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Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at
3:30 o’clock p.m.

Praxers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By Mk. Gorvor (Government Whip) :
Return as to Imspection of Mines at
Kalgoorlie, and number of Accidents
reported.

NEW DMINISTRY.
Mr. SPEAKER announced that he

had received a notification to the effect

that the following members had been

Adjournment. 807

AMENDMENT, ONE WEEK.

Mer. W. J. BUTCHER (Gascoyne) : I
move an amendment—

That the House at its rising do adjourn
until this day week.

Me. C.J. MORAN (West Perth): I
second the amendment, and desire to take
this occasion to muke a statement of the
reasons which govern us in moving this
amendment. I think such an explanation
15 at least necessary from us. Lt will be
remembered that the Government of a
week ago retired in connection with a vote

. of this House concerning the purchase of

appointed to offices of profit under the

Crown ; namely the members for Guild-
ford (Mr. Rason), Menzies (Mr. Gregory),
Sussex (Mr. Frank Wilson), Bunbury
(Mr. N. J. Mocre), and Roebourne (Dr,
Hicks).

Mr. W. B. GORDON (Government
Whip): 1 beg leave to move without
notice—

Thut owing to the acceptance of offices of
profit under the Crown, the seats of the

members for Guildford, Bunbury, W enzies,
Sussex, and Roebourne be declared vacant.

Mr. H BROWN (Perth): I second
the motion
Question passed.

ADJOURNMENT, FIVE WEEKS.
MINISTERIAL RE-ELECTIONS,
Mgr. GORDON moved—

That the House at its rising do adjourn
until 3-30 o’clock on Tueeday, 8rd October.
He said: This adjournment is neces-
sary in order that the new Ministers may
seek re-election; and some of the writs
will not be returned before the 28th
September. I may add that Ministers,
on taking possession of their seats after
re-election, intend at the earliest possible
opportunity to bring in the Estimates.

Mz. H. BROWN : I second the motion.

the Midland Railway. As far as we on
this (Independent) beuch were concerned,
we made thig question the 1nost important
before the House this session; and without
dwelling at any great length on the matter,
suffice it to say that it was sufficient for
us on this question to have brought about
the downfall of a Government proposing
the purchase; and also sufficient, were
everylhing else egual and no other
obstacles in the road, to prevent
us from forming any alliance with any
gection of the House except on the under-
standing that this question should he
dropped. The leader of the Opposition
at that time, the present Premier (Hon.
C. H. Rason), was not willing, or was
unable for party reasons perhaps, to
definitely make an announcement that, so
far as his party were concerned, they were
opposed to the purchase of the Midland
Railway ; and we had been forced into this
positivn in connection with the no-con-
tidence debate, that on both sides of the
House we had leaders with whom we
were at variance in connection with this
question—a question of such magnitude
as precluded us from handing in our
allegiance to either party without a clear
understanding upon it. We framed our
own amendmeunt .to the no-confidence
motion; and on being submitted to
the House it was defeated by the
combined efforts of the Opposition and
the Giovernment. Neverthe]l;ss we pegged
away at this question; and m the
speech of the member for Dundas (Mr.
Thomas} I claim esposed the un-
fairness of asking this country such a
price for that deal, the market value of
the property at that time being 33! per
cent. below the price asked. ‘These
tactics designedly carried us past the
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81st July, and at once exposed the insin-

cerity of the company in saying that after

that date they would no longer give this
country the option of purchase. We saw
how quickly that position was abundoned;
and we voted for the Daglish Govern.
ment on the clear understanding aod
belief that this question would not be
again submitfed to the House attached
to the purchase price; but afterwards
the question was submitted to the House
by the then Premier. It is not for me to
say whether he did so with the concut-
rence of his own caucas or not, bat cer-
tainly 1t was vot with the whole conemy-
rence of the Grovernment party of which
the Independents were an iotegral and
loyal part. The malter was reintro-
duced and put a second time as a
putative non-party motion, or wus
affirmed as such by the then leader of
the House—not by us; yet in spite of
this being a non.party question, it was
directly owing to the Midland Railway
question that the Government resigned.
They thus resigned on a non-party ques-
tion. At least that was the sequence of
events that brought about the present
position. I maintain that the member
for Subiaco resigned with a majority
behind him. No doubt he had his own
good reasons for doing so0; but I want it
clearly understood that the great bone of
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had the very best of reasons for inform-
ing his Excellency that he would have a

' majority, because he got it; but to-day

there is no majority in favour of the pre-
sent Government,

Mr. H. Browr: You are not game to
put them out.

Me. MORAN: The member for Perth

, says we are not gume to pot them out.

eontention between this small section (the .

Independent party) and the Labour
party bad been removed by the final
defeat of the Midland Railwuy question
and its compulsory retirement for this
session from the House. Notwithstand-
ing this, and notwithstanding thatthe way
between the Government and ourselves
ought to have been clearer than ever for a
proper working understunding, the Dag-
lish Government chose to resign. Ido not
know whether they were entitled on their
resignation to hand over the government
of the State to the allegedly conservative
section of the House, seeing, as I say,
that they retired with a majority behind
them pledged to liberal and democratic
measures, which majority still sits
together. Therefore, we have the pre-
sent position in this Chamber. We are
asked to adjourn for a month in fuce of
this fact, It is the first time I bave bad
any knowledge of such a position in this
House. There is no parallel to it. In
the case of Mr. Leake, that gentleman

' liberals in this Chamber.

