Govern-
inent were supposed to exhibit towards
the agriculturist. What do we find with
respect to this? We find the Govern-
ment first of all. aiming a blow at the
orchardists, men who have expended
considerable capital and effort in the
development of an enterprise which in a
very few years, probably two or three,
would have produced so much fruit that
importations into this country would
have been entirely unnecessary. The
Premier promised with regard to the
restrictions on the importations of fruit,
not only that inspection would take
pl~c when the fruit was landed
here, but likewise that there would

*be inspection at the port of shipment.
But what do we find from a, report laid
on the table of this House at the instance
of the member for Beverley (Mr. Harper)?
We find that in connection with the
very first shipment the inspection was
neglected, and that the fruit was allowed
to enter this State in contravention of the
law.

MR. JACOBY: Yes; they broke the law.

(1 a.m., Saturday.]

MnR. YELEVEHTON:- In fact, it is said
that even at the present day the inspec-
tion of fruit arriving here is lax in the
extreme. With regard to the sliding
scale, the Premier, both before his elec-

Ition and after it, made certain pledges.
solemn pledges, as to the retention of the
sliding scale. He pledged himself most
solemnly that in no circumistances what-
ever would he attempt to do away with
the sliding scale. But in recent speeches,
made at either Nortlham or York, or
perhaps at both places, we find him
urging the farmers to ask for a revision
of the State duties. He even said at
these places that when he pledged himself
with regard to the sliding scale, he had
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not expected that the Federal Tariff
would be framed on a protectionist basis.
I say he had no right whatever to make
that statement; for so far as he knew, or
anyone else here knew, it was just as
possible that the Federal Tariff would be
framed on a protectionist as on a free-
trade basis. My opinion is that the
Federal Tariff should have been a revenue
tariff based on free-trade principles. But
I will have nothing to do with a man
who, having given a solemn pledge in
this respect, is now found seeking an
excuse to break the engagement he fully
and freely entered into. Another matter
affecting the agriculturists, and showing
the kindly feeling of the Government
towards that section of the community.
We find that although the Government
have been in office for nearly six months,
and although the opportunity has offered
itself, no large estate has yet been pur-
chased and cut up for the benefit of the
small man. Nothing has been done to
extend the scope of th operations of the
Agricultural Bank. Nothing has been
done, not even the preliminary steps have
been taken, towards the establishment of
a training college for our young farmers.
Nothing has been done to clear land
before sale. In fact, nothing whatever
has been done to assist the small man to
get on the land. Farther, if we refer to
the Estimates brought down, we shall
find that very little is to be done for the
benefit of the agriculturists. It is true
that an amount has been set dlown for
roads; but although this amount has
been set aside, the specialrants made in
previous years have been entirely, or
almost entirely, cut off. And I make
bold to say that if these special grants
for roads have been apportioned in the
same manner as the Estimates are por-
tioned out among the various districts,
little indeed even of the reduced grants
will go to any but mining districts. Inathe
circumstances I shall be greatly surprised
if any member for an agricultural con-
stituency vote in favour of the Govern-
ment on this motion. I now turn to
another question, the appointment of
Mr. Justice Parker as third Judge and
the dispensing with the services of Mr.
Pennefather. I have not one single
word to say against Mr. Parker: I know
him to be a brilliant advocate and a
sound and able lawyer; and an acquaint-

anuce of many years with him enables me
truthfully to say that I consider him a
high-minded, straightforward, and hon-
ourable gentleman, who will discharge
the duties of his eminent position with
credit to both himself and the State to
which he belongs. [SEVERAL MEMBERS:
Hear, hear.] The mere fact, however, of
Mr. Parker's fitness for his hig~h office to
my mind affords no reason why an
injustice should be done to Mr. Penne-
father-affords no reason, in my opinion,
why a great wrong and a greater injustice
should have been done to that gentleman.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: Why did
not Mr. Throssell appoint him?

MR. YELVERTON: It may be said
that Mr. Pennefather was appointed f rom
the time that Chief Justice Onslow went
on leave, until such time as the Chief
Justice either returned to his duties or
retired from the position. Farther, it
was understood that if Chief Justice
Onslow did not resume his duties, then
Mr. Pennefather's appointment would be
made permanent. That, I say, was
distinctly understood. We have heard
the Premier on many occasions affirm his
readiness to carry out every pledge of
the former Government; yet in this
pledge he has lamentably failed. There
is, however, another phase of the question
which has not. yet been brought to the
attention of the House. Some few weeks
ago the member for Perth (Mr. Wilson)
asked whether an opportunity had been
granted to Mr. Pennefather to give his
reserved decisions in certain cases which
had been tried before him. The reply of
the Attorney General to the question
was, in effect, that an opportunity to
deliver those Judgments bad been given
to Mr. Pennefather, and that the gentle-
man in question had not availed himself
of the opportunity: implying that out of
a spirit of pique Mr. Pennefather had
declined to give these decisions. Wht
are the facts of the matter? Actually,
at the time the Premier made that state-
ment in the House, he knew that Mr.
Pennefather had been for some weeks on
a sick 1)ed; and he knew, moreover, that
the moment Mr. Pennef-ather became
aware of the fact that Chief Justice
Onslow had resigned his position, Mr.
Pennefather also bec-nme aware of the
fact that he could no longer legally give
a decision in our Courts, because the
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statutory powers which he enjoyed as
Judge had passed away from him. Mr.
Pennefather even went so far as to con.
suit the Acting Chief Justice as to
whether he could give a decision in these
cases. The opinon of the Acting Chief
Justice was ttat Mr. Pennefather was
debarred from doing so. And yet -we
find the Premier insinuating that Mr.
Penief ather had declined to give his
decision in these cases.

OPPOSITON XMannas: Hear, hear.
MaL. SAYER: Quite right.
MsR. YELVERTON: All Iean say on

the subject is that I regret the Premier
should, from the beginning to the end of
the matter, have dealt with it in what I can
consider nothing but a spirit of resent-
maent against Mr. Pennefather. I will
admit that such an opinion is entirely
foreign to that which the Premier's
friends hold of his character; and there-
fore his lapse is to be all the more
regretted. Next, as to the Colonial
Treasurer, who has this evening asserted
that he never made the statement which
lie has been accused of making with
regard to the Midland Railway I dis-
tinctly remember having read in the
papers a report to the effect stated,
immediately after-the speech was delivered;
and it does seem strange that the hon.
gentleman should have attempted to foist
on this country the Midland Railway
property at a price three or four hundred
thousand pounds in excess of that at
which it could have been purchased.

MR. HASTI: flHow do you know ?
Has it ever been offered ?

Mn. YELVERTON: We have had it
asserted in this; House that the property
of the company was offered to the
Government at a price of £1,100,000.

THE COONA TREASURER: Never.
MR. TELVERTON: All I can say is,

if this statement be true-and unfortu-
nately I believe it to be true-the Min-
ister must be looking forward to a nice
little "cut" in the way of commission.
Then with regard to the pitiable, dolor-
ous tale told by the Treasurer on. the eve
of our floating the loan-can anyone say
that such a statement was not likely to
be injurious to that loan transaction ?
And it seems, too, that he failed to make
such arrangements as would result in our
getting the best price for that loan.
Apparently the Treasurer left that matter

entirely to the Agent General and to the
gentlemen controlling the finances of this
country in the London market. There is
no doubt they made a very nice hash of
it indeed. It is no use for the Govern-
ment to say the Agent General was
appointed by the previous Administra-
tion; because immediately the present
Government came into power the Agent
General became their servant, and was
amenable to them and to the Colonial
Treasurer. It seems the statements
made liv the Treasurer and the Premier
must have seriously affected our loan.

THEm COLONIAL TREASURER: Did it
affect the Queensland loan, floated at the
same price on the same day P

Mn. YELVERTON:- No. It could
not affect that. They do not know you
over there.

THE COLONIAL TREASURERt: But why
did they get the same price?

MR. YELNERTON: But it has been
stated, and truly I believe, that instead
of our receiving about £291 per £100 for
our loan, we received only £89, and this
fact, in view of the depreciation in our
credit effected by the speeches of the hon.
gentlemen on the Treasury bench, means
that the country'is indebted to them for
a loss of from £30,000 to e40,0O0 in
respect of that loan. With regard to
the reorganisation of the public service,
and the administration generally, the
Government have, to my mind, failed to
carry out the promises they made in) that
connection. There is no doubt it was one
of their first duties, when they took office,
immediately to set to work to effect
reforms in the public departments. No
doubt the cost of Government in this
country is hungely excessive; undoubtedly
it is far and away greater than it should
be. Every department is grossly over-
manned.

THE XMaSms FRa MLEES: Whose
fault is that?

Mn. YELeYERTON: I do not say it is
your fault; but I say you should have
set yourselves to work to remedy it
immediately you took office.

Tarn MINIsTER FOR MINES: We were
prevented by the Public Service Act.

MR. YETNERTQN: We have only
to look at the returns placed before us to
see that there is endless duplication of
work in the offices. No doubt there are
many good men in each of the depart-
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meats; but, undoubtedly, there are many
who would not for one single moment be
tolerated in any business firm. The
question of pensions and increases of
salaries should be dealt with at an early
date. Employees of the Government
should be given to understand that there
shall, in the future, be no pensions; and
regarding increases of salary, these should
take place only on a man's being pro-
mooted.

Tian COLONIAL TREASURER: The pen-
sions are given by Act of Parliament.

MR. YELVERTON: Well, you should
bring in a Bill to repeal the Act or to
amend it.

THE MIISTERt FOR MINES: You can-
not alter the Constitution Act.

M R. YELVERTON:- The Government
have bad an opportunity to deal with
these matters; but so far-although I
will admit that perhaps in the Railway
Department a beginning has been made-
in other departments nothing practical
has been done; and yet the country is
groaning under the excessive cost of
Government, and the burden of taxation
is becoming greater than the people can
bear. Public works are being neglected
owing to the fact that it takes nearly the
whole of our revenue to pay our civil
servants. The Premier referred to the
fact that three months' leave was granted
to Mr. G. W. Davies, instead of his
having been dismissed. Now I venture
to say that had two or three years' salary
been given to the General Manager of
Railways, instead of laying these charges
against him, the saving to the country
and to the department would have
assuredly warranted that course. The
Premier has accused members of the
Opposition of being renants of the old
Forrest party; and because there are
several men on the Opposition side who
formed portion of that party, hie referred
to them in contemptuous terms, and
endeavon red to pour odium on them. But
the people will remember the long, arduous
and untiring services of Sir John Forrest
and his party. They wiliremnember, too,
the spirited and progressive pub lie works
policy carried out by that gentleman and
his party; they honour and respect the
men who were associated with him in
those measures; and they cannot but look
with suspicion on one who vilifies that
gentleman, one who, when he was in

Opposition, made it his sole r6Ie to oppose
the measures brought forward by Sir John
Forrest and the party who were behind
him.

THn PRExMER There is a good deal of
truth in that.

AIR. TELVERTO N: Undoubtedly
there is. In common with other mem-
bers who have spoken, I cannot but
deprecate the personal insinuations intro-
duced into this debate. I cannot but
grieve that the Premier should have
poured out in such vituperative terms the
vials of his wrath upon the member for
the Williams. For doing so the Premier
had not been given any provocation; and
I sayv he was the first to set that execrably
bad example in the House in) this partien-
lar debate. Undoubtedly it was owing to
his having taken the lead in that respect
that others followed. One gentleman on
this (Opposition) side, I am sure, regrets
the tone in which he used the name of a
certain unmentionable animal in regard
to the Premier. I was astonished, when
the member for Dimdas (Mr. Thomas)
attacked those who had made these per-
sonal accusations, that he did not attack
that gentleman.

MEMBER: He did not hear him.
ANOTasxa MEMBER: Yes; he did.
MR. YELYERTON: I am glad to

hear the hon. member (Mr. Thomas) was
absent from the House on that occasion,
and therefore he did not hear what was
said. Those of us who, the other
evening, heard the terms in which the
Premier referred to the leader of the
Opposition and to certain reputable firms
in our midst, firmas which have been
known in this country for the honest
manner in which they carry on their
businesses, firms of which the reputation
is world-wide-I say that a thrill of
horror went through us, and through all
other honoursble men, to think that such
accusations should be ma®o and should
turn out to be unproved. I bold that
not ous was proved, and I challenge the
Premier to prove any.

Tanz PRExM: What were the names?
MR. YEIJWERTON: Dalgety and

Company, J. and W. Bateman, F. and 0.
Fiesse, and Guthrie and Cornpany.

Tan, PRVAIsER: I did not mention F.
and 0. Piesse. The file proves the truth
of what I said about Dalgety and Com-
pany. You contradict it, if you can.
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MR. YELVERTON: I say, the files
have not proved it.

Tnu PRtEIER That was not a. reflec-
tion upon flalgety and Company : it was
a reflection on the Administration.

Ma. VELVERTON: Most decidedly
it was a reflection upon Dalgety and
Company.

Tnu PREMIER: They got the best of
the bargain.

GOVERNMENT MEMBEsR: They were
sharp business men.

Mi&. YELYERTON:. This evening,
the Minister for Mines. has referred to
the remission of certain port charges to
the M4. C. Davies Company.

THaE Mnarsna FOB MINES: The illegal
remission.

MR. YELVERTON: -ile says it was
done illegally. All I can say is, with
regard to those ports to which hit has
referred-Hamelin Harbour and Flinders
Bay-the Government have done nothing
whatever towards making those ports.
Not one single penny has been spent by
the Government on either of them. Thle
M4. 0. Davies Oomnpany erected the
jetties, surveyed the harbourys, buoyed
the channels, laid down the moorings,
erected beacons; and altogether I am
sure the work must have cost them
from £265,000 to £30,000. In addi-
tion to that, they have, since the
jetties were constructed, mlaintained the
-whole thing in good order. Port charges
are levied for the purpose of recovering
the interest on the cost incurred in form-
ig the ports; but the Government not
having spent anything at any time on
these ports, it seems bard that the 'y should
endeavour to collect the charges. The
jetty at Rockingham is the only instance
now of any jett 'y in this country
being owned by a company, except the
Flinders Bay and Hamelin Harb~our
jetties, owned by the 1. 0. Davies Cum-
yarny. Althbough it is said the Rockingham
jetty is on all-fours with the other jetties
mentioned, such isi not the case. At
Rockingham the vessels seeking that port
have the use of the beacon lights and
buoys through the channels laid down
for the guidance of vessels; they have aLD
the benefits appertaining to the Freman tie
harbour, and it is in that respect and for
these reasons with regard to Rockinghiam
jetty the Government are justified in
collecting the charges. At Hamelin Bar-

bour and Flinders Bay the Government
have not spent a single penny on the
harbours, and although it may be said
that legally tho Government may collect
the charges, from a sense of justice it is
a wrong thing that they should do so.

THfE MINIsTER FORt MINEs: They
should alter the regulations.

Mnt. YELYERTON:- It is the duty of
your Government to alter them. I say it
is absurd at places like Hamelin Harbour
and Flinders Bay that the charges should
be made the same as at Albany and
Fremantle, where millions of Government
money have been spent. The Premier,
the other evening expressed himself as
delighted that the motion which we are
now discussing had been brought before
the House.

Tn PREmiER: Hear, bear.
Mn. YELVERTON: But I must say

that, judging from his speech the other
evening, his delight most have been very
much assumed, and the hilarious mirth of
his followers much forced.

Tan PREMIER: You are going to
win.

MR. YELVERTON: Undoubtedly ; we
set out for the purpose. I congratulate
the hon. gentleman and his followers for
the nice, gentlemanly and courteous
manner in which they have received the
motion: it certanly reflects upon them
a great amount of credit because of the
jibes and sneers and interjections with
which they received the attack. Plainly,
I say it was evident to any keen observer
that the shaft hurled by the member for
the Williams went home, and I am sure,
seeing the delight with which the Premier
received that shaft, he will be equally
delighted with the result that should
follow from it.

THE PREMIER:- Hear, hear.
MR. YELVERTON: In conclusion,

it is unniecessary for me to sky I1 am going
to suppiort the motion.

,%I it. F. WALLACE (Mt. Magnet) : In
view of the passage of this motion
through the House this evening, and a
probable appeal to the country to decide
which of the two parties shall carry on
the affairs of the State, I desire to say a
few words on the question. At this stage
of the debate almost every phase of the
question has been dealt with, hut it has
occurred to me, after hearing the defence
advanced by the Colonial Treasurer
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against the attack made by the financial
genius of the would-be Ministry, that the
greatest difficulty the Opposition party will
find themselves placed in will be the pro-
vision of men sufficiently capable to fill the
front Ministerial bench. What did we
find ? The member for East Kimberley
the other evening with a long list of
figures attempting to lay before, the
House the financial state of affairs, and
after an interjection by the Colonial
Treasurer it was easily discovered that
the member for East kimberley bad had
the figures supplied to him by some
person, and that he had not devoted
sufficient attention to them to even read
them off correctly. The member for the
Murray has also attempted in his speech
to-night to criticise and condemn the
Colonial Treasurer. I would ask ainy
hon. member on either side of the House
to fairly and honestly look at both parties
and say in his opinion that if we appeal
to the country within the next few weeks,
which it is earnestly hoped we shall, will
the country accept the Opposition party
in view of what has -been done by the
party in power now. We find the pros-
pective leader of the Government moving
an important motion of no confidence in
the Ministry, and in passing I would
like to give the bon. member credit for
his tact in framing his motion, because
knowing how favourably the Opposition
arc viewed by the p~eople of the country,
instead of using the word " country " he
carefully used the word " House." I am
sure the Premier and his colleagues never
for one moment felt they bad the con-
fidence of the House, although on the
Address-in-reply a number of members
sitting on the Opposition cross benches
loyally avowed that the would give the
Government a fair and houest trial. I
have looked through the various remarks
made by hon. members on the Address-
in-reply, and it is almost difficult to find
any members who did not promise to
give the Government a fair trial. And
what do we find ? From the very outset
members bad made up their minds to pro-
long the debates so as to give them time
to find something on which to attack the
Government. It is scarcely fair for me
to criticise the member for the Williams
when all the leading newspapers who all
along have supported the party of which
he is the remnant, have criticised his

attempt to place before the House reasons
in support of the motion. The member
for the Williams made a most feeble and
awful attempt to state his case, and 1 ask
is he the gentleman in whom the people
of the country will place the reins of
Government? When we look along the
Opposition benches, and pick out the
prospective Ministers, all except one of
them are well known and truly named as
remniants of the old Forrest party. They
have sat in the House for four years, and
we know their adherence to the Forrest
Ministry and their policy. What has
their policy been ?' It is scarcely neces-
sary for me to point out; the people of
the country know what their policy has
been and is now, and what it will be if
they get into power again. I believe the
member for the Williams has already
picked his team, and when we know the
difficulty he has had in getting this team
together, instead of condemning him and
criticising him as we have done and I am
doing now, I think it would be more
mainly of us to pity him. He has gone
round to that side of the House time
after time and met with rebuffs, and at
last he was forced to fall back on some of
the old blind Forrest party.

HoN. F. H. PiEsEi: The hon. member
has no ground whatever for the statement
he has made.

MR. WALLACE : It is useless for the
leader of the Opposition to taunt mue like
that, because lie knows I could not sit in
this House for four years without seeing
the way in which tbe Right Hon. Sir John
Forrest commanded his followers. We
find that men who were dumb almost for
four years are some of those who con-
tribute most largely to the pages of
Hansard. We have them now most per-
sistent, and I will even say impolite,
interjectors, which they could never have
been accused of while they sat on the
Government side of the House. Now we
have the Ministry which I understand the
member for the Williams (Hon. F. H.
Piesse) has selected. This is my forecast,
and I venture to say it will not be very
far out. I have placed them in this way:
The member for the Williams as Premier,
the member for Guildford (Mr. Eaton)
Minister for Mines, the member for the
Murray (Mr. George) Railways and
Works, the member for Toodyay (Mr.
Quinlan) Lands.
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MR. QUINLAN: He does not want a
billet. I canl tell you that.

MR. WALLACE: Last and not least
important, we have the member for Clare-
mont(Mr. Sayer),the "wandering Willie"
of the front benches, to fill the honour.
able and responsible position of advising
Ministers-the Attorney General. I am
sure the member for the Williams will
give me credit for some ability as a
prophet.

HoN. F. H. PlussE: No; I am sure be
will not.

MR. WALLACE: We know his worthy
friend on the left, the member for Nor-
tham (Hon. G. Throssell), has openly
stated he will not follow the member for
the Williams. We know the only other
member on that side of the House who
could be tolerated by the country declines
to follow the member for the Williams.
For what. reasons? Because they have
seen the bon. gentleman tried. He has
been tried in the capacity of Commis-
sioner of Railways, as well as in the
capacity of a private member, and it is
needless for me to say that in both be
has been found wanting. lan sure that
now the members on those two benches
opposite have heard the reply of Ministers
here, there are no men in this House who
will more regret their promise to support
the leader of the Opposition in his no-
confidence motion. They only wish it
were possible they could withdraw in
regard to this motion. I believe that
notwithstanding the inconsistency of
some members the Opposition will get a
majority in this division this morning of
two at the most. Can they claim theon
that they have the country with themP
Many have repeated that they have the
country behind them, and I venture to
say that if it be left to them they will
never raise pluck enough to face the
country; the country will always be
" behind " them. That is what is troub-
ling members who are consistent and
who desire a Government such as
has been promised, and which up to
the present has been shown by the
Ministry in power. I am not goicg to
say the present Ministry are perfect, but
I would not dare to makze comparisons
between the present Ministry and the
prospective Ministry. I will leave that
to the country to decide, and I sincerely
trust that those gentlemen, after the many

invitations by the Premier, and after the
way in which they have flouted his chal-
lenge in the last few days, will willingly
and manf ully take a dissolution when the
Government ask for it, and will go to
the country, and let the country return
those men it thinks best fitted. I should
regret the absence of many' who are my
friends socially, but whom I cannot call
my friends politically. We have heard a
lot f rom some of the prospective Ministers.
[At this stage the Hon. F. H. Piesse
left his seat.] I am sorry I have
driven the member for the Williams out
of the House. We have heard much
from the prospective Ministers as to
abuse. I would like to thank the member
for Claremont (Mr. Sayer) for returning
to hear me. We have heard a reprimanad
from the prospective Ministers of the
members of this (Government) side for
their abusive tactics. I am sure every
member, or that the majority of members,
sympathise deeply with the hon. member
ini having had to'listen to what was said.
That has gone on from both sides of the
House, and T venture to say that Ministers
above -all should be above those tactics.
They should be spotless, they should fight
their battles fairly and squarely; and
whilst I say that the present Government
have used some pretty strong epithets,
and have hit a little below the belt, we
find that those who are dictating to
us have brought into this discussion,
I was going to say and I will say,
the vilest filth ever brought into a
House of Parliament. I regret that.
I cannot keep certain memhers out
of the next Ministry, which I venture
to think will have amongst its numbers
some who do not command the respect
of a majority of this House. As to the
respect of the majority of people outside,
I will leave that to be decided on the
day of election. The member for the
Williams, in speaking of the railway
strike, openly and clearly admitted that
he threw the whole of the blame on the
present Commissioner. I intend to show,
or to endeavour to show, this House
where the rupture first took place,aad
in doing so I hlave to say we can trace it
back to the time when the member for
the Williams was Commissioner of Rail-
ways ; to that time when he severed his
conlnection with the Forrest Ministry for
the reason that he would not recognise
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the Railwy Association. Tosow theicnistency of that hon. membrIsa
we find he tod the present Government
they had not introduced the eight hours
system in the Railway Department. He
takes upon himself credit for that action,
and he urges the immediate reform of
the department. The very first time the
railway officers sought recognition, sought
justice at the bands of the then Com-
missioner, the Commissioner rather than
give it resigned his position as Minister.
While on that point I would like to say
it is a very strange thing that the then
Government with their great foresight
saw that the ship was sinking, and that
the days were gone by when it required
no great ability to conduct the work of
this State, or, rather, to stand the work
of this State. I venture to say the Com-
missioner of Railways took advantage of
that attempt by the Railway Association
to get out of the Ministry; and I can
imagine a conversation in the Premier's
office between the Premier and the other
Ministers, and the Premier saying to
them, "Our days have come. It is
now a question of sauve qni peut."
We find one Minister wats sent off to
London to fill the position of Agent
General, and we find that another was
sent to the Supreme Court Bench. We
find, then, that the Premier of the old
Government went off to the Federal Par-
liament; and so all that was left of the
party was the member for Northamn
(Hon. G. Throsseil), who, however, did
not willingly accept the responsibilities
devolving on him. It will be remembered
by everybody that for some two or three
weeks the hon. gentleman was disinclined
to accept those responsibilities; that the
Right Hon. Sir John Forrest persisted,
and finally induced the member for
Northam to accept the position of Pre-
mnier, and let him, Sir John Forrest, get
out of it. In his good nature, the mean-
ber for Northam took up the duties, and
shoitly afterwards went to the country.
When he came back from the country
and saw the manner in which members
had marked off their seats in this Cham-
ber, and heard their views, he decided to
send in his resignation to the Governor.
That event was followed by the formation
of the Leake Ministry. Amongst the
members who marked off their seats in
opposition to the Government of the

member for Northam, who was then
Premier, were many who have repeatedly,
dluring the last few days, spoken of the
inconsistencies of the present Govern-

Imenit. Foremost in this coterie was the
member for the Murchison (Mr. Nanson).
That hon. member undoubtedly sat on
this (Government) side of the House
supporting the present Premier, Mr.
Leake, and his colleagues ; but on account
of some little special attention paid him by
the Premier he quietly crossed the floor,
escorted for part of the way, if I may
credit some interjections I heard a day or
two ago, by the Premier's boot. I want
to show the impossibility of Governments
carrying on with such inconsistent sup-
porters as the member for the Miurchison.
If I remember rightly-and I have taken
notes on the subject-the bon. member,
at the opening of the session, rightly
twitted certain members opposite with
the inconsistency of their position. He
said something to the effect that when the
general election was being fought several
members were understood to be pledged
to oppose the then existing Government;
that -presumably owing to the attitude
those members had assumed, the then
Premier, the member for Northam,
vatcated office; and that those bon. inem-
hers were responsible for the overthrow
of the Throssell party. Later, however,
the member for the Murchison, in speak-
ing of the attitude of those members who,
it is to be noted, had marked off their
seats in opposition to the Throssell
Government, that is to say had marked
their seats on the Opposition side of the
House before the Throssell Government
had resigned and the present Govern-
ment came into power, remarked on the
circumstance that those hon. members
were still sitting in Opposition, and sug-
gested that perhaps this was due to their
not being sufficiently acquainted with
Parliamentary usages. Possibly. the
hon. member observed, they imagined
that, having entered Parliamnent as
Oppositionists, they were bound to con-
tinue to sit in Opposition all their lives.
The bon. member, speaking of the Leaks
Government, uttered words something to
the effect that as 'a country member he
was especially pleased to find the present
Ministry, a Ministry largely representa-
tive of the goldflelds, were none the less
willing and anxious to do their part in
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assisting and fostering the agricultural
industries. Such were the words of the
member for Murchison, so far as I
remember. Now, however, we find the
bon. member-

MR. NANsow: I said that three months
ago; before you wanted to subsidise
steamers to bring meat from New Zea-
land.

MR. WALLACE: The hon. member
spoke words to that effect very inuich
later than three months ago, from the
seat be has vacated. We find him now
supporting and forming a member of that
party which he twitted with inconsistency.
The member now sitting on the right of
the member for the Murchison was one
of those whom be particularly twitted.

MR. NANSON: I do not think you can
give your authority for that statement.

Mn. WALLACE: I assure the hon.
member that though I may not be quot-
ing his observations word for word, I am
giving their true effect.

MR. NANson: State when I said it.
MR. WALLACE: In speaking on the

Address-in-reply.
MR. NANsoN: That may be; but

laterP When did Isay it lat~er? Please
stick to facts.

MR. WALLACE: I cannot remember
exactly.

MR. NANSON: You cannot remember
because I never said it.

MR. WALLACE: If the member says
he has not said what I state, then I will
accept his denial as near enough for me.
But I still wish to call attention to his
inconsistency in drubbing certain mem-
bers for having taken their seats in
Opposition to the remnant of the old
Forrest party, and then having retained
them in Opposition to the Leake Ministry.
I think the lion. member now finds it
difficult to justify himself. I think the
lion. member will find it difficult to ex-
plain to the satisfaction of his consti-
tuents his reasons for crossing to the
other side of the House and joining the
remnant of the old Forrest party. Hon.
members on the Government side have
heard from the member for Guildford
(Mr. Eason) that the present Premier
blundered in speaking as he did on the
no-confidence motion. The member for
Guildford maintained that all the Premier
had succeeded in doing was to drive one
of his best men from this side, which best

man the Opposition accepted as a valu-
able ally- . For my part, however, I
consider, in spite of those accusations
against the present Premier, that he is
to be given credit for keen business fore-
sight. He recognised in the member for
the Murchison an unreliable supporter.
I may use the expression of the
member for Mount Margaret (Mr.
Taylor), who said something about
"rats." It. cannot be denied that it was
a good stroke of business on the part of
the Premier to exchange a rat for a
"Diamond." [Ministerial laughter.] I
venture to say the Premier is ready to
conduct business on those lines as long
as he may be allowed. The member for
the Murchison, when sitting on this side,
was in the main a most interesting
speaker.

MR. TAYLOR: But surely you did not
take him seriously?

MR. WALLACE: I gave him credit
for being, generally, a. very nice and
interesting speaker;- but the evil influ-
ences of some members of the prospective
Ministry have carried him away. Aund
how shall I describe him now? I am
almost ashamed to refer to his utterances
of last night. Even the member for the
Murray- -

MR. GEORGE; Oh, don't blush, please!
There is no need to.

MR. WALLACE: There is no blushing
about the member for the Murray; and
perhaps there is no need for him to blush.
But I was about to say that the speech
delivered by the member for the Mur-
chison'last night was unworthy of the
lowest man in the State.

MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
MR. NANSON: What did I do? Let

me know what I did!
[Several interjections.]
MR. WALLACE: The member for

the Murchison made statements of the
character I have described; and knowing
that the member for the Murray (Mr.
George), assisted as he has been all along
by the member for East Kinmberley (Mr.
Connor), has been the champion in this
House of the gutter Press, when the
member for the Murchison gave utterance
to his disgusting observations-

lMR. GORGE: I rise to a. point of
order. I have never championed the
gutter Press; sand I have not-
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Mn4. WALLACE: You have adver-
tised it, though.

Mn. GEORGE: I will advertise you yet.
MR. WALLACE: I am sorry-
Mn. GEO.RGE:- You are sorry for the

gutter Press. Perhaps you get your
living out of it.

Mn WALLACE:- I do not desire to hurt
any bon. member's feelings; but I have a
desire to speak the truth, and if I find
the truth is hurtful, then I shall offer
my sincere apologies. I regret that the
member for the Murray should lose his
temper.

Mn. GEORGE: I have not lost it.
Mn. WALLACE: My only desire is to

point out that he will regret introducing
to this House that element which has
been so ably disseminated by the mem-
ber for the Murehison

Mn. XNsoN: And by your Premier.
Mn. WALLACE: And I hope the

mewmber for the Murray will not again
make similar mistakes.

MR. GEoRoE:. Do not speak for the
member for the Murray: he knows how
to take his own part anywhere. He
spends his nights in respectable society.
Where do you spend yours P

THE SPEARI: Order!
MR. WALLACE: I regret I have to

spend some of them in this House.
MR. GEORGE: T am not a -scoundrel."
Ms.. WALLACE: I desire, in my

remarks, to create reformation in those
members who, I believe, will be on the
Treasury bench, though one of them calls
me a scoundrel. Let the rank and ifie
be anything; but certainly let the Mini-
sters be grood and pure and straight.
The country cannot select the Ministers.
If the electors Were given an opportunity
to do bo, I undertake to say the Treasury
bench would in the future be very much
purified.

Ma. JoHNsou: The electors for the
Murray will select the Commissioner of
Railways.