Mr. Brown:
game.

Mr. MORAN: The hon. member's
language is not parliamentary, even if it is
a bit gamey. Buffice it to say that my
object to-day is to ack this (Opposition)
side of the House to refuse to adjourn for
a month, and to take the inevitable cunse-
quence of declaring no-confidence in the
Grovernment.

Mr. H, Browx: They will have nothing
to do with you.

Mr. MORAN: I am glad you under-
stand one another. TLet us place the
position as it ought to be placed and as
the country is entitled to know it, and
then we will see who it is we have heard
s0 much about as being opposed to a dis-
solution and to going tuv the country. We
will find out who does not want to go to
the country. Y advocate this for twe
reasons. Firstly, we ought to have
tmajority  government, and I am
prepared to prove that this does not
mean a dissolution. Secondly, if it
does mwean a dissolution, it is far
better to have a dissolution to-day
than in a month’s time. That is the
position. In order to put ourselves
right, all through the reign of the Duglish
Government we (the Indepsendents) have
asked and worked for a coalition between
the Labour party and the more advanced
[GovERNMENT
Memser: That was your object.] Ihave
never made any secret of it. If there be
any disgrace attached to it, we must
accept that disgrace. I do not wish to
bandy words over the matter. My object
is not to delay the business of the country
beyond placing this matter for future use
in its true light, while not wishing harm
to the new Ministers. I am not going to
be a party to auy eniping of Ministers in
their electorates. Thal is not a manly
course. I have no desire but to see
Ministers come back to the House.

Mz H. Browy: Isita manly course to
adjourn only for a week?

I say “you” arve not
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Mg. MORAN: The hon. member
knows that the dominant party on this
side of the House has decided not to
support us in the course we are now
taking. T regret that this is so; but I
intend to clearly point out that there is
no oceasion for any doubt. [Me.
Scappan: Have vou good reasons for
making that statement?] 1T have the
best of reasons; because I sought for a
conference with the Labour party and
met with a deniul. Let us have open-
ness in our deals, We do not want
any secrecy in this matter at all
I maiotain, what we have sought for all
along was a coalition between the libevals
of this House and the Labour party, a
working coalition by which we might
have had a bomogeneous party representa-
tive right through from the Executive
down to the very end of the party.
There were nine points out of ten 1n
common between us. The tenth was of
great gravity, but now it bas gone. With
reference to the general poulicy of the
Labour party, there was nu objection to
their agpirations. What I say and what
T assert is this: it was economically a
strong Administration, even more import.-
ant still than planks. But above all
things we must have wajority govern-
ment; yet it seems that we are not to
have responsible government, that we
are to abandon it altogether and have a
non-party system—to try something else.
It is found impossible to bring about a
coalition. Why? Not because of any
undue requests on the purt of this
{Independent) party; not because of any
disbelief in the loyalty of this (Inde-
pendent) party; not because we bave
not been genuine in seeing that the
Government should go on; but it has
been impossible to carry on because of
the split in the Labour ranks, because
the Labour party could not present 22
strong in a working alliance. For that
reason they were unable to bring about a
coalition. T deeply regret it; I most
sincerely regret it; but I want it to be
clearly known what it is that prevented
responsible government taking place in
this Chamber. Itis without doubt the
exclusiveness of the Labour party on
the one hand, which was being broken
down, or what would have broken down
from the fact that there was not that
unanimity which guarantees o working
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majority. 'When the Premier found him-
gelf harassed and the Government
diminished in preslige uver the Midland
Railway question, the Premier should
have tried again before resigning; he
should have exhausted all weans of
forming a reliable Government ; he should
have endeavoured to bring about a
coalition after the defeat on the Midland
Railway question. The Premier should
have made every effort to huve heuled the
split in his party, and have drawn the
twenty-two men on this side into a
working majovity. I am clear on that
point. Were we stronger in numbers
than we are to-day by one or two, it wonld
have been a question. Buit I hope
the House will dismiss from their minds
any ungenerous sentiments about myself
45 being an office seeker, for I am not an
office seeker, I have already given proof
of that, except on terms with the side of
the House where I wish to be myself;
then there is no cne more ambitions to
climb the political ladder than myself.
Before handing His Excellency’s com-
mission to the direct Opposition, the
Premier should have tried all he could
to beul the split on his side. He should
have found if it were not possible to have
the advanced liberals kept in power by
the Labour vote. Was that not another
alternative? I wish to assure the House
and the country in definite language that
there was no obstacle as to numbers; but
the Premier did not take that line of
action, and the result is that His
Excellency’s commission has been handed
by the Prewier to his direct opponent.
I say in conclusion in reference to this
matter, that our own predilections here
were always in favour of a coalition such
as wonld have carried into effect within
the next two years nine.tenths of the
programme of the late Premier. Why
was it not possible for 26 members to
carry that programme out? No fanlt rests
with us (Indepeundents). I come to the
present position. T say at once that it
1s not responsible government to-day,
bhut government by permission of the
Opposition; there is no doubt about
that. As I bave said, if we are Inde-
pendent it is not our fault, and we have
sought to amalgamate ourselves with
those who we believe have nine-tenths

in common with us.
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Mr. H. Brown: Unfortunately, at '

the preseut time no party will have you.