Mx. WALLACE : The member for
Kalgoorlie (Mr. Johnson) knows the
member for the Murray; and I believe
when their time tomes to select another
member, their present representative will
light his battle, as in the past, fairly and
squarely. On the question of the recent
strike, if the er-Commissioner, at the
time the Railway Association applied for
recognition, bhad recognised them, the

strike might have been prevented, be-
cause he must have known they were
bound sooner or later to receive recogni-
tion. It was only right that they should
be recognised; and since they have been
recognised, what have they done? Have
they done anything very dreadful ? The
first disturbance was brought abo ut by
the refusal of recognition. Then we find
the late Premier (Ron. G. Throssell)
sympathi sea with the men, tells them they
have " proved their case up to the hilt,"
leaves a memo. in the office to that effect,
but makes no attempt to give the men an
opportunity of obtaining redress. He
sinply promises them anything, and
saddles the present 'Ministry wih the
burden. Then we find when the present
Commissioner was put in a corner by the
strike, he comes to the House, tells us
his case, and asks for our opinion. And
what do we findP One of his most pro-
minent supporters was the present leader
of the Opposition; and every other member
gave his support to the present Com-
missioner. And now the leader of the
Opposition accuses the Commissioner of
Railways of causing this strike. It is
idle fur one member to accuse another in
such a nmnner on a question of national
importance; because the public and the
men concerned know the cause of the
strike, and it will, I hope, very soon be
for these men to decide who wais the
guilty party. The present Commissioner
had certainly a hard battle to fight; and
now the leader of the Opposition wishes
to place on him the whole of the blame.
Why not be imanly and fair, and take his
share of the burden ? It is nothing
serious, nor is it to his very great dis-
credit. Then we find the Commissioner
of Railways seek to reform his depart-
mnent by striking at the head, the General
Manager. We have a report. I do not
know whether it is righit to criticise that
report; at any rate, I shall not do so. I
will say only a few words on it. The
report has not done justice either to John
Davies or to the Government. It is a
work begun and not ended; and it is not
to the credit of the board that they, at the
foot of their report, state that there are
many other charges worth considering,
which time will not permit of their going
into. Now they were not limited to
time. They were given a task; their
own time was given them, and as a,
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result we find a pleasant surprise for the
Opposition, who, at first, suspected theyer-
8one of the boa rd, but who (now that the
board have sent in an incomplete report)
are willing to accept the board as con-
sisting of the most pure and honourable
gentlemen, In regard to Mr. John
Davies and the truck question, the
member for Perth (Mr. Wilson) struck
the key-note to-night. Hon. members
on the front Ministerial bench know that
year after year every report sent in by
the General Manager was accompanied
by a strong request for trucks. And
what did the Forrest Government doP
Out down his estimates time after time.
And on the present leader of the Opposi-
tion, who was a member of the Forrest
Government and Commissioner of Rail-
ways, rests all the blame for the scarcity
of trucks. The present Ministry have
demonstrated that they have done a lot
of work. The Opposition will not give
them credit for it. They say, " You have
been five months in office." But to
refute that, look at the Bill-list exhibited
in this House; recollect the obstruction
which the Opposition caused, not only by
the introduction of obstructive motions,
but by their strong desire to prolong
debates, so that you, Mr. Speaker, have
had to call them to order for their stone-
walling tactics. Stonewalling has been
more common this session than in any
other; and yet that is what is called
assistance and a fair trial! I shall con-
clude by saying that one grave complaint
I have against the present Ministry' is
that they are too anxious to get out of
office. t very time there is a chance of
saying it, they say to the hun. members
opposite, "Comne across and take these
positions, and see what you can do."
Now, if Ministers would only consider the
interests of the country, I feel sure they
would withdraw ever ,ything of that sort
which they have said, and would fight to
the last to retain their seats; because we
know that the policy of the present
Government is the policy of the country;
and if Ministers go out without fighting
to, the last, then I contend the country
will have some cause to complain. Do
the Government intend, without a fight,
to hand over the affairs of the country
to a Government constituted of hon.
members opposite? We hear all sorts
of rumours of sandalwood, scrap-iron,

cow-hide, and other things. Tsthatthiesort
of Opposition on which the Ministry wish
to foist the affairs of State. If the present
MiniRtry have any thing to be ashamed of,
it is th eir expression of a desire to hand over
the reins of power to such hon. members.
I hope hon. members who are undecided
as to which way to vote will at least join
in the prayer for a dissolution of Parlia.
ment, because, according to the numbers
in the House to-night, the Government
will be defeated by one vote, and the con-
dluct of affairs may be left to the Opposi-
tion side. Those members who have not
explained their position know the risk of
voting blindly; if they are not able to
explain their vote may be placed in an
awkward position if they have to face the
country. I am not going to support the
motion.

[2 am., Saturday.]

MR. McDONALD (Cockburn Sound):
At this early hour of the morning I have
no intention of prolonging the debate only
for a few minutes, but I must enter my
protest against the language which has
been used during the debate which has
takeu place on the motion. I must say I
have never beard such language used in
any public meeting. When I sav it is
disgusting, that is the kindest thing I can
say about it. When I came into the
House I thought members left their
personal differences and disagreements
outside. When the leader of the Opposi-
tion moved the motion I am sorry to say
I was not present, but on reading his
speech I found the leader of the Opposition
told the House that the present Govern-
ment had sown the wind. I think the
bon. member, when Director of Public
Works and Commissioner of Railways,
allowed his two departments to sow pretty
well as they liked, and now the country is
reaping the benefits of the sowing, hence
we find these two departments thoroughly
disorg-anised. Speaker after speaker has
attacked the Commissioner of Railways,
who I think is doing good service to the
country and has done good service in the
action which he has taken, and I am cer-
tain his constituents are quite in accord
with the action he has taken and if he was
placed face to face with his constituents
next week he would be returned with a
larger majority than at the last election.
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The leader of the Opposition has practi-
cally, in his speech on the motion tried to
make out that the report of the John Davies
board, exonerates the General Manager.
I am not going to speak on the report
to-night, but nearly every member who
has spoken has done so, and. several
members have attacked the personnet of
the board. I was glad to hear the mem-
ber for Boulder refer to the gentlemen
constituting the board in the terms he
did, especially Mr. Shaw, who was given
a good character, the member for ]Boulder
having known the gentleman for years.
I can say of the other lay member of the
board, Captain Laurie, hie is one of the
smartest business men in Fremantle or in
Western Australia. I know as a fact the
General Manager, some years ago, offered
Captain Laurie a high position in the
railway service of the State. There are
many things in connection with the rail-
way system of the State which require to
be thoroughly reorganised, and when we
find it stated that the Chief Accountant
in the Railway D)epartment has 78 clerks
under him and his cash book cannot be
balanced except by one special clerk, and
it takes that officer a week to balance it,
that seems to me to be scandalous and a
discredit to the Chief Accountant, who
says he has been four or five years
reorganising that branch of the depart-
ment. No business man would allow his
saffairs to get into such a condition as
that. As the member for Perth said,
any business man could call for his cash-
book and cash "jd balance it in a few
moments. Not only the Railway Depart-
ment, but other departments require
reorganising, and I believe the Ministers
intended-and they had the ability, given
the tune-to do the work that is required.
I for one would only support the Govern-
ment so long as they kept the pledges
given to the people a t the last general
election. The Government are blamed
becausie in five months they have not
been able to reorganise this large civil
service department, which has been dis-
organised for the past ten years. Every
member when on the hustings-I think
members will agree with me on this-
pledged themselves to the reorganisation
of the civil service. One of the acts of
the member for Williams, the late
Director of Public Works, was to give
away part of the people's property in
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Fremnantle to a, powerful company like
Dalgety and Company, practically the
only block in Fremantle to which a
Biding could be run from the main
line, and I think it was highly dis-
creditable to allow that block to be
Bold for the paltry sum of £250, when
there was not another block on the main
line which could be used for customs
purposes.

MR. JAconrB: You don't know the facts.
Ma. McDONALD: I know the facts

better than the mnember for the Swan does.
MR. TAYLOR: Oh, he knows everything.
MR. JACOz: Of course he does.

M 1cDON1ALD:-.If the member for
the Swan came to Fremantle I could show
him the block, and perhaps it would Open
his eyes.

Ma.. JAcoir:. It is not the block, but
the departmental files we want to see.

Mn. 'McDONALD: They are on the
table. If Dalgety and Co. wanted this
laud and it was put up to public auction,
they could hare paid the price the block
was worth. We have had the member
for Beverley (Mr. Harper) declaiming
against the granting of a block of laud
to the tiimpers' Union by Sir .Tohn

IForrest. Because it was given to working
men the member for Beverley must raise
his voice against it, and I for one must
say with that hon. member I think Sir
John Forrest did not act rightly in that
transacation. He gave away property
which is valued at the present time at
between £6,000 and £7,000, whereas part

Iof that property would have suited the
ILumpers' Union quite as welt as the
whole of it. If this land had been given
to many of the companies which have
been mentioned in this House, like

Dleyand Co., Guthrie and Co., and
Btmn, I am sure the hon. member

would not have raised his voice against
it. Then we have heard mnacli about the
sandalwood trade of this State. What
do we find? We find that those com-
panies 1 mentioned just now are trying
to crush the weaker firms out of doing

i an y business in this trade. There is a
ring formed by these three firms, and
practically other men are debarred from

Igetting their sandalwood unloaded. That
is a positive facet. They are crushed out

*of existence. With regard to the large
slums of money outstanding by several

*companies, why is credit allowed to them
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to the extent of £3,000 or £4,000, whilst

if an ordinary storekeeper or trader has
a credit of £20 or £225 up to £100, he is
allowed about 12 hours to make that
good, or else his name is wiped off the
railway books. These companies, I say,
are allowed to go up to £8,000 or
£4,000, whereas a smaller man is cut
short at a moment's notice. I can sup-
port the action of the Commissioner of
Railways in the ausuiension of the General
Manager of Railwa~ys. I amx sure the
country is with the Commissioner of Rail-
ways in his action in that regar-d; and in
connection with many of the other officers
of the railway, I say these officers favour
the larger firms as against the srmaler
ones. The member for the Williams, as
I think the member for Wellington (Mr.
Teesdale Smith) or the member for
Sussex (Mr. Yelverton) said to-night,
allowed certain things to be done in the
public service which he would not allow
to be done in a private business.

MR. YELVERTON: I did not say that.
It was the member for Perth.

MR. McDONALD: The member for
Perth.

MR. DAGLISH: True, all the same.
MR. McDONALD: I amn sure the

bon. member (Mr. Yelverton) coincides
with what the hon. member for Perth
said.

MR. YELVERTON: I certainly do not
coincide with what the member for Perth
said.

Ma. McDONALD: I am not satisfied
with all the actions of the preseut Gov-
ernment, and I refer particularly to the
course adopted in connection with the
Early Closing Act. I consider that the
amendment whereby that Act would have
remained in force should have been passed
before the Upper House adjourned. At
the present moment we find that shops
both in Fremantle and Perth are open
two or three hours after the usual closingj
time at which they were comnpelled t
close when the Act was in existence.
Several shops in both towns have
been open till eight and nine o'clock
since this Act lapsed ; and I trust
that if the present Government are
turned out, the incoming Government
will see that the Act is renewed as soon
as possible. Several members on the
Opposition benches criticised the Govern-
ment for not having brought down sound
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and useful legislation. T think th4
Government have done their duty well td
the couutry, and I must congratulate the
member for East Perth (Hon. W. H.
James) on the way in which he has
brought down a number of Bills. Many
of these measures, such a.9 the Concilia-
tion and Arbitration Bill, have been
clamoured for by the country. I should
like to have seen a number of these Bills
brought into force, before the end of the
year. I aIR also in strict accord with the
action of the Government in relation to
the importation of fruit. In my opinion
that was one of their best actions towards
the people of this State. I am sorry the
member for South Perth (Mr. Gordon)
is not in his place this evening. The
other evening he made an attack upon
me, and upon the Minister for Works
(Hon. W. Kiogsmill). and the member
for Albany (Mr. Gardiner), by stating
that we used our influence to get £1,000
placed on the Estimates for a certain
road, which amount should have gone to
the dredging of the Coode-street chan nel.
I amn told the bon. member said he had
written to me on the subject. He never
wrote to me. I never spoke to the lion.
member for Albany in connection with
the matter. I met him in the street and
asked him to come iu.

MEMBER: You did speak to him.
MR. McDONALD: I met him in

Barrack-street, and asked him to come
with me. I do not think it is fair on the
part of the member for South Perth to
cast these insinuations in this House at
members who are thoroughly anxious to
do their duty.

MRt. GEORGE: .E do not think there
was any insinuation against you.

MR. GARUINEE: There was against
me, though.

MRt. GEORGE: You enjoyed it.
MR. McDONALD: I was supported

in the request for that money to he placed
on the Estimates for that road by the
mayor and councillors of Victoria Park,
the Canning Roads Board, the Belmont
Roads Board, South Perth Roads Hoard,
Melville Roads Board, and the Fremantle
Roads Board; and Mr. Hackett, who is
interested, stated that he was ver~y
anxious this money should be put
on the Estimates. There was another
matter referred to by the member for
Toodyay (Mr. Quinlan). He spoke about
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~the Minister for Lands having a large
amount of land down in the South-West.

'Having some property near this gentle-
man's I would like to explain to the
House the facts of the ease briefly.
I know for a fact that the Minister for
Lands has only 1,450 acres there, which
land was bought by him from a. friend of
mine, a Mr. Waddell, in whose firm there
were two partners, Waddeil and Orr.
These people were practically bankrupt;
and it was a very good tin~g for them
when the Minister for Lands purchased
their land, thus helping them out of their
difficulty. Farther, I know for a positive
fact that there is no drain nearer tbam
three miles to the land belonging to the
Minister. The hon. gentleman being
unable to reply for himself, I state what
I know to be facts. Had the member
for Toodyay (M~r. Quinlan) known the
facts as I know them, he would not have
referred to the matter at all. I have no
desire to detain the House at greater
length, as it is getting very late; and I
will conclude by stating my opinion that
members on this (Government) side, and
especially the Labour members, have a
much better chance of getting practical
domestic legislation passed by the Leake
Government, than by any Government
which can be formed from members sitting
on the Opposition benches. I, for one,
refuse to cast my vote against the men
whom I know to be deserving of my con-
fidence; and I trust that the example of
the member for South Fremantle (Mr.
Diamond) in crossing to this side of the
House will be followed in other instances.

MR. R. D. HUTCHINSON (Gerald-
ton) : Like the member for Cockburn
Sound (Mr. McDonald), I will state at
the opening of my remarks that I do not
intend to detain the House very long.
Unlike him, however, I shall not hold
the floor for 50 minutes. Possibly, the
hon. member was in earnest when he
said that he would not Speak for
many minutes; but if so, his minutes
must be like Scotch miles-very long
ones. I promise to be brief in my
remarks; and I shall be brief. In the
first place, I have to say that I consider
myself in no sense a supporter of what
has been termed tie old Forrest party,
although I have n )t sat as a member of
the present Ministerial party. Next, I
complain of the statements of certain lion.

members that I have broken my pledges
to my constituents in sitting as an oppo-
nent of the Leake Ministry. I have never
broken my promises, political or other-
wise; and I have no intention of doing
S0. [OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear.]
Whatever action I may' take in this House,
eithier to-night or at any other time, the
responsibility for such action is one I am
quite prepared to bear. That is all the
reply I have to make to certain speeches
delivered here recently. [OPPOsITION
MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] In the earlier
stages of the debate I had intended to
speak at some length; but 1 do not now
propose to carry that intention into effect.
Nearly all that I might have said has
already been said by other hon. members;
and there is no necessity for me to weary
the House by going over the same ground.
I do not see that any good can result
from my doing so. I shall be quite pre-
pared to explain my vote of to-night
when I go before my electors. Before
resuming may seat I desire to read to the
House the report of a speech delivered by
the Colonial Treasurer at Geraldton on
the Midland Railway question. I should
not have considered it my duty to rake
the matter up again, had it not been
maintained by members on the Govern-
ment side that the member for Guildford
(Mr. Rason) had made a misstatement
in refei-ence to it. This report is from
the West Australian of the 24th June,
1901. The present Colonial Treasurer, in
responding to the toast of "The Ministry,"
dealt with certain matters, and then went
on to speak as follows concerning the
Midland Railway :

He had gone f ully into the returns of the
Midland Railway Company for the last ten
years, and had come to the conclusion that
the Government must purchase the concession.
Every day's delay would mean a higher price,
for the reason that the returns promised a
profit this year of £465,000, or 3 per cent. on
.21,500,000. The Government could have pur-
chased the concession a little while ago for
£1,3WOOO. He felt sure that they could not
buy it at that figure now. In his opinion,
there was no time like the present for dealing
with this question

Later in the evening, the Colonial
Treasurer said that the line ought never to
have been undler offer to the Government
for £91,100,000. Now, it was stated here
the other night by the member for
Northam (Hon. G. Throssell) that the
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Government had been advised to open
negotiations with the Midland Rila
Company on the basis of £21,100000 ,ud.
that there was every reason to believe
that if the matter had been dealt with in
a tactful way, a sale might have been
effected at this price. There is no
question that but for these utterances of
the Colonial Treasurer there would be
considerably less difficulty and trouble in
buying out the Midland Railway Com-
pany than we shall now experience. I do
not propose to detain the House any
longer. I only wish to say that I shall
record my vote as I consider best in the
interests of the policy I have advocated,
and in a way which I think will tend to
the benefit of the country and to the
enactment of measures that I desire
should become the law of this State. I
intend to vote for the motion before the
House; and, as I said before, in casting
my vote I hold myself responsible to the
electors of Geraldton, and to those
electors alone.

OPPOSITION MEMBEnRS: Hear, hear.
MR. P. STONE (Greenough):; I have

no wish to detain the House by speaking
at any grealt length. I state at once that
it is my intention to support the motion
before the House. In my opinion, certain
members of the present Administration
have performed their duties in a very
satisfactory manner, while others have
proved hopeless failures. One act of
the present Ministry to which I take
particularly strong exception; is that of
the Attorney General in the Pennefatber
case. Mr. Pennefather, who was ap-
pointed a Judge of the Supreme Court,
is a man against whose character no one
has ever been able to say a word. In
every position he has held, and in every
transaction he has been engaged in, Mr.
Pennefather has proved himself a man
worthy of esteem ; and I therefore con-
sider the action of the Attorney General
very unfair to Mr. Pennefather as well
as prejudicial to all the best interests of
the country. Mr. Pennefatber's abilities
as a Judge have not been called in ques-
tion; and the manner in which he has
disposed of the business brought before
him has given the public great satis-
faction. I do not take exception in any
way to Mr. Parker's appointment as a
Judge; for I consider him as good a man
as can be secured for the position. But

in my opinion the treatment meted oun
to Mr. Pennefather was neither fair not
manly; and that treatment constitutes one
of my reasons for voting against the
Government. The Premier also pledged
himself when be was leading the federal
camplaign that he would protect the sliding
scale provided by the Commonwealth Bim.
That promise he is inclined to wriggle
out of now, when lie gets thle chance.
The result of Federation no one of us has
any reason to be proud of. It is touching
our pockets, and that is a thing we do
ndt lke. The question of the railways,

adof John Davies and G. W. Davies,
which has been before us so very loxw.,
and on which we have heard too much, is
a matter with which I am not satisfied.
I think someone has erred, someone has
blundered ; and the State has been robbed
of certain moneys which should now be
in the Treasury chest. The Midland
and other private companies must have
Smarter business men handling their
affairs than have the people of this State.
Those private companies can carry on
their operations at a great deal less
expense, and with less stock. With these
few remarks I shall conclude; and I will
support the motion.

MR. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret): I
am, I think, the last member on the
Labour bench to speak on this question;
and the hour is pretty late. [MEMBER:
Earl y.] I will not make the error
previous speakers have made of saying I
will not be long. T will not promise
that, in case I may wander. I certainly
think, too, that 1, as a Labour main,
should protest against the tone this debate
has assumed. I certainly do not find
as much fault als is found by other mom-
hers with the personalities introduced.
I think in a matter of this kind, when we
see personality sticking out as it has
stuck out during this debate, it is hard
for a. man to refrain from allowing it to
appear in his language. It has been said
by Several speakers that at man can be
politicaflly dishonest and privately honour-
able. With that I certainly do not agree.
I always believed that if a man is

Ipolitically dishonest, he is privately dis-
honest-[HoN. F. H. PiEssE: Hear, hear]
-and T am of that opinion now. I think,
if a man cannot be trusted in private life
with ay great responsibility, he cannot

i be trusted with any great office of State;
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and the converse is equally true. I was
struck by the opening remarks of the
member for the Williams in moving the
no-confidence motion. He said that the
Commissioner of Railways, when in
Opposition in 1899, had accused the
then Commissioner, the member for the
Williams, of not dealing effectively with
the railways. Now, whatever grounds
the member for East Fremantle had at
that time for making that accusation , I
sat, subsequent developments have proved
the case, to use the good old phrase,
"up to the hilt." I differ from anumber
of speakers in this House with reference
to the evidence taken by the John Davies
board, and also as to tlie findings of that
board. I believe I amn safe in saying that
I have read that report as carefully as
most hon. members in this Chamber, and
I find the report teeming in almost every
line of it with instances which show that
John Davies does not come out of this
railway transaction clean. I say, iflIwere
in a position of trust and were mixed up
in any financial matters of that sort, and
could not be tried by a board, with counsel
to defend mue, and come out of it cleaner
than that, I should think about rolling up
my swag and clearing out of the country.
That is the way I feel. I could refer to
instances in that report, which I will not
inflict upon the House. But there are
two small wires sent which will show that
there has been something very wrong in
the whole of that business. I will read
from page 25-wire from Mr. Evans,
acting locomotive engineer, Kalgoorlie, to
the General Manager :

Kalgoorlie, April ?4th. To the General
Manager, Railways.-Have arranged to obtain
water as instructed. Farther rainfall this
district. 19,000,000 Carrallee - Coolgardie.
6,250,000 of which in Eufling-Woolgangie.
Sutherland's water costs Kalgoorlie 29. 9d.;
Woolgangie is. Ild, per 100. Traffic slack;
therefore recommend caencelling your arrange-
ment forthwith.

I believe the figures mentioned represent
gallons. Now those arrangements were
to take the water from Sutherland's; and
farther on in the evidence, Mr. Pilkington,
who conducted the case for the Govern-
ment, says that Sutherland's is identical
with the Kurrawang Company. Counsel
says:-

Therefore, on 24th April, Mr. John Davies
had before bin, the fact that Mr. Evans, whose
recommendations I think the board will find,

I as a rule, to be somewhat reasonable, apart
from any influence that my have been brought
to bear upon him, sends down this very
reasonable recommendation. He says that be
could haul water from Woolgangie dam at Is.
ld., and therefore recommends that the

contract for paying 2s. 6d. should be put a"
end to. I have already pointed out that
Sutherland's water means the comnpany's water.
That is a portion of the case which I think of
very considerable importance, because on
receipt of that wire the General Manager
neither wrote nor wired any definite answer
to Mr. Evans; but we find that on April 24th
b e wires the acting-boco, engineer as follows:
"Will discuss the question of water supply at

IKaigoorlie on Saturday next."

IThe evidence shows that Mr. Davies met
this gentleman on Saturday, and be

Iwrites another letter, totally against the
first wire which be hadl sent, although
they had at that time 19,000,000 gallons

ofwtrin their own dam according to
iMr. Evans, which they could utilise on
the railway line at 10d. per hundred

Igallons cheaper than they were buying it
from the company for. The Government
would have saved X7.916. Now, I think
a man who is managing a business,
no matter how large that business may
be, cannot afFordI to lose an opportu-
nity like that by overpaying for any
commodity to the amount of £27,916.
I presume that water would not have
lasted long; I do not know how long it

Iwould take for the Railway Department
to use 19 million gallons of water; no
matter how long, it would have meant a
saving of money. There are several
instances of a similar character which are

I equally or more condemnatory on the
member for the Williams, the then
Commissioner. T think any person who
reads the report, and reads it without
bias or prejudice, can only come to one
couclusion. John Davies is a man I have
not seen above twice in my life, and I
have only spoken to him once, but anyone
who reads this report-I was going to say
with an "open mind," but I would not
say that, because we know bow many have
read it already with an " open mind "-I
do not think it would be any credit to

myefto read anything with an open
midmust come to the conclusion that

the board does not give a decision as to
how guilty or innocent John Davies was.
I do not know whether that was a mistake
in the appointment of the board; some
members say the board had not the power
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to say so; if that is the case, T regret the
board dlid not have the power.

MR. YELvERTON: Absolute power.
Mu. TAYLOR: Some members have

said the board had not the power. These
boards of inquiry should be called on to
take evidence and give their decision. T
think I have heard certain aspersions
made against a gentleman who sat on the
board. I happen to know one of the
members of the board whose appointment
some members have questioned, especially
the member for East Kimberley, the
accountant, I refer to Mr. Shaw, who, I
believe is identical with a man of the samne
nameI knew in Queensland. T know the
character the man had there. He was an
ironmonger in a big way of business,
and he had the confidence of the people
amongst whom he lived, and I think lie
must have the confidence of the people
here. It is not fair for members to pass
remarks about men who are absent and
are not in a position to defend themselves.
I have spoken strongly on that matter
before in the House when the member
for the Murray made an attack on a
gentleman in a high position. It is
equally -bad taste to make accusations
against men whether in high or low
positions and I shall never do so. I speak
of John Davies as a public man, and I
cannot refer to the board without speak-
ing of that gentleman. I certainly say
I differ from the member for Perth (Mr.
Wilson) who felt satisfied that John
Davies did not come out as clean as he
should have done, but in the next breath
the member for Perth said John Davies
should have been plastered over in some
way or other. He called on the Govern-
meat, or the Opposition if they take the
Treasury benches, to pay John Davies
compensation, and he spoke of thousands
of pounds, for loss of character. If that
gentleman has not come out of this
inquiry with clean hands he deserves no
compensation. I am sorry to stand up in
the House and say what I have to say in
regard to the tenor of the debate.
'Those members who have spoken favour-
ably about John Davies, have done so
because he has been in a high position,
but the other gentleman who did not
occupy a high position was condemned.
I kow nothing about the gentleman, but
he was tried by a board, found guilty of a
breach of discipline and dismissed. The

Commissioner has told us that when he
appointed this gentleman there was
nothing on the files concerning him. The
Commissioner read all the files and there
was not anything to show why the man
was dismissed. After the appointment
we find from what the Commissioner
stated that files were practically menu-
factured or were manufactured to con-
vict this man. These files were placed
before the board, who found that the
officer was not worthy to stay in the
service. The Commissioner was practi-
cally satisfied with the decision of the
board, and he gave the House his assur-
ance that bad he seen the file before be
appointed G. W. Davies he would not
have taken the gentleman into the service.
I accept the word of the Commissioner.
I have no reason to disbelieve him. I
think the hard things said about G. W.
Davies somewhat out of place in the
House. If he has committed a breach of
discipline or broken departmental rules,
he has been dismissed, which is the
punishment for his offence. I do not
think those members who have stood up
here and made G. W. Davies the object
of their vituperation would be so ready to
say the same things outside the House.
Members who abuse the privileges of
Parliament in every respect will get no
quarter from me while they do so. I
listened with great interest to the member
for Northam. I have k-nown that bon.
member a good while. I have been in the
country eight years, and I have read of
the member for Northamn as the lion of
Northam: if he were named more appro-
priately he would be called the fox of
Northam.

MR. YELYEEToN: Somebody else said
that before.

MR. TAYLOR: That would be more
appropriate. We heard in the early part
of the debate the hon. member for the
South -West Mining District say the
country had to thank the old Government
for constructing a railway from the coast
to the goldfields. I would point out that
the goldfields people have nothing to thank
the Forrest Government for in the matter
of railway connections.

Mu. TiaoAns: Oh, yes, we have.
Me. TAYLOR: I have here the profit

and loss of the railways contained in the
Votes and Proceedings of Parliament.
The loss on the Northern railways to
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September was £8,768; Great Southern
Railway, loss £15,377; Eastern Gold-
fields -Railway, profit £119,021; South-
Western Railway, loss £25,011 ; Eastern
Railways, profit £92,201.

MR. WILSON -: All the coal wa carried
free P

MRn. TAYLOR: I do not know any-
thing about that. Ask the member for
the South-West Mining District (Mr.
Ewing). We find a grand total profit of
£9160,376, so that the goldfields railway
lines have given the Government a profit
of £160,000 odd, and the major portions
of the lines have been run at a loss. I
assert that the goldfields have nothing to
thank anybody for. If they had been
running these lines at a loss, I might say
they had something to be thankful for.

MR. MOORHESAD: Very generous to the
people from the other States,

MR.L T A Y LOR: Were they very
generous to the people who came here
from the other StatesP We have opened
up your country for you. I have been in
this country about eight years, and there
are very few gentlemen in this House
as now constituted who have been over
one-tenth part of the country that I
have been over. Then they talk about a
man going back. We have built your
country, we have made it one of the
States of the Oommonwealth, we have
made it a place on the map or Australia,
and you talk to us about leaving the
country ! I have no bias against
this country, or anyone. If I had I
would leave it, but I am here, and
I am goiug to do the beat I can for it.
I believe in the country I live in, and I
look upon it as being as much my country
as is any other portion of Australia. I
am an Australian and a Federalist, and I
believe in making Australia a nation.
I look upon Western Australia as being
as much my country as is the country
in which I was born. There is nothing
parochial about ine.

MeMBER: There iis no room here.
Mn. TAYLOR: Not for a 'nan like

me? [General laughter.] If a iuan has
brains and talents, he wants some scope
for them. We heard a, good deal from the
member for Wellington (Mr. Teesdale
Smith) on the eight-hours question, and
he thoughit one of the principal reasons
why the present Government should go
out was that they did not pass an eight

hours Bill, or put into force the eight
hours system on the sawmills. I have
been in favour of the eight hours system,
and employers know it well. I am
genuine in my remarks and my politics,
or I would not be in this House. There
is no man in this country who ought,
more than the member for Wellington,
to ask for the adoption of legislation
whereby the eight hours system would
be adopted on the sawmills. If I had
worked men for as long a time as he has
for over eight hours a day, I would take
steps to have such legislation placed upon
the statute book. The conscience of the
hon. member pricks him. in the matter.
I have been dealing with men of the
description of the bon. member all my
life, and that is why I am such an
undying enemy to that (Opposition) side
of the House. You can always expect
myj undying hostility unless you alter
wonderfully. The member for Well-
ington says he wants the system of
eight hours a day. No one will be more
surprised to hear this than the people of
Wellington. I have been in commnunica-
tion with the labour people in every
electorate in this State. There is no
mistake about it, the hion. member is not
coming back any more. If this vote be
carried to-night, and if we go to the
country, as I hope we shall do, I am
addressing a few members to-night for
the last time, because they will not be
here when I come back. [General
laughter.] We heard the member for
Murchison (Mr. Nanson). I have heard
him speak on my left, and I have heard
him speak on my right. I certainly con-
gratulated him on the first speech be
delivered with any force in this House,
and that was in defence of the freedom
of the Press. I say no member could
have listened to him without feeling

pleared, and admiring the noble and
eloquent defence he made in favour of
the freedom and liberty of the rress.
After hearing that eloquent address, and
that noble defence, I thought there was
something good coining from the hon.
member, but what did I find P I found
him standing in the same place a few
weeks afterwards advocating the gag, and
I said, "There is a gentleman who can
talk on either side." I saw the Premier
put his eye on him, and it was not a week
afterwards when he gave him the " boot."

r8 NovExB.Es, 1901.]NO C601,9dence:
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Then the hon. member was received with
open arms in a way in which I have
never seen renegades received before
under similar conditions.

MEMBER: How about to-night?

MR. TAYLOR: No renegade, no
kicking out; but the force of argument
and a feeling of duty to his constituency
caused that member (Mr. Diamond) to
decide to vote for the Government. That
is a man who heard the democratic cry of
April last. He heard the cry then, as we
heard the wails of lamentation of the old
party rising to the skies, when they
founld that something like two-thirds of
the whole of the voters of this State voted
in favour of the then Opposition, and in
favour of the present Government; but I
do not know for how long it will be the
Government, seeing the phalanx in front
of me. I say the member for the Mur-
chison last night reached the climax of my
antipathy. I have been a close reader of
both the Perth Sunday Times and the Kal-
goorlie Sunday Sun. I am not ashamed
to say that I have been a subscriber to
those journals when I have been within
purchasing distance. I have never found
in those journals anything so vile or filthy
as a recent utterance by one member
who is a writer in the respeetable Press.
When I do find anything of so disgusting
a nature in the respectable Press, I shall
Cease to read such papers. I may as well
deal with a certain gentleman who is not
likely to be here when I come back. I refer
to the member for the Murray (Mr.
George). We heard a most eloquent
address from that member to-night in
defence of the new party.

MR. TEESDA&LE SMITH: He is not here
just now.

[3 am., Saturday.]

MR. TAYLOR: That beinig so, T will
let him down lightly. I will say that he
might, perhaps, be back when I comne
back. He represented the Commissioner
as havingr said, in regard to the appoint-
went of G. W. Davies, that hie could not
find in a body of 6,000 men one to fill a
position of responsibility and trust. But
I wish to point out to the member for the
Murray that out of the 6,000 men
employed by the Railway Department
only a very small proportion possess

anything like the education and the
special ability needed to fill the position
of secretary to the Commissioner. It is
unfair to sa y that the Commissioner had
6,000 men to choose from. There are
not many hundreds in the service en-
gaged in clerical employment, If there
were, it would afford hon. members
sufficient explanation of the fact that

th alas are not paying. In making
a elcion, I may point out for the benefit
of the member for the Murray, the Com-
missioner had to disregard such classes
of employees as fettlers, for instance; and
the area of selection was thus limited to
a very small minority of the 6,000
employees. The member for Wellington
(Mr. Teesdale Smith), who has some
knowledge of railway matters, will bear
me out in that,

OPPOSITION MEMBER: No; he won't.
MR. TAYLOR: Oh yes; he will.
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: If you keep on,

I shall soon be on the other side of the
House.