Mr. MORAN: I do not want any
more of those boyish insults from the
member for Perth, becanse his position
does not warrant him in giving an
opinion atall. He is trespassing when he
presumes to have opinions of that sort.
When on the uestion of sewerage and
drainage, T shall be prepared to listen to
the hon. member. What is the present
position? We had an anuouncement
trom the Premier in the Press—uand this
is an important point, the other is past
history—that the Opposition would not
seek to bring about the downfall of the
Government just now. Accompanied by
that was another annguncement to

the effect that Ministers were to be

vigorously opposed in their constituencies.
I want to analyse that, If we are to have
a dissolution, the proper time is now.
If we are not to have a dissolution
to-day, it is highly wrong to put forward
a fair face in order to allow the Esti-
mates to come down, and important
business and work to be brought for-
ward; not to harass the Government
yet, but to bring about the same result
by defeating Ministers in their electo-
rates. Tt 1is vuntenable and unfair to
the Government and to the country.
T decline to grant an extended adjourn-
ment; for it is not going to le any
good to Western Australia to defeat any
Minister, and why? For this reason.
Supposing you defeat the Premier, or

the member for Menzies, two leading -

members of the Cabinet, what is the
inevitable result ¥ It means that in a
month from wnow you have a dis-
solution, and the trouble from which the
country is suffering to.day is aggravated
ten-fold Ly the delay and confusion
following a dissolution,
ultimately come.
defeat of Ministers meauns a dissolution a
month hence; that is inevitable. If
Ministers are going to he defeated or it
is sought to defeut them, why not bring
about the downfall of the Grovernment
to-day ¥ You save a month, and it is
just as easy to go for a dissolution now ;
it is almost as easy to have the turmoil of
a political election than one or two
Ministers defeated, even if it means
patching up the Ministry afterwards. Our
true course to-day is, not to allow Minis-

which must
Tet us be clear, the

an Amendmment.

ters to carry on—mnot to aggravate the
position by trying to defeat one or two
Ministers. Let us put the matter clearly
before the country; let us have plain
ideals, and plain common ends. Is the
idea, party first and country second?
Let us bave none of that. I shall not
consent to it If it is party aggrandise.
ment first and conntry afterwards, then
I will have none of that. Let us con-
sider the Ministry as individuals. I may
say at once, I should ba long sorry to see
any one of those members absent from
Parliament as an individual. Tf I do not
approve of them ag a Government, I am
taking the proper and -constitutional -
course to-day. I do nol think it is fair
on the part of men who are afraid to face
their own electorates, when they want to
bring about a dissolution to shoot from
behind and have a safe position. It is
not fair. We are here in Opposition in a
majority. I know the amendment will
not be caurried ; I regret it very sincerely.
Ag I stated, to my mind to-day is the
proper time for a, demonstration of force
made on behalf of those on this (Opposi-
tion) side of the House. Were there an
unnouncement in the Chamber of a proper
coalition between the parties with a
majority of 26-- and it wight be more—
were there a proper announcement made
to-day of a complete heal in the split in
the Labour party, und that for the next
two years we decided to carry through a
spectic programme under an alliance
which ghould last till next Parliament;
wera it possible to wake that announce-
ment here in this House to-day—I know
it may be trenching on prerogative, but
wo have a right to speak our minds here
—under those conditions a dissolution
would be impossible, where we have a
clear majority of the House who worked
together all the Jast twelve months to
carry through all the legislation of last
segsion, Let me not be ungenerous
when I say that on some matters we
differed, largely helped by the Opposi-
tion, but still on two motions of want of
confidence we clung together for the late
Premier, who now sits in Opposition,
there being a clear majority in the House ;
and the only question which nearly led to
w disruption of this party was the ques-
tion of the Midland Railway; and that
is gone. Were it possible to-day, or had
it been possible yesterday, to make an
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announcement of a coalition on a proper
working busis, the interests of Western
Australia would, I assert agam, have
_demanded not a dissolution, but that
members on this side of the House should
have come te the House to seek the
country’s gratification with a coalition,
which could have been brought about 12
months ago. Under those conditions,
there would not have been a dissolution,
and I am free to state to-day that in my
opinion a combination Government of
that character would never, under those
conditions, have been met during the
next two years with a solid Opposition
of 23 wembers. When I say that, I
bave the very hest grounds in the
world for deing so. I have to advert
to a leading urticle which appeared
this morning in our wmost influential
journal, the West Ausfralian. It is
oot usual to refer to articles of this
character, but the standing of the Weat
Australian, the weight of its opinion,
and the evident impartiality of its state-
ments right through this political crisis
demand, T think, that we here at least on
this bench take some notice of its
opintons on these matters. I way be
aillowed therefore to make one or two
observations in connection with the
article which appeared this morning, and
which T think needs referring to and in
one or fwo instances putting right from
our standpoint. We saw in a report in
the West Australien—and it was re-
peated in its leading article—that caucus
refused to ratify a working coalition with
the Independents. All T can say is I
have not officiully heard anything of that
sort vet. I do not know that the Inde-
pendents put forward to caucus any pro-
posals for a working coalition. Those
proposals have been there always. Our
actions in the House and country have
been a testimony to our desive all along
the line. Some of us have, I helieve,
sacrificed our own political preferment
with the idea of bringing about a coali-
tion on our side of the House. Members
will remember there was a conference
between these two parties a litile time
ago, and the apple of discord did not
come from the Tndependents. Tet that
be repeated. There was no objection, so
far as T can gather, from any Labour
member against & working coalition with
the Labour partv. I come to another
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statement in that article, in which it says
that parties will never be dome away
with. And the West Australian very