MR. TAYLOR: Well, you can come
over without ratting. The member for
the Murray (Mr. George) has told us
that the Labour legislation proposed by
the present Government was introduced
only for the purpose of " drawing " the
conservative members on the Opposition
side, in the knowledge that, the Govern-
ment being in a minority, it would only
mean a short time in any event before a
no-confidence motion would be moved.
Thus, it was said, the Government would
be given a good handle against the
Opposition when going to the country.
The member for the Murray maintained
that the sole object of the Government
in introducing such domestic legislation
was to get it blocked by the Opposition,
and then go to the country with that
cry. There is no denying that the Oppo-
sition did block domestic legislation,
which I have every reason to believe was
brought down in all earnestness and
sincerity.

MR. QuyNrNn: We doubt it very
much.

MR. TAYLOR: I do not doubt it, or
I should not be where I am. I will tell
hon. members my special reason for
believing in the sincerity of the Premier
and the Ministry. At the commence-
ment of the session I asked the Premier
what position he would take with regard
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to a Redistribution of Seats Bill, fis
reply was.~- I would like to see a
Redistribution of Seats Bill brought
down at a very early stage of this session;-
but we cannot pass it without altering
the Constitution. The Constitution will
have to be altered if such a Bill be
passed, which means that imimediately
after it is passed we shall have to go to
the country. I have no desire to go to
the country immediately, as there is
other legislation which should go through
first. For that reason there is no chance
of a Redistribution of Seats Bill being
introduced this session. It will be intro-
duced next session, and then we shalt go
to the country. It is hardly fair to have
two elections in one year for the sake of
a Redistribution of Seats Bill." I there-
fore consider myself justified in believing
the Premier as against hon. members on
"ty right (Opposition), who know they
are perfectly safe in moving this motion,
provided their following sticks to them.
We have been here now for five months,
and have partially disposed of a number
of Bills. If we get a dissolution now,
our work of the past five months will be
utterly thrown away, or, as one member
put it, tossed into the waste paper
basket. The passing of a Redistribution
of Seats Bill means another election so
soon as it is carried. Therefore, that
wave of democracy on my right demands
a change of Government on another
question. [Laughter.] I will show tho
fallacy of the statements made. I have
not yet heard one tangible, sensible
reason from any member of the Opposi-
tion why the motion should be carried,
why the Government should be thrown
out. I am waiting anxiously to learn
from the niember for the Williams why
the Government should be turned out.
There is no doubt that lion, member was
thoroughly in earnest in moving the
motion; but he gave no reasons why it
should be carried. It is to be hoped that
he will rise to the occasion in making his
reply. I do not claim to be an orator of
any description; but I certainly do say
that with a ten years' experience of Far-
liamnent, and a five years' experience on
the Treasury bench, I should be able to
do a no-confidence motion more justice
than the hon. gentleman did it. [Minis-
terial laughiter.] His manner showed
that he ha no confidence in himself.

That is the only explanation I can sug fgest
of his fare to put forward a single
good argument. And when he goes to
the country the country will tell him-

MR. QUHJiAw : What about manners
on the part of the Miniaterialists ?

Mn. TAYLOR: Oh, manners! He
was let down lightly. Do you call that
interjecting? I do not know where you
have been:- you in ust have been buried
for the last: ten years. [Laughter.] I
will come along now to another of the
democrats on the Opposition side of the
House. I am sorry he is not here just
now, because I do not care to speak
about a member in his absence. How-
ever, I intend to have a few words to say
about the member for East Kimberley
(Mr. Connor). I told him I intended to
speak of him, but I did not expect the
honour of finding the gentleman present
to hear my speech. I will read to the
House the opinion of a paper I have
admired for a long time as being a truth-
ful journal, and I am certainly not
going to question its truthfulness in this
instance. I have here a number of the
Sydney Freeman's Journal, which con-
tains a portrait and a biography of the
member for East Kimberley. 'With your
permission, Mr. Speaker, I shall lay the
paper on the table of the House after I
have finished with it. The article reads
as follows;-

In presenting Freemen resders with the por-
trait of Mr. Frank Connor, M.L A., a genial
and patriotic Irishman who has made his
mark in the tiolden West, the following brief
sketch of that gentleman's career cannot fail
to be of interest. The town of Newry, that
gave to England her late Chief Justice, Lord
Russell of Killowen, and to the Austrailian
Stiates men of such calibre as Sir Charles
Gavan Duffy, one time Premier of Victoria,
and the late Sir Patrick A: Jennings, one time
Premier of New South Wales-that same
unpretentious little northern town that prides
herself on counting among her many illus-
trious sons such men as John Mitchell and his
compatriot, John M1artin-also gave to West-
ern Australia two prominent politicians, one
of whom is the subject of this sketch.
Farther on, the article states-.

Although representing a pastoral district,
where single squatters hold the preponderance
of the power as voters, Mr. Connor has more
than once shown his unswerving fidelity to
democratic legislation in the Westralian Par-
liament, and by those who krnow him best he
is regarded as the fittest and most capable in
the Perth Legislature to take the lead in
Labour Polities.

No Confidence: [8 XoVFMBER, 1901.1
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And yet we find the hon. gentleman
sitting in Opposition!I Now when the
hon. member could impose on this news-
paper, no wonder he could impose on the
electors of the North, where the voters
are few and the cattle are many. A little,
farther on the article continues:

Whenever the interests of his constituency,
or the still greater interests of democracy,
demand his advocacy, he is ever in his
pce-

Although he is not here to-night, when
democracy is calling on him to vote
against this motion-
And never fails to give a good account of
himself.

As I hope he -will do to-night. That is
another member who is sitting on the
side where, we are told, democracy is to
be found. He is sitting on the same side
as an hon. member who is as highly
respected as any in this Chamber, who
told us to-night that the Government
should be turned out for one particular
reason amongst others-because they
were dominated by the Labour pat.
That hon. member says the Government
should be turned out because they are
dominated by the Labour party, because
their politics are too democratic for the
hide-bound Conservatives sitting in Oppo-
sition. Yet in that very same Opposition
we have the hon. member from Newry,
who is " ever in his place when democracy
requires his advocacy ": we have him
(Mr. Connor) sitting there among, the
Conservatives; we have also the member
for the South-West Mining district (Mr.
Ewing) ; we have also the member (Mr.
Hayward) representing the birthplace of
one of the greatest men who ever sat in
this Chamber, Sir John Forrest. I say
that should be a recommendation, and a
journal printed in the town from which
Sir John Forrest came should be worth*
of quotation here to-night. Let us listen
to what that paper says of the political
position of Sir John Forrest, notwith-
standing that he represented Bumbury for
ten years. where no man dared oppose
him. I have here the BDanbzry Herald
of .5th November, 1901, and this is the
last. paragraph of the leader:

To crown all, we have Mr. Piesse' notice of
want of confidence in the present Government
-another studied attempt to waste time and
to wreh and destroy the legislative work of
thlepresent; session. Members of parliament

- more particularly those sitting on the
Opposition benches-do not apparently care a
fig for the progress and welfare of the country
so long as they are permitted to attack charac-
tore, impute unworthy motives, and degrade
the authority of the Government. If the
no-confidence motion is passed, there should
be an immediate appeal to the country. We

Iwant no more shuffling-
Of course, we have had 10 years of it-
nor the return to Parliament of "Indepen-
dent" political wobblers. As the Opposition,
being numerically strong, decline to allow any
useful business to be proceeded with, there is
only one thing left for the Leake Government.

Iand it is to fight to the last in the House and
then to appeal to the country.

I do not know about the latter portion of
that- but I can always depend on the
Premier to fight to the'last:

The South-West members, by combination,
could save the Government, and what is more
to the point, could arrest the daily degradation
of parliament and insist upon needed legisla-
tion being carried out. If they continue to
"sit stiff," they wvill be partly responsible for
the political chaos into which this State is
rapidly drifting. And that is only another

Bay of remiarking that they are constructing
their own political sepulchres.

MR. YELVERTON: The same gentleman
tells us the opposite thing, about once a
week.

MR. TAYLOR: Well, this is his last
utterance. He is up-to-date. He knows
more about you now than he ever knew
before. I take the last assay test of you.

MRx. TEESDALE SMITH:.- I should like
to read an explanation from the Ewn bury

'Herald.
THE SPEAKER: I do not think the

hon. member can do that, in explanation.
Mn. TAYLOR: We have heard what

Mr. Harper said about the farming con-
stituencies of this State. I have much

Ipleasure in pointing out to the House
that teleader of the Labour party (Mr.
Hastie) has been flying round a bit.
He has visited the farming centres. I
do not know whether he has an eye on a
farm ; but I was rather jealous when I
read the eulogistic articles that appeared
in the newspapers of those districts, and
nice speeches which those farmers made,

Iand the way in which my leader was
received. Tbe people were quite satis-
fied that if all Labour members were like
the member for Kanownta, Labour was a
valuable element to introduce to the
House; and they were very Sorry they
could not get Labour members to contest
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farming constituencies. And I noticed
that our leader, when he came back, bad
to get a bigger hat. His head started to
swell. That accounts for so many large
heads on this bench. He is now get-
ting back to his usual size of hat;
but he has still his eye on the farming
constituencies. We have also heard a lot
about the man who has been managing
the railways. That has been the bone of
contention during the whole of this
debate. It is the same as I have always
heard. Men can seldom be found to
speak on behalf Of those who receive
small salaries; but once a man gets into
a high position, you cannot dismiss him.
He has then a character, and you blacken
it by "sRacking " him. He can do any-
thing he likes in the way of neglect or
mismanagement. Contrast that state of
affairs with the treatment meted out to a
man with a small salary! I will not go
so far as to accuse Mr. John Davies of
doing other than neglecting or mis-
managing his work. I daresay some men
will be harsh enough, on the evidence., to
say there was collusion in the matter.
But I am going to say that unless he is
a man who lacks business ability-and
the member for the Williams either lacks
business ability or else is a fool-he has
been got at by the Kurrawang Company.
Either there is collusion between the
member for the Williams and the Kurra-
wang Company while the hon. member
was Commissioner of Railways, or he
lacks business capacity, and the member
for Wellington (Mr. Teesdale Smith), as
manager of that company, has fooled
him.

Hox. F. ff. PIESSx: The hon. member
says there has been collusion between
myself and the company. I think it is a
monstrous charge to make, and I defy
him or anyone else to prove there has
been collusion.

MR. TAYLOR: If I accused the hon.
member of collusion, I did not intend to
do so. I said it was one of two things,
that the hon. member was either guilty
of collusion or he was a fool. There is
no doubt in my mind what the sentiments
of the people are, which will be proved if
we go to the country. The hon. member
(Hon. F. H. Piesse) may come back, but
is party will not.

Hon. F. H. PLEaSE: Theme is no
collusion about you-it is all fool.

MR. TA YLOR: We had a statement
last night as to the procedure in the Rail-
way Department when the hon. member
was Commissioner. The present Com-
missioner of Railways is not a man who
elaborates or flatters himself on his
eloquence, he puts straight facts to the
House, but when the bon. gentleman
described the monthly conferences of the
last Commissioner with the heads of the
department he was carried away by his
eloquence. The conferences were held in
a room upstairs, and I remember how a
description of the meetings was conveyed
to me. The heads of the department sat
around a table with the General Manager
at one end, while there was a. vacant chair
at the head of the table. A guard of
honour stood at the door. Presently a
special train would be driven up, and the
General Manager would rise and an-
nounce, "His Majesty the Commissioner,"
when -all would rise and salute. The
Commissioner would enter, take his seat,
and the meeting would discuss the past.
There are no records of the proceedings, but
I suppose His Majesty' the Commissioner
of Railways would describe the gathering
as about the 36th or 120th meeting during
his term of office, and the meeting was
then conducted on the same lines as
hitherto. No trace of the meetings were
left behind. When the meeting was
ended the officers would walk backwards
out of the office covering their tracks.
That is what the Commissioner conveyed
to me about the conferences. When that
kind of thing went on no wonder the
railways are in their present state. T
have listened to the member for Sussex
to-night; he spoke very decidedly against
the Commistioner of Railways, but I will
read to you what he said a mouth ago, it
will show how inconsistent he is;

It has been said there is no justification
for the aetion of the Commissioner of Rtail-
ways in regard to the charges made against
Mr. John Davies. I am bound to say, from
what I knew beforehand-and the Commis-
sioner must have known considerably more-
there waa every justification for the charges
made.

MR. YELVnRTON: I never said ay-
thing different to-night.

MR. TAYLOR: That is what the bon.
member said a month ago. I have heard
what he said to-night and I leave the
hon. member at that. I must go to the
member for the Williams again, for I
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cannot help speaking on that particular
exchange of the block of land at Fre-
mantle for the block of land at Albany.
The Labour people of Albany and Fre-
mantle sent all the pros and cons of the
case to me as they occurred:; they had no
access to the files, but they found out
that this property had been disposdd of,
and I will tell you what they told me. I
made some notes about this matter but I
did not bring them with mre, so I shall
have to speak from memory. They told
me that block of laud at Fremantle
was worth something like £3,000,
and the block at Albany was worth

£25: t wa pretty wvell all stone.
I do not now if I am misrepre-
senting- the case, but that is how
the people stated the facts to me.
I find the Premier has been reading the
files of the negotiations between flalgety
& Go. and the member for the Williams,
the then Commissioner. I will read you
what the Premier has said, and I supp~ose
he is one of the highest legal authorities
in the State. He has given this opinion
in the House, and lawyers do not give
opmnions as a rule without the usual 6s.

8.After dealing with the liability as
to the exchange of the property, and
dealing with it in every possible way, he
says: " From the beginning the transac-
tion was unquestionably one of a quest ion
of policy. He might also say it was a
disgraceful one, and he certainly said it
was an illegal one, because they had no
power to effect any exchange of the land."
The act wats no doubt an illegal one, and
a Minister of the Crown has been proved
guilty of an illegal act, and one which
should disqualify him from sitting in the
Rouse, let alone trying to reath the reins
of power. The opinion is by a, high legal
authority, a KGC. By the way, on one
auspicious occasion, in the Queen's Hall,
I saw this very gentleman in his official
garb: he had a pair of long silk stockings
on and a big wig, and I know there must
be some distinction between a KGC. and a
cYclistr-.(aughter)-because I saw some
difference which I well remember. I know
the hon. member told mue that he caught
cold through having his short clothes on.
(Laughter.) I did not promise to knock
off too soon, but I am not going to delay
this sitting. I think 1 have given you
my reasons why I am going to vote
against the motion. I feel sure all the

eloquence in the country, and all that I
can say, will not alter the opinion of hon.
members in this House. I believe mem-
bers on the Opposition side are going
to vote for the motion, and all I can say
will not alter their ideas. What I do say
is, I hope if the motion is carried we shall
go to the country, and I feel confident of
the result. It is time the country should
have a say who is going to lead the Gov-
erumentof thecountry. Itis no use playing
the ins and outs until one party is strong
enough to carry on the business of the
State. It is time to be serious in the
matter, and I hope sincerely the country
will be able to decide. When I see before
me the numbers and the names-I could
mention them all1-I am assured the
Government will be beaten by one vote.
I forgot the member for the Murchison
is not here. According to the telegrams
appearing in the newspapers about the
different constituencies, I believe he was
returned by one vote at the last election.
I do not admire the gentleman who
recorded that one vote in the way he did
after what I beard in the House last night.
We have the member for East Kimberley
(Mr. Gonnor), another man with one
vote. But he is a democrat. There are
the members for South Perth (Mr. Gor-
don), the member for Gluildford (Mr.
Eason), and last but not least the member
for the Swan (Mr. Jacoby). There is a
list of names of members to whom I nay
not be able to speak again in this House,
and it is just as well I should say a word
now. When I listened to the member
for South Perth it put me in mind of the
old story of the person with cap and
bells, who on the most serious subjects
could jest, and accept no responsibility.
I think that the hion. member, instead of
gracing the circle of His Majesty's
Assembly, wonld be better fitted for a
circus. Touching on the agriculturists,
I say the argument of the gentleman
who urged that the Government were
dominated by the Labour party was the
most unreasonable argument I ever heard
why the Government should be turned
out. The member for Beverley (Mr.
Harper) said that if we allowed the Gov-
ernment to go into recess the Government
would be dominated by the Labour party
outside of Parliament. They could not
be dominated by people inside Parlia-
ment, if Parliament were not in session.
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It shows how much democracy there is in
the member for Beverle y, one of the lead-
ing members of the Opposition, who
claim to be the democrats of this country.
From what I heard of the farming con-
stituencies, I did Dot think they had men
among them so conservative, hut I am
satisfied that the member for Beverley
is a very crusty conservaLive. I say, in
conclusion, I believe that this motion will
be carried. I am sorry, too. When I
remember that the member for the
Williams was for five years Commissioner
in charge of the railways, I ask what has
he earned for himself and the party to
which he belongs 9 I was in the back
country, but I read the papers during the
whole of the debate which occurred when
he left that position, and I say, with all
earnestness, that what the hon. member
earned for himself and the party after
five years' administration was the in-
delible stigma of public abhorrence. I
say that, too, because people may not
be able to remove him f rom the electorate
he represents, for he has been there a
number of years, and the general opinion
is that he owns the farmers and the
farms. I know what it is where working
people are. I have been where there
have been capitalists, and I know of a
case where a person on one of the mines
went amongst the men with an electors'
roll in his hand.