. sensibly goes on to point out that so long

as povernment lasts go long shall we have
interests, smwall at first, coming together
for mutnal protection and forming them-
selves into parties. That is how the
safety of the British Constitution goes
on. May theday be far distant when any
Bouse will be here and its members

| bound, pledged hand and foot to twe

opposing parties. I want to see party
govermment on those lines on which
we have known it for centuries past.
I want to see such party government
as will make it impossible for 11 ont of 21
men to decide the fate of a railway that
would cost a million and a half, when
perbaps the remaining 10 and another
19 here are opposed to it; but an iron.
bound caucus would enable that 11 prac-
tically to carry the measure against the
other 20. That is what I do not approve
of. That is why I say a coalition between
the Tabour Government and the Inde-
pendents would be productive of better
government than would be possible by a
Labour Government pure and simple.
We should be more likely to get independ-
ent speech, more likely to get minorities
represented. I hope we shall never geta
time in the British Empire when minori-
ties will not have the privilege of coming
together and banding themselves together.
That is how winorities live; that 1s how
justice is done. The splendid flezibility
of our eonstitution makes if, possible for
all shades of politicians to find a voice in
this House. Long mayitbesv. Another
assertion of the West Australion from
which T beg to differ is the statement
that Mr. Daglish had this fatal weakness,
that behind him he had not a wajority.
Again I repeat that Mr. Daglish had a
sufficient majority to carry him through
two motions of want of confidence— at
least on the occasion when he moved his
vote of want of confidence against Mr.
Jamea he had a mujority which carried
him to those benches, and kept him there
until he resigued himself. Again on the
no-confidence motion the other day—
[Me. Gorpow: On your amendment]—
cn three occasions, I am reminded by the
only wember who voted against him,
the Government Whip. Why he has
not been leader of the Opposition and i
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not at present Premier T cannot under-
stand. Mr. Daglish had a majority
behind him. But if the West Australinn
means that in connection with the Mid-
land Railway matter, which was discussed
in this Chawber, the then Government
were not in my opinion sufficiently strong,
and had not sufficiently definite opinions
on finance in connection with that
matter, that is right. But that matter
is gone; and | tremble to think what
chances there would have been of finane-
ing Western Australia, what chance my
friend Mr. Rason would bave had of

finuncing Western Australia, had he to

find a million and a half for that ruilway.
He will find it hard enongh to finance
this country without the railway. T
assert again that Mr. Daglish had a
majority, and had the means of making
that majority homogeneons ; for ulthough
there was this split in bhis party, that
party, on » motion of want of confidence,
was pledged to vote with him. We were
the only men net pledged to vote with
him on anything; but we voted with
bim loyallv on his general policy all
along the line, all the time pomting
out that we thought it a fair thing
that we should bave some knowledge
of what was going on in the country.
That demand remains unimpaired to-day.
I have told members that Mr. Daglish

had the means of making his majority -

as stable as any majority could be.

Mr. Harpwrior: I hope you do not
mean this (Government) side of the
House.

Mr. MORAN : I can simply say this.

I never in my whole life met a more
tolerant or more generously disposed
Opposition in regard to not aggravating
party differences than the Oppusition at
present sitting on that (Government)
side of the Homse. I think they con-
ducted themselves in u most eminently
fair-minded manner, and on every ques-

tion showed a most tolerant and gene- .

rous gpirit. In that matter there is not
a word of blame attaching to them for
the tactice adopted right through the
piece. As I have said, on two motions
of want of confidence Mr. Duglish com-
manded a majority. 1 refer, of conrse,

to the time when he went into office and -

we followed him; and I and others sit-

ting here were pledged to do so before |
our electors, pledged to give the Gov- |
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' ernment a fair trial, and we sought to do
it. It 1s to-day in this Chamber, be-
| cause of the split in the Labour party,
1 that the Rason Government is enabled to
last one day ; no doubt about that. Awnd
only because of the fear of the defection of
some of the Labour party is a dissolution
on a working democratic majority uot now
available. One other assertion in refer-
ence to the West  Apsiralian article,
which is of importance to us. It is
this. Tu speaking of us it asserts that
we have refused to ullow ourselves to
be incorporated with cither section. That
is a rather cleverly-designed word. I
have never heard it before in connection
with party politics, the word *incor-
porated.” I admit that it applies to the
Labour party ; I admit that they are
incorporated under u seal which they
cannot break. But it is not a fair word
+ to use in talking of an ordinary alliance.
If the West Australian means that we
have not made np our minds to take the
pledge and sign o platform—which I
. maintain was broken by the party them-
selves —and be subject to caucus ruole
outside the Chamber, that is true; but
it is not quite correct to say that we have
refused to ally ourselves with any party.
On the contrary, as | have been saying
" right through, we have sought such an
alliance as would be honourable to both
parties and would be in the interests of
. the country. But I do not think the
word ‘* incorporated " should be used in
connection with a matter of this sort,
because, as I have said, we have not been
desirous of making ourselves one of a
" cast-iron pledge-bound party. 'We have

ne disrespect for them whatever; nor

have we ever sought to break up that

party, or wade use of any organisation
against carrying on their own organisa-
tion. Our appeal has been that mn the
day of success the methods they used
when in a minority might very well be
revised, now they are in a majority. In
seconding the amendment by the member
for Gascoyne, I point out that if this
amendment of ours is carried this after-
noon, Mr. Rason, no doubt, will recon-
gider his position to-morrow morning,
and in reconsidering it he will doubtless
. be prepared to give His Excellency what
' advice he considers proper. One can
tely on Mr. Rason for always doing that,
for observing the strictest form in con-
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nection with these matters. That being
g0, either a dissolution willi be announced
right awav and the necessary steps be
taken to carry it into effect, or else there
will be a new Government formed,
whoge members too will have io go to
the country. In the second alterba-
tive, they can go just as quickly, and

(29 Aveuver, 1905.] '

can come back just as quickly, as

the five men now seeking re-election. So
there would be no loss of time in that
respect. In the event of a dissolution, all
will start from one mark. If there be a
dissolution, I hope and trust we shall
coms to some working alliance by which
the two parties in this House shall go to
the country firm and bound together for
the present. T do not see that members
need be afraid of a dissolution. It all
depends upon the strength of administra-
tion and the interest attending any

alliance made; bLecause the constitutional .

advisers of the Crown in this country as
in every other country know well that we
must exbaust the House first, and that
a dissolntion is the last resource. If we
can carry on majority government we
gshould dv so, po matter under what
conditions, and there should be a party
pledge given to carry on a definite line of
policy. That is sufficient. The amend-
ment wmoved makes it possible for
either of these courses to be adopted. I
regret the mecessity for woving this
amendment, and the amendmenl is
nob moved in a hostile sense against
Ministers persorally. 1 absolve myself
from any desire to hamper them in going
before the country. That, to my mind,
is not fair sport, T wunt to conclude by
stating that I have always objected to
this system in Western Aunstralia of
sending Ministers back, because the
system was adopted in the old days
always as a device against the poor man,
We know what elections cost, and thatin
this House there are not many rich men.
We know that the system of re-electing
Ministers has been abolished in New
Zealand; it bas been abolished in the
Commonwealth, which has the most
democratic constitution in Australasia;
it bas been aholished in South. Australia,
which from a democratic standpoint ranks
next to the Commonwealth., When we
have triennial Parliaments, and par-

" idea.]

ticularly when we have a clear issue like

the present, when not one man of the
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five bas recanted or crossed the floor of the
House, but when each of the new Ministers
has stood forth honourably at the call
of his leader to fill a position which
may be the Jawful desire of any member
of this House, where is the necessity
for snipeshooting individual Ministers?
more especially as such a course must in-
evitably, in a month's time, compel us to
do that which we, by refusing to take the
constitutional course, have said to-day
we will not do; our motive being to allow
the Estimates {o be brought in, and not
to harass the country. Well, if it be
wise not to harass the country, if it be
wise to-day to let Ministers Lring down
the Estimates, it is wiser still not to
delay the business of this country by
having re-elections at all. I hope I have
ag cleurly as possible placed my position
before the House and the country, in this
appeal Ffor either a frontal attack —a
movement right along the line—or for
allowing events to take their course, so us
to give the gentlemen now holding His
Majesty’s commission fhe chance which
they say they desire, to put before us an
active policy of works, and Estimates of

" which I believe the country to-day is se

sadly in peed.

Mr. A. E. THOMAS (Dundas): I deo
not intend to give a silent vote, but wish
to say bluntly that I shall vote in favour
of the amendment to the Government
propesal ; and for thig reason, Iconsider
1t to be a political crime for the present
Premier of Western Australia to attempt,
in view of his position i this House, to
fuce the by-elections of himself and his
Ministers. Personally, I think the ex-
Premier, Mr. Daglish, showed a certain
lack of backbone when he threw up the
gsponger. When he resigned be had in the
House an assured majority of three; he
had a majority of three on which he could
depend ; and I think we could at that
time have claimed that one or two
members of the then Opposition would
bave supported the Government. At
any rate, [ claim that the member for
Subiaco went out of power in a majority
of five. {[Mgr. Buraes: That is vour
Tt 1s, and I give it to the House
as my idea, not as yours. The member
for Guildford (Hon. . H. Rason) faces
this House to-day in a minority of three
at least ; and if a test vote were taken, it
is very questionable whether that minority
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would not be considerably increased. I
for one, if my vote will bring it about,
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!