MEMBER: Not with the consent of the
candidate.

MR. TAYLOR: Not with his consent.
He said, "Had I known that, Taylor, I
would have stopped it, but I have nothing
to do with that mine except being a
director. I do not interfere with the
working of it, and you know what men
in their over-zeal will do with their em-
ployees. I believe you when you say
they did it." I said they were saking
men who were my most strongest sup.
porters, and that was not fair. He said,
" Are they doing that t '? I said,4"They
are sacking my strongest supporters and
replacing them with Italians." The out-
come of it was that there was a fight
between the wood-cutters and the Italians
shortly after the election, and the police
made several arrests. I do not think the
man who opposed we, Mr. G, W. Hall,
used any of that power himself, but I
know it was used, and members know
that this sort of thing is done at election

times. Many men in whose favour it is
used may not themselves believe in it,

Iand they are not in a position to prevent
it. I can imagine what an election is in
farming districts where there are only a,
few employers and the chances of work
are little. Where the men belong to the
employer, there is no chance of getting a
labour member in, otherwise we would
not have heard the sentiments to whicha
the member for Beverley gave utterance
to-night. I -will vote against the motion.

Mat. MOORHEAD (North Murchison):
I think I should be guilty of greater pre-
sumption than even my worst enemies
would attribute to me were I to d*4ain
the House with a. long speech. I wish,
however, to interpose in the debate, to
say one or two things with reference to
a matter which has been discussed at con-
siderable length to the detriment of
the character of a man not present to
defend himself. It has been a matter of
lpain to me that in a debate on a motion
of want of confidence in the Government,
battiedore and shuttlecock should be
played with the chiaracter of any man. I
regret exceedingly the language which
has been uttered with reference to the
doings anld actions of a man in the
position of John Davies, and I purpose in
as few words as possible to put the
position of that gentleman clearly anud
fairly before the House. Allow rae to
say at once with reference to the board
of inquiry, that I do not share the views
of some gentlemen who have paraded
their opinion that the board was an
impartial board. I say so with the full
recollection and consciousness I hold both
as a member of the House and as a
member of the Ear of this country. I
would call the attention of hon. members
to the fact that in the first place the
paltes who were prosecuting in this
instance had the right to choose the
bench before which the accused appeared.
That is opposed to all sense of British
fair-play. Again, the ablest ability that
could be obtained in' this colony was
obtained by the Government to press
home the charges, for the preparation of
which fall time had been given. These
charges upon which Mr. J. Davies was

1indicted were not the charges that were
thrown off atmradom by the Commissioner
of Railways in this House, but they were

Icarefully prepared legal indictments on
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which a man was legally tried for his
character and reputation. Allow me to
put before the members of the House one
or two facts. In the first place I am a
supporter of the present Government;
and were this the last tribute of my
allegiance to them, the recording of my
vote to-night would give me the greatest
possible pleasure. [frnIESTERIAL MEMr-
BERS:- Hear, hear.] I came in on this
great question as a strong advocate for
reform, as one who spoke out my mind,
although a strong supporter of the Right
Hon. Sir John Forrest and his Govern.
ment. In Sir John Forrest I recognise a
man with great claims on Western Aus-
tralia, a man of incredible attainments,
and a man who did well by this country.
[SEVERAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] But I
recognised that, Sir John Forrest having,
like miany another great man, outlived
his time-it may be owing to the fact
that he was not so ably supported by
his coadjutors as he might have been,
or it may be owing to the fact that
the unswerving allegiance of the people
had rendered bun a despot in many
respects - I recognised that reforms
become necessary in the government of
the country; and I was ready to Support
any Government which would come for-
ward in that respect. I recognised in
Mr. Leake and his; Ministers the only
party who would carry out such reform
as would give Satisfaction to the State. I
tendered them my support, and I have
seen no reason to withdraw it in the
slightest degree. The only matter I
purpose to touch on to-night is the board
of inquiry. I exonerate the Commissioner
of Rail ways at least from any personal
animosity in the matter. I admit, from
what I have seen, that there were in the
working of the railways many things
which ought to have formed the subject of
inquiry long before the inquiry was made.
But I say that, having heard. all the
evidence and having carefnily considered
it, I am, like Mr. rendleton, of the
opinion that the suspenso ought never
to have taken place. [OPP01"sITIoN Msx9-
BEES: Hear, hear.] I do not blame my
friend the Commissioner of Railways. I
think that for the moment he became the
tool of an individual who was more inti-
mately connected with the affairs of the
department than was the Commissioner.
I think that the Commissioner, alter

making the appointment of Mr. G. W.
Davies, saw his blunder; but he again
became the tool of an abler man, and to
make capital, to retrieve the position, the
siuspension of the other gentleman took
place. Now, that is my opinion. I do
not blame the Commissioner of Rail-
ways for a moment, I do not blame
him because, as I have already said,
I do not consider there is anything in
the allegation that the Commissioner
was actuated by any improper motive.
I believe the Commissioner was acting,
as he considered, in the best interests of
the State at the time the suspension took
place; but I say that his action wan
hasty, ill-considered, and not I think
borne out by the facts. We all recollect
the night when the Commissioner first
opened up his books, opened his charges
against Mr. John Davies. Are those the
charges which were submitted to the
board of inquiry ? Have they not been
varied in every particular? Have not
the few heads introduced into the Com-
missioner's speech been enlarged into a
number of sub-headsP And what is the
result? This is not a board composed
of men who have had no experience in
railway or commercial business. WNe
have Mr. Pendleton, one of the highest
railway authorities in the Australian
States. We have Captain Laurie, ama
of business ; and the same description was
applied to the third member of the board
by hon. members here. The boardhad to
consider evidence procured from a close
perusal of the files, occupying over a
month, The points were Selected by
skilful counsel, aided by all1 the assistance
the Government could place at their
disposal. Therefore I say a perfect case
was put before the board, backed up by
all the evidence that could be procu red in
the railway offices. What has been the
result? At most, nothing. Isolated
pieces of evidence have been dragged out
from a voluminous report; and on the
strength of those isolated pieces of
testimony certain hon. members have
given it as their opinion that Mr. Davies
had no right to be in charge of the rail-
ways, or that, when in charge of them, he
had been guilty of incapacity, and neglect,
and infidelity. I put it to the House
whether 'Mr. Davies, had he worn not
broadcloth and a hard hat, but moleskin
breeches, a Crimean shirt and a soft hat,
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would not from the very start of the
trouble have received the heart support
of the mnembers behind me (Labour
members) ? And all honour to those
members had theyv raised their voices in
Mr. Davies's behalf, for they would
have been crying out for justice. But
because the General Manager of Railways
stands on a different social rung from
them, they are silent. Mr. Davies has
been blaekguarded up and down through
the Press for some considerable time, and
also at public meetings. During the
debate isolated portions of the evidence
have been pressed against Mr. Davies by
various hon. members; and I say that by
this course, perhaps unconsciously, these
hon. members are doing injustice to the
man. The two principal charges brought
before the board were Mr. Davies's actions
in regard to the Kurrawang syndicate
and the unauthorised writing-off of
revenue; and on these two charges he
is exonaerated. The first charge is sub-
divided into nine sections; and on two of
them- trivial points, most trivial points-
the board consider the charge has been
proved against Mr. Davies. But the
charge was that without authority he
did so and so-without authority sol the
rails, and agreed to take water in pay-
ment; and the board find that he had
authority. I point out to the House that
perhaps my friend the Commissioner of
R1ailways was a little unfair. rerhaps
'he is not aware of the fact that when he
was protecting himself last night in what
I may describe as a very able speech, he
Raid he considered that the beard had
found Mr. Davies not guilty. Later, how-
ever, he spoke of Mr. Davies as shelter-
ing himself behind the Commissioner.
Mr. Davies has soughit to shelter himself
behind no man. Nay; when I was about
to protest against the constitution of the
hoard on the strength of an argument
which took place in another Rouse, Mr.
Davies opposed the suggestion, and would
not allow me to take objection, saying,
"No; I ani nut afraid to go before the
public. The evidence will be taken in
full and published: let the public judge
whether I have not discharged the duties
imposed on me in a fair and impartial
manner." I said that of the first charge
two sub-beads were found by the board
to be proved. The first charge really
turned out to be the writing-off of an

amount of 14s. in favour of my friend
opposite (Mr. Teesdale Smith). The other
charge is as to the unauthorised writing-
off of revenue; and it is amnusing to note
the evidence which has been picked out
in connection with that charge. A long

i list was submitted to the board of the
items here charged against Mr. Davies;
and it is a peculiar fact-no doubt it
was carefully done with the object of
prejudicing the public by reason of the
constant repetition of the names- Messrs.

ITeesdale mith and Timms invariably
appear on that list; whereas the files, as
a matter of fact, disclose hundreds of
other instances where revenue was written
off in the same manner. But these other
instances were not selected: only those
instances mn which names of persons
connected with the Kurrawang syndicate
appear were put before the board. What
was the finding of the board on this
charge? That the management of such
a large business as the railwa-ys cainnot
be carried on unless such transactions be
dealt with as Mr. Davies has dealt with
them. But did Mr. Davies, in point of
fact, write off the amountsP Not at all.
With two exceptions the entire list of
amounts written off, it was disclosed in
the files, had the approval of the
Executive Council. All but the two
first items on that list had the approval

Iof the Executive Council, as disclosed by
the files; and of the two exceptions one
occurred when Mr. Davies was not here
at all to supervise, whilst the other was a
case of writing-off by the Commissioner
with the concurrence of the General
Manager. There is but one other point I
wish to take. It has been stated.
that the opinion of the board is that
the charges are not proved; and thereby

I it is sought to cast a slur on Mr.-
IDavies. Why? Because he has not
conclusively proved the negative. I

*know no principle of law by which an
accused is coiled upon to prove a negative.

*It lies upon the party who sets up the
charge to prove the safiruative. [Mma--
BEES: Hear, hear.] What is the final
charge ? What have we heard to-night
from the Minister for Works ? I heardl
an echo of the man who was behind these

Iproceedings, and that is the Engineer-i-
Chief. [MEMBER&S: Hear, hear.] The
figures read to-night were not the figures
adduced from the department by the
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gentleman whom the Minister mentioned.
They were figures supplied by a master
hand . How is it that, when the main
charge, so far as this country is concerned,
was that Mr. Davies had -been guilty of
extravagance in the management of the
railways-for, after all, that was the sum
total of the prior charges-bow is it no
single witness was called to support the
charge? Not one of the auditors; not
one of the gentlemen who were engaged
in compiling that indictment; but they
simply take the figures given in the various
Parliamentary reports, and say: "There!
Answer the charge." We did answer
the charge. We showed that the in-
creased ratio of working expenses to grossreceipts was brought about in the first
instance by the reduction of the freight
on the goldfields traffic, by the increase
of the wages, by the extension of the
lines, and by other and trivia] causes
which I do not now pause to mention.
What is the opinion of the board ? They
say they have not time to go minutely
into this large question. in other words,
the board were rather " letting down "
the prosecution. How could they have
time to go into what was before them,
with not a single piece of evidence
adduced? I do not propose to keep the
House longer on this particular matter;
but I at least am satisfied, with the Com-
missioner of Railways, that the finding of
the board on these charges is a finding of
" not guilty " against Mr. John Davies.
[MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] I go farther
than the Commissioner. In my opinion
it is a cornplete exoneration, when
we come to consider the fact that,
after 10 years' service, after finding
the railways in the condition which
is deposed to in that evidence-in-
efficiently manned by men who had had
no pior experience of railway work, and
the accountant's department in a State of
confusion-Mr. Davies has achieved so
great a success. When we take those
facts in connection with the extension of
our lines and the increase of our traffic,
and the fac;t that the opponents of the
General Manager have been given the
run of the office, it is, I submit, a
marvellous thing to any impartial mind
that graver charges were not discovered
in those pigeon-holes. However, as I
have already said, while I disapprove of
many of the opinions on this subject

expressed in this House by the Com-
missioner of Railways, I am satisfied
with the manly speech delivered by the
hon. member last evening. He has now
seen the error of his ways. At least, he
has done what he can do, in the shape of
tendering to Mr. Davies an expression of
opinion to the effect that it is a finding of
" not guilty "; and in that I heartily join.
I have already expressed my intention
to vote with my friends (Government) on
this particular occasion. I have heard
nothing that has been urged on the other
side which would cause me to differ fromn
the views expressed by the last speaker.
Whatever may be the result of the vote
to-night, we can at least congratulate
ourselves on having set rolling the ball
of democratic legislation: we shall at
least have the consolation of knowing
that if our places are taken by others,
they will be obliged to take up the
measures which we have initiated.

HON. F. H. PIESSE (in 'reply):
When I commenced my address a few
days ago, in moving this motion, I
expressed my delight that I had the
opporturnty of so doing; and I may now
express my delight at the debate being
brought to a conclusion. No doubt all hon.
members are pleased at the prospect of clos-
ing a debate the length of which has made
it tedious and wearisome. I mayv say it
was suggested by one hon. member that
the debate should be restricted to a few
speakers-a course which could not be
adopted because so many wished to express
themselves on the various subjects which
have arisen. I have followed with great
interest the eloquent speech delivered by
the member for North Murchison (Mr.
Moorhead) -a speech full of vigour and
elegance of language which, I think, must
have been admired by all who heard it-
giving the hon. member's opinion on the
recent findings of the board appointed to
try Mr. John Davies on the charges laid
against him by the Government. I shall
have an opportunity later of dealing with
that subject; but, after hearing the hon.
member's speech, I may sav it is not my
intention to speak of Mr. John Davies at
the length I originally intended. That
speech convinces me that the report
of the board is a complete exonera-
tion from the charges, notwithstanding
the fact that Mr. John Da.vies may have
been guilty of errors-errors which I do
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not excuse. Still, I think the course
taken by the Government in regard to
that prosecution is a course on which
they should never have entered. This
pubi officer, who has giveni 10 of the
best years of his life to the country's
work, has been humiliated in a manner
which, I hope, will never again be wit-
nessed in Western Australia. He has
given up many years of his life; he has
done excellent work here; and show me
a man in any part of the world who is
free from mistakes! In a gig-antic con-
cern like the Government railways, mis-
takes are bound to occur; and from
my knowledge of Mr. Davies during
the four and a half years in which
I had charge of that department, I can
say his management gave every satis-
faction. As I said, there are excuses
to be made. Faults have been committed,
and errors of judgmuent; but is any great
concern of this kind carried on without
errors of judgment I? In our own private
businesses we have errors occurring
daily. But with such an imimenp busi-
ness as the railways-well, I think, con-
sidering the troubles through which we
have passed, the 'unheard-of difficulties
with with we have had to contend, and
the disadvantages under which that man
laboured, this country is to congratulated
upon the success of his management.
[Mzxaaae Hear, hear.] In regard to
the various matters dealt with hy the
Premier in his opening speh, he alluded
to the old Forrest party, whom, he said,
the Government -were called upon to
fight. The old Forrest party had been
in office for 10 years; and what had they
accomplished? The remnant of that old
Party, he said, were now trying to regain
the power which they had lost. I sa 'y I
am proud to have belonged to the old
party, although I do not consider that
they and my friends around me (the
Opposition) are identical. Still, I can-
not dissociate myself from the most pro-
gressive party ever known in the political
history of this State. Had it not been
for the Forrest party, we should not
.have the progress we see to-day;i we
should not have our railways stretching
away into the Eastern goldfields; we
should not have supplies of water pro-
vided in the deserts of this country;
we should not see the advances made
in every direction, which are evidences

of the work that has been done by
the old Forrest party. [OPPosiTION

aBr~ s: Hear , bear.) I say that
to Sir John Forrest and the party
associated with him is due credit for
opening up the territory of Western
Australia, and making it the land we are
so proud to live in. No matter what the
faults of Sir John Forrest were, to him
and his party all the credit is due as I
have said. The Parliament of this coun-
try who voted the money for these works
were fully justified in doing so; and we
have evidence before us that enormous
works have been accomplished by that
man and] those associated with him,
although the right hon. gentleman was
disparaged by the very gentleman who
to-day sits here as leader of the Govern-
mient. I did not think the hon. gentle-
man would disparage his own country of
Western Australia. I feel ashamed of
him as a Western Australian, and T say
to-day as one who has known him for
years, if it had been left to him the coun-
try would not have made the progress
which it has.

[4 a.m., Saturday.]