will heartily welcome a dissolution in .

preference to the present state of affairs
in our Parliament. Tt cannot be said
that it is a new thing for a member of
this (Independent) bench to advocate a
disgolution as the beet remedy for the
present state of affairs. The mewmber
for Kimberley (Mr. Connor), on behalf
of the Independent bench, stated during
the last no-confidence motion that the
Independents, then on the Government
side of the House, would welcome a
dissolution, would welcome an appes! to

an Amendment.

result in the return of all the Ministers.
The member for West Perth said he
disagreed in auy opposition to Ministers
at by-elections; but I would point out

. that those who have been in the main

the electors as u whole, for a decision on .

pulitical affairs; and I think that is far
the best solution of the present difficulty.
One would have thought the new Premier,
before informing His Excellency that he
could carry on, would have first abso-
lutely assured himself, in order to assure
His Excellency, that be had behind
him a certain following, enough to
give him a stable majority as Fremier
to cerry on the affairs of the country.
I should like to kunow from someone
where that majority is to cowme from.

regponsible for oppesition to Ministers at
by-elections are those who have just
accepted portfolios and are themselves
seeking re.election. Particularly do [
refer to the member for Menzies (Mr,
Gregory), who, when a former member
for Coolgardie (Mr. Morguns) formed a
Ministry, strongly opposed ome of the
colleagues of that gentleman : T refer to
the late Judge Moorbead. The member
for Menzies, in company with a Laboeur
wember, took good care to spend all
his spare time in Mr. Moorhead's

constituency, trying to overthrow him.
And within the last few months, when

The Premier has with bhim 23, if we -

count every one of them. One, as we
koow and regret, is unable to be with us ;
and we hope the time will speedily come
when he will once more be in our midst.
But countivg them all, the Premier has
23 supporters. He cannot have reckoned
on the support of this (Independent)
bench.  If he assured His Excellency of
a working wajority, that majority can
have heen arrived at only in virtne of a
promise of support from the direct

Opposition; and I am given to under- .
stund that on any vote affecting the fate

of a Governwent, that (Labour) party

must vote as its majority decides in -

caucus. 'To-day the party sits in direct
Opposition. If it has decided to accord
its support to the Premier, it is sitting
in the wrong place. At all events, I take
it a8 an Oppositionist that the presence
of the ex-Ministers on the direct Opposi-
tion benches is proof positive that they
are not supporters of the present Gov-
ernment. If we adjourn this House for
a tine sufficient for the re-election of the
new Ministers, in my opinion that will
only postpone the inevitable day when
they must be thrown out of power. The
by-elections to be held may or way not

the member for Subiaco (Mr. Daglish)
saw fit to vecomstruct his Cabinet, we
bave seen that the member for Menzies
was particularly bitter in his opposition
to the re-election of the member for
Leonora (Mr. Lynch). Such members
cannot object if they are opposed at by-
elections. Personally, I have always dis-
approved of opposing Ministerial re-
elections; but these men caunot grumble
if they bave meted out to them the treat-
ment which they meted out to others,

Mg. Diadoxn: They are not grumbling
or making a song about it.

Mkr. Gorvon: Do not whine.

Me. THOMAS: The member for
Dundas is not whining; but the inter-
jector bas whined for a considerable tiwe,
and will probably whine again before he
is much older. Personally, I think it is
absurd to ask the House to grant the ex-
tension of time requested ; because if the
Government come back without losing
any of their Ministers, theéy bave then to
face this House in a hopeless minority ;
and that will be only a postponement of
what must inevitably come—either a
reference to the country as a whole, or a
change in the accupants of the Treasury
benck. I was returned as an opponent
of the James Adniinistration. I see the
perpetuation of the politics of that party,
practically the same personnel occupying
the Treasury bench as occupied it at the
time when I sat in direct Opposition, and
when 1 was returned again to oppose
them directly ; so I feel I have no option
but to record my vete to put an end to
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them at the earliest possible moment;

and I siacerely trust that the late Gov-
ernment will see fit to do that this after-

noon, instend of postponing it til after
the by-elections.

Honv. F. H. PIESSE (Katanning):
The House has already unanimously
agreed that the seats of the members who
have accepted offices of profit under the
Crown shall be declared vacant. Those
members have asked for a reasonable
time, go that they may go to the country
to secure the approval of their con-
stituents. The mewmnber for West Perth,
when seconding the amendment that the
House adjourn till this day week, asked
the House to agree to something to which
I think it ought not to agree, after
baving already agreed that the seats shall
be declared vacant. No one is more
anxious than I to see anend put to what
I may term the unsatisfactory state of
politics in this couutry, where since 1901
political life has been decidediy unrestful.
The hon, member considers that no Gov-