A MEMxBER:; You would not have
incurred the liabilities.

Howv. F. H. PIESSE: We were not
afraid to incur the liabilities, and we do
not want pessimistic men to rule the
State: we want. men of courage, men
who are not afraid to pledge the country,
who are not afraid to borrow to develop
the enormous resources which we have.
I was more than surprised to listen to
the speech of the member for Mt. Mar-
garet (Mr. Taylor), when hie stated that
no thanks were due to Sir John Forrest
for the work which he has done for the
mining community. I am sure great
honour is due to the man who helped
forward that great industry of mining.
We were the pioneers. What did we do?
Our men followed up the parties in
search of gold. Immediately a patch
was struck in a district, it was followed
up by the Public Works Department
with their camels, sinking for water, and
giving the people what was wanted. We
were the pioneers who helped to build up
that industry; and the thank-s of this
country are due to those who were

1associated with the work in that direction.

No Confidence: [8 NoYEYBEa, 1901.]
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We have been twitted frequently, and
have been called a one-man Government
domineered over by Sir John Forrest,
We have been often humiliated, or an
attempt has been made to humiliate those
who were associated with Sir John
Forrest. Notwithstanding the fact that
we may have been called a one-man
Governm:ent, I prefer to he working with
that one-man Government than with the
man who is attempting to control the
country flow. Sir John Forrest was a
man in whom we had every confidence,
and I say this notwithstanding the fact
that we have been charged with being
subordinate to him in his one-man Gov-
ernment. As a rule, I. say, on the whole
our opinions were always respected. Now
we come to the work which the Govern-
ment say they have done. They have
stated they have commenced to reform
the Railway Department. The Minister
who commenced to do that work went
into that department with a bitterness
that has followed him throughout. He
bas lived in suspicion, and he has
frequently discredited the House by the
allusions he has made to the past working
of the railways. He has come here with
the tales carried to him by a man who, I
say, is discredited in the eyes of the
State, and who has caused endless
trouble to the working of the railways in
the past. When 1, as Commissioner of
Railways, put the best days of my life into
that work-five years of my life-instead
of getting that encouragement from the
hon. gentleman and other hon. members
which I ought to have received, I simply
got their condemnation. If I have made
mistakes, and I admit that I have-there
is no maan who has not made themi -
still I endeavoured. to avoid mamking them.*I point now to the two men who
occupy the position which I occupied.
and the business is now only half what I
had to control, therefore mistakes mnay have
occurred in the past; but I aim satisfied
with the actions of the past The Premier
talked about the inconsistency of men.
Show me a more inconsistent man than
the Premier! We have heard the allu-
sions which have been made to himn. Lie
entered into politics when he relinquiished
his position at Iloebourne and took up a
position as member for Albany. Refried
to stop the progress of the country in all
directions. Then he absented himuself

and went to England. On returning to
the country, and after again worrying
us here by frequent interjections and
attempts to prevent the progress of the
country, we find him making a speech in
the country' , two sessions ago, that he
regretted owing to certain circumstances
it was necessary for him to relinquish
'politics for a time, and he did so. Sud-
denly he rises again as an aspiring
politician, as the leader of the fedieral
movement, He took an interest in that
for a time, then he abandons it, and he
comes forward with the idea of taking a
seat in the other House. Then subse-
quently he abandons that, inconsistent
man that he is, and he takes up the
representation of West Perth in the
Legislative Assembly, with the result
that ko-day we see him sitting here.

THE Pnnxmrn: That is not a bad
career, is it ?

HoN. F. H. PIESSE: When the
Premier first took up his present position
I promised that I would give him all the
assistance I could. I was not too anxious
myself to come forward and take up the
work, until I found the mistakes which
the Government were -making in regard
to railway administration; and that is
the true cause of the difficulty to-day;
but the re are other m atters w hich require
attention, and which need to be dealt
with satisfactorily. Therefore there are
good. reasons indeed why I should move
this motion. I will just deal as briefly
as possible with the Railway Department,
and I say that the Commissioner has
attempted to reform that department by
revolution and not by constitution. He
has taken up a work which the country
objects to. The Commissioner has been
taking drastic steps and adopting a
course -which cannot be approved of by
this country. As I said. just now, the
hon. member criticised the administra-
tion Of my department; he criticised too
the writing off of the revenue which was
alluded to by Mr. Moorhead; he also
criticised the conferences which I had
established. These conferences were not
established until after very mature con-
sideration, and we followed the lead of the
railways of the world, and the pnincipal
railways of Australia,.

THE Panxn: Why not reply to
arguments ?

[ASSEMBLY.] Debate, fifth day.
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How. F. H.L PIESSE: I san replying
to arguments. What do we find in
reference to these conferences ? We find
in New South Wales, where this system
of management has been adopted, the
railways have proved most satisfactory.
I have ih my band a letter written by the
late Mr. Eddy, a wvell-known authority
on railway matters in Australia. What
does he say;

I think it would be a wise course for each
of the heads of branches to meet in conference
once a month with their loading subordinate
officers, ad the minutes of these meetings
could then be submitted to yourself, aild a
few days afterwards you could arrange a con-
ference with the three principal officers to
discuss and ratify, or modify, the result of
their deliberations.

fHe goes on then to say:--
The great thing to look at in railway work-

ing-and that is a point that requires those at
the bead of affairs to be continually watching
-is the tendency to conduct business with too
much writing and formality. A very large
portion of the administration of the New
South Wales Railways is carried on by the
principal officers coming directly in contact
with the Commissioners and discussing mat-
ters. Important matters are dealt with in
this wYy and finally concluded in a few days,
and so the hiands of all are free for other work.
I say here is a good instance of the
advantages of these conferences. The
lion, member ridiculed them. He gave
a dramatic statement showing how they,
were conducted, which of course is
beyond the truth; he spoke of the
system as being ineffectual, and dis-
paraged it in every way. I say those
conferences were of advantage to the
country, and if the hon, member dis-
continues them, he will find such dis-
continuance will be a disadvantage. Now
with regard to the Rurrawang syndicate,
which ha been referred to, it is my
intention to touch upon that as briefly as
I can, because I have frequently alluded
to it before in this House. I will deal.
with it briefly by saying, with regard to
the Kurrawang syndicate concession, that
I had nothing to do with granting the
concession, if a concession was granted.
A line of railway was permitted by the
Commissioner of Crown Lands, from a
point about eight miles on the Perth side
of Kalgoorlie, and it was not until some
time after it had beeu constructed a short
distance I was aware that it had been
permitted. The line of railway was simply

awood line, permitted under our land regu-
lations, and no one knew better than the
Minister himself that this was constitu-
tional and within the ordinary business of
the department. Shortly afterwards the
application was made to me for the rails
and fastenings which have been spoken
of. If the hon. gentleman, the members
of this House, and the people will refer
to the evidence I gave before that board,
they will find that the manager, together
with Mr. Smith, came to me during
December and proposed, providing we
could supply these rails, to supply water.
I would like to refer to this, that at thle
time we bad these rails they were con-
demned by the Engineer- in- Chief as
unfitted for any of our branch lines or
any of the main lines. They were taken
up. They had seen 15 years of service,
they had been straightened several times,
and consequently they were not fit for
ally purpose, and they were sold to this
company for "4 12s. a ton, which was
really more than we had been getting for
rails from other people. The arrange-
ment was made with a bona fide intention
of enabling them to reach this water,
which would be of advantage to us in the
end. Not only did we do this for the
purpose of reaching the water, but to
enable the people to get to the wood area,
because at that time very strong pressure
was brought to bear on the Government
by the mining people with regard to the
short suppl 'y of wood. It was not only
the wood supply which troubled us, but
the question of economy with regard to
our trucks, and by reason of running
trucks over that line more f requently we
economiised in that direction. All these
matters induced economy, and that was
the reason why we assisted the company
by letting them have the rails. At the
time the arrangement was made it was
effected in tihe best interests of the coun-
try, and with only one desire, that being
to assist the mining industry and to help
us in the event of our being short of
water. We have a proof as to the condi-
tion of the country at that time with
regard to water. In the latter part of
December, 1899, there was only a visible
supply of six weeks' water. In January
the visible supply, private and depart-
mental, was only sufficient for four weeks.
On the 4th March, 1900, we had not a
drop of water on hand, and had it not
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been for the arrival of the train with
water from Kurrawang, the train due to
leave Kalgoorlie that afternoon would not
have been able to start.

MEMBER: What about the London-
derry Dam?

HoN. F. H. PIESSE: To-day, they
are in a similar position. There is very
little water along that railway, and the
present Commissioner will find it very
difficult to deal with the traffic in conse-
quence of the short supply of water. I
have experienced all this. I have not
had five months' experience, but an ex-
perience of between four and a half and
five years. I have experienced these
summer months, and realised the diffi-
culty I was in. In making the arrange-
ments we did, we made them with the
best intent-ions of serving the country.
In regard to the Londonderry Dam, which
has been alluded to, and the Black Flag
Dam, we were not at that time prepared
to construct railways to those darns.
You may say that at that time there
were other proposals made with regard
to these darns, and if a pumping plant
could have been put down no doubt the
water could have been made use of. But
we had to do this work very quickly.
The Government, as we all know, were
not able to do it so quickly as contrac-
tors. We not only had to deal with the
question of water, but that of wood. It
bas been said in the House that the whole
responsibility rests on me. I take the
responsibility, and I have accepted it all
through. I may say that in the first
instance the recommendation was made
by the General Manager to me. If you
have a General Manager of Railways, I
take it that you may trust that officer
and accept his advice, or otherwise dis-
pense with him. Consequentl 'y, having
a man in whose integrity and honesty I
had every confidence, I felt that I could,
under the circumstances, take his recom-
mendation. I had also my own common
sense to help me, and I may say, of
course, that in the first instance the
arrangement was, as will be shown by my
evidence, to sell some £10,000 worth of
rails. That was the amount first under
consideration. Any other arrangement
which may have been made was subse-
quent to that. It may be pointed out
that not having this placed upon paper
was an irregular proceeding; and I say,

as I said in my evidence, it should have
been recorded, but owing to the Christmas
holidays intervening and the absence of
the General Manager. who was away in
the Eastern colonies, this matter did not
again come upuntiltie 25th January, when
the whole subject was brought before me
epitomised for my approval. and I say
the best was done under the circum-
stances. We have had most serious
trouble, and last night when the Com-
missioner of Railways was speaking I
interjected by asking if he would not be
glad to have this water at 6s. per 100
gallons. I am sure the Railway Depart-
ment would be only too glad to get it,
and I say that had it not been for the
foresight exhibited in erecting a condenser
at Coolgardie, the position of affairs
would have been much more aocute than
it is under the present circumstances.
We have dlone many things which may
be looked upon as irregular. Take for
instance the assistance given to the Collie
coal mines. We there agreed to con-
struct certain lines to various mines, for
which we were to take payment in coal;
so that we are taking payment in a com-
modity which we, of course, knew to be
merchantable, and also one which we
wished to develop. We did these things
with no other object than to assist
development. And I maintain they were
done in many other instances, and that
it was our duty to encourage and to
develop an industry which has grown up
to be one of the most important in the
State. Allusion was made by the Com-
missioner to the question of the carriage
of coal on the South-Western Railway. I
maintain that the practice we followed is
one which is adopted in every part of the
world. Coal was carried in the same way
from Fremantle to Kalgoorlie, before the
coal at the Comle was worked. Since
then we have made use of the South-
Western line to carry coal from Collie
to the fields, instead of carrying all of it,
or nearly all of it, as before from Fre-
mantle. The cost of carriage might lie
made a debit against the railways, but
should not be charged against the work-
ing expenses of the lines. In regard to
a matter which was referred to by other
speakers, the commiencement of the
trouble between Mr. Davies and the
Commissioner, I maintain that the first
cornmencement was that unfortunate
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speech made at the dinner at Fremantle.
I was present at the dinner, and beard
not only the speech of Mr. John Davies,
which I certainly considered ill-advised
and unfortunate, but also the speech of
the Commissioner. I may point out that
the Commissioner at the time did not
express any dissatisfaction. He stood
near me when passing out, and then
expressed satisfaction rather than dis-
satisfaction. It was only the next day,
when the Commissioner came to Perth,
and his friends twitted him on the score
of Mr. John Davies's remarks, that the
hon. gentleman resented the speech, and
wrote Mr. John Davies that letter which
was the secondary cause of the trouble.
Probably, if the Commissioner had
taken a more tactful course, he him-
self would be in a better position to-day,
and Mr. John Davies would not have
found himself in such a humiliating
position.

THE COMMISSION OF RAILWAYS: It
would have been all right, if you had not
been here.

HON. F. H. PIESSE: The Coma-
missioner said last night that the same
trouble did not now exist with regard to
trucks as there was a few months ago.
There is one reason why the trouble
should not be felt so acutely at the
present time, although I deny that the
trouble does not exist. It is probably
not so acute as it was, but still it is acute.
The reason is that, as the Commissioner
Said some time ago, the Railway Depart-
ment have obtained thirty more engines,
and that ten more were landing, together
with a number of trucks. This additional
rolling-stock has, no doubt, been brought
into use during the last five mouths, and
must, of course, have given some relief.
Another cause tending to alleviate the
trouble is to be found in the plan which
has been adopted of unloading goods in
the station yards, and delivering them to
the consignees from the ground instead of
from the truck. That course was initiated
at the time I was in office. I take it,
therefore, the Commissioner cannot claim
credit for that change in the ma nagement.
The change I have just referred to. I
repeat, is really one of those matters of
business management which originated in
my time. Again, the Commissioner has
said that he has adopted the plan of
referring to the officers of the various

districts matters connected with the
requirements of their distrkcts, basing his
decisions on the recommendations of those
officers. A system of that kind will very
Soon wreck any management. You
must not attempt to go over the heads
of the people in charge. If you do, you
make a great mistake. Such a proceeding
could not with safety be adopted in
the smallest private business; and
its adoption in, the railway service will
very soon recoil disastrously on the Com-
missioner. It will recoil on him simply
because he is not an expert. The Com-
missioner of Railways is not expected to
be an expert: he exists simply to act as
political he-ad of the department, as
Minister controlling the department; and
he must rely on his professional assist.-
auto. The professional roan is the General
Manager. If the General Manager be
not competent, get rid of him. If you
have not a man you can trust, then you
must find one whom you can trust by
reason of his personal character and his
experience in railwa *y work, it is alto-
gether outside the province of any
Minister to take on his shoulders work
which may be considered as falling within
the department of the expert.

THE: Commlssozn OF RAILWAYS3:
You make that statement.

HOt.. F. H. PIESSE: I shall only say
a word or two about G. W. Davies; be-
cause that case is done with. When I
allowed the man to retire with three
months' salary in lieu of notice, the only
charge before me was that in regard to
the cashing of cheques at the booking
office. The other charges were not
brought before me: it was only after his
dismissal that I heard of the other
charges. The matter was only revived by
some statements having come to the
attention of the General Manager, who
himself, as he has informed the Commis-
sioner, suggested the payment in lien of
notice. I say that the payment was
authorised more out of a feeling of sym-
pathy for the man's wife and children
than from any other motive. [OPPOSITION
MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] The circum-
stances in which G-. W. Davies found
himself were not too good; and as he.
bad been four and-a-half years in the
service, I took the most generous view I
could of the case. It was really in con-
sequence of the man's wife and family



9156 No Confidence: [ASSEMBLY.] Debate, fifth day.

being practically destitute, that three
months' salary was given to him.

THE COMMISSIONER or' RAILWAYS:
Remember that wire about the legal
claim 1

HON. F. H. PIESSE: IKnow come to
one or two remarks made by the member
for Ranowna, (Mr. Rustic) and the
member for Subiaco (Mr. Daglish). I
desire to be brief; but I must just allude
to the remarks of those members. I have
been twitted with being a democrat. If
I am to be called a6 democrat, I do not
deny that I have perhaps a great deal of
the democratic temperament in me. At
the same time I have frequently been
called a conservative. I admit I am
conservative in some of my ideas; but in
others I am as democratic as any man in
the House. And I say, too, that what I
profess to be I really am. [OPPOSITION
MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] I do not profess
to be a democrat of the style of the
Premier. Indeed, I maintain there is no
greater conservative in this House thau
the Premier. His instincts are conserva-
tive; his training has been conservative;
and his family are conservative. In fact,
the whole of his life, his training, and his
tendencies have been conservative. At
the same time, what has he doneP He
has tried to bluff, as is his way, the
labouring people of this country. But
he has bluff ed too much, with the result
that the labouring people no longer
believe in him and no longer trust him;
notwithstanding the fact that he has
posed, and still poses, as a. Labour man.
I have been accused of not being as much
in sympathy with the people as he is or
professes to be; but I say that when the
people come to judge the two men, they
will know which; to place their trust in.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: " Codlin 's
your friend; not Short."

HON. F. H. PIESSE: Next, as to the
accusation against me that I have refused
the railway men the eight-hours day, so
far is that from being the truth that it
was I who introduced the eight-hours
system into the departmental work at
Fremantle, into the ioco. shops, and
indeed into every class of work to which
the principle can safely be applied.
Every endeavour was made by me to
introduce and extend the application of
the eight-hours system. The only cases
where I considered it should not be

introduced are those of the engine-
drivers and some of the station hands.
In refusing to grant tbe eight-hours day
in these cases, I was only following the
practice of allt the Eastern States. If
hon. members will refer to some informa-
tion given to the House last year, they
will find that the course I followed has
been adopted throughout the whole of the
railway services of the Australian States.
No doubt it must be admitted that if we
could see our way to make the eight-hours
system universal, it might be to the
advantage of the country to do it. Not-
withstanding the fact that I may be
twitted with having "turned my coat"
and altered my opinions, I am going to
do justice to the country and to the men:
I will try to act justly as between the men
and the country. [OPPOSITION MEMBERS:
Hear, hear.] Next, we come to the mem-
ber for Albany (Mr. Gardiner)-the man
of lights and shades, the man who modu-
lates his voice for effect, and who is
looked on, I think, as a hypocrite. Heis
the man who has professed to do all kinds
of things here: he is the mentor of the
Premier -

LABOUR M EM BER: Tormentor!
[Laughter.]

HON. F. H% PIESSE : The member for
Albany is the mentor of the Premier, if
we may judge by his speeches and by the
explanations he has tendered to the
House-notably by the explanation *he
tendered here with regard to the con-
ferring of the title " honourable " on
certain retired Ministers formerly con-
nected with the Forrest Government.

MMBER: And a real good thing it is,
too.

MR. GORDON: One at a. time, please!
HON. F. H. PIESSE: I give credit to

the member for Albany for many good
speeches in this House on variousmeasures
which have been before us. But, though
hie gave me credit for the work I have
done at Katanning, he attempted to dis-
parage me by saying, " Notwithstanding
the fact that the hon. member has done a
great deal of good there, after all he is
only a good farmer."

MR. GARDINER; I did not use the word
"only." I said "a good farmer."

Hox. F. H. PIESSE: I say it is better
to be a good farner than a bad brewer.
[MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] In regard to
thehlon. member'saflusions to alien labour,
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I say I never expressed an opinion upon
it, although I voted on that occasion;
and it was one of those occasions when
we had the House counted out; and
owing to the absence of certain members
from the House, there was an attempt
made to beep the Bill before the House
for the purpose of having it farther dis-
cussed ; with the result that the second
reading was negatived. In regard to the
appointment of working men as justices
of the peace, I never opposed it or took
exception to it.

Mn. GARDINERE: YOU Voted against it.
How. F. H. PIESSE:- And there is no

one who holds in greater respect than I
the labourer who can rise to the position
of a, justice of the peace. I class myself
as one who has risen almost from the
position of labourer, having had to do
laborious work in nmy day, which many
other bon. members have never done.
I have not had the advantage of
a. college education, as has my friend
opposite (the Premier) ; and perhaps,
after all, that is why I Understand more
about labour than many other men who
profess to understand it, and who, like
the hon. member, only mislead the labour-
ing classes. We have. heard a good deal,
too, not only from the Premier but from
other members, about what will be done
if we defeat the Government. We have
been threatened that legislation will go
by the board. We have been threatened
with regard to supply. Well, I say I
know just as much about the question of
supply, and probably more than the
Premier. [Mu~mnEns: Hear, hear.] And
if the House decide that I am to take up
the leadership of the next Government,
I will take good care that the country has
supply and that the Rouse pass Supply,
before there is a prospect of going to the
country. I take it, too, that the House
have a right to demand from the retiring
Government, if they are to retire, that
supply he provided before we go to the
country. Because, after all, that is one
of the things every Government should
do; and we have a right to obtain it from
the Government. We need not worry
about supply: we will get supply; and
there will be no difficulty in that direction.j

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Good oldi
Form J!

How. F. H. PIESSX:- In regard to
this legislation which he says will be

thrown overboard, a few nights ago I
alluded to the question of the amendment
which it is proposed to make in the Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Bill. It 'was
said I was not sincere, that I was trying
to win the confidence of the railway
people. I think the people of this country
know me better. I shall1 never stoop to
take a mean advantage in order to obtain
power. I will be fair and just and
honest; and, that is not always the case
with other people who profess to have so
much sympathy for labour, and who do
nothing for it. [OPPOSITION MEM3Ena:
Hear, hear.)I

Tas COMSSnION OF R&ILWAY5: He
says he is going to be honest!I

How. F. H. PIE SSE: In regard to this
amendment, I say there was no one more
opposed than I to the official recognition
of the Railway Association, under the
conditions on which that recognition was
requested. I said all along that I1 did not
object to the association, so long as they did
not interfere with the internal working of
the office and the department, and claim
the right to communicate with me over the
beads of the various officials. That was
the objection I had. But once the
asoeiat ion had been recognised, I Said-
and I said it immediately after the
recognition was accorded-that if I ever
camne into power again and had to deal
with them, then I should try to do my
best to work with them. Having done
that, I am not prepared to do that which
the present Government are attempt-
ing in a spirit of vengeance -trying
to burst up the association into a number
of separate unions which, acting singly,
will be powerless. I should prefer to)
deal with the association by recognis-
ing it, and by giving it some standing
under the Conciliationi and Arbitration
Bill, as I propose should be done. That,
I think, is fair. I do not give the con-
cession with my right hand and take it
away with may left. I say, "1Once given,
let it remain." There is one thing on
which I pride myself; and I challenge
anyone to ask this question on the gold-
fields. where it is said I am not in favour.
Did I ever break a promiseP I have ever
been slow to promise aind quick to
perform.

THE MnxiaTmn PoE Mias- Money
promises at election times.

No Goi Adence. [8 NOVEMBER., 1901.]



21.58 No Confidence: [ASEMBY] Dbtffhdy

HOrN. F. H1. PIESSE: In regard to
current legislation, I say if it be the
decision of the House that we are to take
up the running and to carry on the
Government of this country, well, I shall
do my best in regard to tha t legislation.
Call it democratic legislation or domestic
legislation, call it what you like: if it
he good for the country, and I think it
should become the law of the laud, no
one will be more desirous than I of seeing
it carried.

MR. DAGLISH: Then why turn out
the Government ?

How. F. H. PIESSE: Because I have
no confidence in them; and I think you
will find in a few days this country' will'
have no confidence in them. [OPPOsITION
MfEMBERS: -Rear, bear.] The Premier
said I did not introduce the motion with
confidence; but no one knows the reason
why I was unable to do so more satis-
factorily. I had left myself with only
two days in which to prepare my opening
speech ; and I found a difficulty in
delivering an address on the preparation
of which two days longer should have
been spent. But I came here and did
my best. I was, not too successful, my
intention was to be successful; and I did
my best with it. It I did not succeed on
that occasion, I take it I shall succeed on
other occasions. [Msxnmte:s- Hear, hear.]

MR. DAGLisM: YOU are doing Vety
well now.

MEMBER: Do not interrupt. You
represent Karrakatta.

How. F. H. PIESSE: Now I come to
a matter which has caused me intense
pain. I refer to the accusations made
against me in this House. But before 1
start on that, I must advert to the mem-
ber for Albany, who asked whether I had
done with him. I had forgotten one
thing in regard to the hon. member.
When T was speaking the other night, be
stated, in an interjection regarding the
railways, that I would get no more free
f reight. I should like to say that
statements have been made by a paper
called the Sunday Times-a paper which
I very rarely read, but which was
mentioned to me-to the effect that I
have frequently filled a. car from Katan-
mung with fruit and other things, which I
have thus brought down to Perth in
order to avoid the freight. I say that is

an unfair, a cruel, and an untrue state-
ment; and I defy anyone to prove that I
ever took with me more than I could
carry in my arms on any of the occasions
when I travelled on that line. Yet the
member for Albany' said I should get no
more free freights; and that is one of the
slanders put forth by that newspaper.
I want him to explain, and let me know
what he does mnean. Even the Premier,
who should have been fair to me, the
other night by insinuation said "What
about the burnt Executive Council
papers ?"

THE PREMIEB:- Destroyed.
HoN. F. Hf. PXESSE : The destroyed

papers. The way that interjection w as
made seemed to infer that I had some-
thing to do with it, I say, too, that on a
subsequent occasion when dealing with
the Dalgety file, the hon. member said,
"I expect the hon. member would like to
have that burnt too " (or destroyed).

Tan PREMIEa: I did. not say that.
HowN. F. H. PIESSE : It was said.

There are two occasions on which an
accusation was made which should not
have been made. It is a felonious matter
to destroy a paper of that kind; and thie
charge of felony I scorn.

THE PnnnEmmp: Let me explain I
never did anything of the kind.

flow. F. H. PIE SSE: In regard to
the other charge, the Premier made
an explanation the other night, but I
did not say I accepted it. It was
not a full and just explanation. The
attack was on my personal honour, and
was mainly mnade by innuendo. The
Premier, when making that explanation,
should have withdrawn the accusation
without any qualification. I expected
the hon. member would have done credit
to himself in that direction. I did not
rise the night the accusation was made to
reply, because I wanted the evidence
which I brought here. And I say this,
that the mail going to the Eastern States
took away with it that accusation, and my
reply will not follow until the next week ;
therefore the accusation will not be
replied to for a week. It was a. cruel
thing to do. The Ministry, from the
Premier downwards, live in an atmos-
phere of suspicion; they have thriven on
it; they have grown up on it; they went
in withi a determination to search the

[ASSENIBLY.] Debate, fifth day.
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pigeon-boles and to bring forward all
the matters which they found ; but are
these things all the Government can
bring forward after the years I have been
in officeP Can they only bring forward
this question of the Kurraiwang syndi-
cate ? I have been alluded to as a
dreamer, and accused of doing things
which should be ascribed to no man who
has filled the positions I have filled. As
to the sandalwood charge. I have been
engaged in this business with my brother
for the last 20 years. The operations of
the firm, together with different large
firms whom I do not care to mention just
now, have been enormous. And in regard
to the purchase of wood on the goldfields, I
do not deny having purchased wood there.
I have purchased wood on thirteen
different stations in conjunction with
Mr. Joseph Timms, in the ordinary course
of business, and my firm have paid
£2,580 carriage for that wood over the
Government railways. I say this too: I
do not deny an agreement between myself
and Guthrie and Bateman in regard to
the limitations of my operations, hut I
have another arrangement with them by
which I go south along the Phillips River,
and leave to them the goldflelds trade.
It is simply an ordinary business arranige-
inent. I challenge the Government to
make inquiry into this, and find whether
there is anything in it ornot. [Applause
by Opposition members.] The Premier
has cast aspersions on my honour as a
man who has dealt as I hiave done to an
enormous extent with the moneys of the.
State. If the Premier had been honourable
and only asked me about these things,
I would have told him all about them.
Has the cornmercial morality of the
country become depraved ? Men do
business, and are they to find that their
private business is dragged into the arena
of politics before the House, with no other
object than to disparage mue and my
name? What have we caie to? There
is the Dalgety case.

THE PREMIRR Have you got the
agreement with TimmsP

HoN. F. H. PIESSE : Yes; I have
the agreement, and I did business with
Joseph Timing. Stay! I dlid this: I
did not sign this agreement, nor did I
make this agreement, until after I had
tendered my resignation as a I M iister of
the Crown.

MR. GAannnE : Nothing like the
Western Australian trade co- perative
agreement!

HoN. F. H. PIESSE: In regard to
the aspersions cast on a, firm like Dalgety
& Co., by saying they influenced me in
making the exchange of land, I do not
wish to deal with the matter by going
into the whole of these negotiations whi
were opened up by Sir John Forrest.
The matter came before the Cabinet with
the object of confirmation. I was asked
to make a minute on the file and recom-
mend that the exchange be made. No
one can cast any aspersion on the honesty
of Sir John Forrest: he did this with
good intentions, anid the lanid at Albany,
£1U,500 being given together with the
land, was satisfactory,

THE PREMIER: You said the Rland waS
of very, little service to the Government.

How. F. H1. PIESSE:; I was trying to
make a bargain with Dalgety & Co. I
am not going to detain the Rouse longer.
I have finished my remarks, but I may
say this : never have. I stooped to such a
condition of things as some members of
the House have. The Colonial Trea-.
surer (Hon. F. Illingworth) knows
that I never resort to personal accusa-
tions. The bon. member himself has
been free from them, and I have
always given him credit for that.
These charges have been made with a
view to damaging me in the country.
politically and otherwise; these charges
have been resorted to as an attempt to
drag my name through the dust. I will
put one thing befoi-e the House. During
my -administration, no less a sum thian
eight and a half millions of the country's
money has been spent. I had an oppor-
tunity, if I had pleased, to take advantage
by investing in land on every occasion
where stations were put up; but neither
myself, my brother, nor anyone else has
had an advantage. The member for
Boulder (Mr. Hopkins) will tell you that
at the opening of the Boulder townsite
I was advised to make my fortune by
buying land; hut I would not touch it-
I would not have such an imputation cast
on me in regard to purchases of that
character. After all, the question is :
Who is to take up the reins of Govern.
inent in the country ? Not the man who
is an eloquent speaker, but the man who
is the practical worker, who can under-
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stand the business of the country, the
resources of the country. The question
of legislation is one of importance; but
tbe question of management in regard to
the finances is of premier importance.
The question of the success of this
country is in knowing how to do it.
That is what you want to know-bow to
do it. I say that if the affairs of this
country are intrusted to the men on this
side of the House, we shall be capable of
managing them. What we require is a
grasp of the country, and it is intended
to bring in legislation for the encourage-
ment of industries. Every endeavour
will be made to carry out the legislation
that has been introduced, and if necessary.
whenever the occasion needs it, we shall
do all that is possible in the way of
additional legislation for the advancement
of the country. In regard to one question
which has cropped up-the question of
railway management-I think there is no
doubt the time has come when the rail-
ways should be placed under Cornmis-
sioners, free from political influence.
That is the only way in which they can.
be well managed; and if the present
Government had shown a desire to do
good for the interests of the country, and
had not been afraid of opposition, they
would have brought forward a measure
with this object. What do we find? We
find that recently Mr. Tren with, a latbour
member in Victoria, said, in reply to a
deputation which waited upon him :-

The Government had given the matter of
the railway management serious consideration
both before and since the departure of Mr.
Mathieson. The Cabinet had determined that
the business of the Victorian railways was too
large for one an to entirely control. The
Government felt that there ought to be a
system of joint management by Commissioners,
at least one of whom Should be a reputable
and widely-experienced business man, not
necessarily possessing special railway know-
ledge. The other Commissionrsm should be
two of the best railway experts obtainable in
Australia.

We find that to be the case now. It is
proposed in Victoria by the Minister, and
no doubt they will carry it into effect.
I would appeal to hon. members to cast
their vote for the motion, to do their
utmost to obtain that majority which I
ask for; and if we do obtain it, we shall
show the country we will do our best in
the interests of the State.

(Applause by Opposition members,
followed by applause from Ministerial
members.]

Question pitt, and a division taken
with the following result:-

Ayes..
Noes ...

Majority for

Air. Butcher
Mr. connor
Mr. Ewing
Mr. Georg

Mr. Godn
Mr. Harper
Mr. Hayar
Mr. Hickd
Mr. Highan
Mr. Hotchinson
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Monger
Mr. Mo~ans
Mr. Nonson
Mr. O'Connor
MR PhillipsMr. Plase

Mr. Sner
Mr. S nlt

Mr. Stone
Mr. Throssell
Mr. Yelverton

Motion of n

.. .. 24

.. .. 22

.. 2
NES.

Mr. Daglish
Mr. Diamniod
lir. Gardiner
M .0 Oregry
Mr.Eei
Mr. Holmes
Mr. Hopkins
Mr. nhnvorth
Mr. James
Mir. Johnson.
Mr. Kisil
Mr. Leak. l
Mr. Moorhead
Mr. McDonadd
Mr. MeWillas
Mr. Oats
Mr. Heid
Mr. Reside
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Tbonms
Mr. Wallae
Mr. Wilson

0-confidence thus passed.
THE SPEAKER announced the numbers.
Cheers and counter-cheers, from side

to side, with waving of handkerchiefs.

INTENTION OF TUE GOVERNMENT.

THE PREMIER: Of course it will be
necessary for the Government to consider
their position, and I propose to make a
statement to the House on Tuesday.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at two minutes

to 5 o'clock, morning of Saturday, until
the next Tuesday.

[ASSEMBLY.] Debate, fi.fth day.