ernment withont a majority has yet sat

in this House; but I would puint out
that the Lenke Government, to which he
referred, came to this House and acted
without & wajority ; and lad it not been
for the action of the then Opposition,
who agsisted to carry on the business in
the hope that sowething definite would
be arrived at and a more satisfactory
position created, that Government would
not have been allowed so long te continue
in power without a vote of no-confidence.
As to the question to-day, if a dissolution
is to take place, it should take place at
once; but we have already agreed that
the Ministers’ seats shall be declared
vacant, thus giving them an opportunity
of going to the country; and as they
have asked for what is after all only
a reasonable time —constitutionally we
cannot make the time shorter—it is
surely the duty of the House to
agree to the present motion. If we
could terminate this state of things
and let some majority rule in this House,
from whichever szide it may come, and
if we could establish a stable Gov-
ernment, I think it would be in the
best interests of the country to do so.
However, I do not feel inclined at this
stage to agree with the remarks of the
hon. mewmber, preferring that the House
should act wore generously and accept
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" the motion of the member for Canning in

preference to the amendmeant,

Mz. J. C. & FOULEKES (Claremont) :
1 have in my hands a copy of the
Electoral Act, which lays down a pro-
vigion as to the time necessary for the
election of ordinary members of the
House. The samerule applies to Cabinet,
Ministers, It is laid down that the date
fizsed for the nomination of candidates—
and in this cuse there has to be a date
fixed for nominations, because in some

" cases there may be more than one candi-

date—shall be not less than seven nor
more than thirty days from the date of
the issue of the writ. I take it that the
writ will be issued to-day, so that the
date of nomination must be less than 30
days from now. Provision is also made
for the date of polling; and it is laid
down that the date of polling shall be
not less than seven nor more than thirty
days from the date of nemination.
Therefore, if the Ministers had thought
fit they vould have made the polling days
something like eight or nine weeks from
now. I think members seem to have
forgotten that cone of the Ministers is Dr.
Hicks, who was ihe mewmber for Roe-
bourne. Roebourne is one of the largest
districts in this State, and polling
places in that electorate are some-
thing like two or three hundred miles
apart. It is true that for some years
they have not had uny election in Roe-
bourne; butjudging from the threats one
hears from the ranks of the Labour party,
one can naturally expect that they will put
up a contest in the Roebonrne district,
which shows that it is absolutely neces-
sary that full and sufficient time be given
to the people of Roebourne for holding an
In those distant places a longer
time is allowed than for places like Perth
So as regards the time,
I do not see how any objection can be
brought forward to the proposal of the

- member for Canning. The member for

West Perth hus not been quite consistent
in his arguments. Atonesiage I thought
he was insisting on the necessity of having
a dissolution, but afterwards he went
on to try to prove that, even if we voted

* with him on this amendment, it did not

necessarily follow that there would be a
dissolution. I suppose the hon. member
thought it necessary to reassure some
anxious members of this House. The
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hon. member blamed the leader of the Jute |
Nelson), unless the member for Hannans
havingresigned, and complained that there :

Government, the member for Subiaco, for

wag a sufficient majority to have carried on
the late Governnent; and he tried to prove
that it was our duty to vote for his
amendment in order that a farther oppor-
tunity should be given to members on the
Opposition side of the House to form a
Government. J honestly believe that the
people of this State are tired of trving
any further experiments with a view to
expecting a permanent Government from
the House as it is at present constitated.
The remedy, of course, is a dissolution.
It ie quite true, as the member for West
Perth says, that there js a majority on
the Opposition side of the House:
but the hon. member quite forgot to
say that, although there may be a
majority as regards numbers, there is
no cohesion amongst wembers on that
side of the House as regards political
views. On that side of the House there
are 22 or 23 members who, as we know,
are most hopelessly disunited. Only
seven days ago the leader of the Labour
Government announced that he intended
to resign on account of dissension in his
own ranks. That was the cause of the
resignation of the Daglish Govermment.
Also, on the Opposition side of the
House there are four Independents.

Mr. A. J. Wigon: That is your
trouble. They are not on your side of
the House.

Mr. FOULKES: I wish at all times
to speak with that amount of respect
that may be due to those members,
They have a policy of their own.
member for West Perth says that he

insists on having u coalition with the -

Labour party, and that the views and
opinions of the Independent party should
be vepresented on the executive body of
the present Opposition party; and he
complained that in the past the views of
the Independents bad pot been sufliciently
represented. [ mention this to show
that the member for Subiace and the
member for West Perth agree that there
is"considerable want of cohesion among
members oa the Opposition side with
regard to their political views. We can-
not ezpect the member for Guscoyne
(Mr. Butcher), who represents such a
large squatting community—at least 1
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The

an Amendment.
views of the membor for Hanvaes (Mr.

chances to change hLis views in the next
few weeks. All I have risen to say is

" that I consider Mr. Rason should be

given a fair opportunity to set out
what policy he 1ntends to bring for-
ward. T agree with the member for
West Perth that it is not quite fair to go
in for this sniping business. It is all
very well for the Labour party to say

* that they will not oppose the motion of

the member for Canning, while, as the
member for West Perth says, altbough
they do ot eppose the adjournment here,
tbey are practically going to do it in the
vatious constituencies the Mivisters repre-
sent.

Me. A. J. Winson: What about the
Leouora election ?

Me. FOULEES: I know nothing
about the Leonora election. The people
of the State are anxious that this state of
affairs should be ended. I think all
parties in this House agree that it is
tmpossible to have a stable Government.
I can give the reason. It is entirely
owing to the four members of the Inde-
pendent party. One week wehad thesefour
members most cordially supporting the
Daglish Government, and the next week
attacking it more bitterly than the mem.
bers of the then Opposition. Ope week
we bave them suporting most cor-
dially the Rason party, and the next week
actively opposing them. The result is
that both sides of the House are abso-
lutely at the merey of the four members
of the Independent party. I believe that
the whole State is tired of this state of
affairs, and I am strongly of opinion that
the sooner these four members are sent
back to the constituencies they are sup-
posed to represent, the better it will be
for this House.

Mr.J. B. HOLMAN (Murchison) : In
my opinion this debate would pever have
arisen had Mr. Rason adopted what
should have been his constitutional
course, being sure of a majority before
forming the Ministry. I am strongly
opposed to any Government being con-
structed without a majority.

Mg. Pigsse: Did your previons Gov-
ment bave a majority ?

Me. HOLMAN: We had a majority
sitting behind us,and at present we have

do not expeet him—to agree with the | a majority against this Government. Tt
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does not redvund to the credit of the
Assembly if we allow a wmioority to
goveru the couuntry: it will show great
weakness on our part. The only solu-
tion is a dissolution at the earliest
possible date. T see no reason why
Ministers should be allowed to go to the
country to waste five or six weeks, as
the final result will be a discussion
in this Hounse, when a dissolution will be
bound to come. 1 am not prepared to
give the present (tovernment any sup-
port whatsoever. 1 do not think they
are entitled to any support. In my
opinion they are entitled to all the op-
position members of this House can give
them. We have heard something about
opposing Ministers when they go to the
country. I maintain the people in the
eountry are in duty bound, if they do not
consider Ministers should hold office, to
give all the opposition they can. When
we come to look back we fiud that ihe
member for Menzies (Mr. Gregory) made
u great tour through the country assist-
ing me to get a seat against the Morgans
Government. Now we find that three
of the strongeat supporters and two of
the defeated Ministers of the Morguus
Government are the celleagues of the
member for Menzies in the present
Government. Why should sie not oppase
such & wan, who has chosen to change
gronnd in so short a time, and who has
as colleagues men he has bitterly op-
posed in the past ¥ We do not peed to
look back far to see how bitterly the
member for Menzies opposed these
gentlemen in the past. Tam astonished
to see members of the ex-Morgans Gov-
ernment taking the hon. member in
with them. When we see the relics
of the James Government and the
relics of the Morgans Ministry trying to
rule this country with a minority, I think
the only thing we can do as right-thinking
members of this Assembly is to send
members of the House back to the people,
s0 a3 to allow them to adjust matters in
the House in & much better manner than
at present.

Me. H. DAGLISH (Subiaco): I in-
tend to support the motion moved by the
member for Canning, but at the same
time I may he pardoned for expressing
surprise at the fact that o Government
has been forwmed which it now appears

dves not possess the confidence of 4 |
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majority of members of this House.
When I resigned, it was not, us the
membet for West Perth has indicated,
because of the result of a vote taken on
the DMidland Railway question, but
because of the fact that I did not feel
sntisfied that T possessed the confidence
of all the members sitting on the then
Govermment ‘side of the House, and 1
was not content to retain office without
having that assurance. 1 proposed to
recommend His Excellency to send for
one of my colleagues, had one of those
colleagues of mine been willing to under-
take the vesponsibility of forming a Min.
istry; and that, ns it appears now, would
have been perhaps the more proper pro-
ceeding, However, no hon. member who
was then sitting with me in the Ministry
wag willing to undertake that responsi-
bility, #nd I therefore had no alternative
but to recommend His Excellency to send
for the then leader of the Opposition
(Mr. Rason). I did so, believing that
the member for Guildford would not
undertake the task of forming a Ministry
without satisfying himself that the Min.
istry he foraed could secure the support
of a majority of members of this House;
and I felt satisfied that if the hon. mem-

ber found ke could mot form u Govern-
ment that had the confidence of a
majority he would return the commission
to His Excellency, so that it might be
open to me to recommend that a dissolu-
tion take place. T claim that if a disso-
lution is necessary now, or was necessary
a week ago, I, as the holder of office who
had not been defeated, had the claim to
the dissolution if a dissolution became
necessary. Lt seems to me that that is
the plain conatitutiona] position. If the
member for Guildford resigns, or is un-
able to obtain & majority for any Ministry
he way form, that Ministry should not
have been formed. But the member for
Guildford should have been in a position
{o give un assurance that he had behind
him a Ministry with a sofficient majority
to vnable him to carry on the business of
the country. Coming to the present
stage, I want to state that, personally, I
do not fear and nuever did fear a dissolu-
tion, although T desired to avoid one and
desire to-day to avoid one, because one
bas to think of something higker than
personal considerations or party consider-
ationsa; one has to think of the interests
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of the country, and it seems to me it
would be a distinet disadvantage at the
present time to have a dissolution if any
party in the House can command a
majority, if any Ministry can be formed
which can obtain the support of a
majority of members. For this reason:
most of the works are completed, or
nearing completion, and it is impossible
for any new works to be started uniil
parliamentary authority has been given.
It is therefore desirable, before the three
or four months that must be taken up in
the election of a new House and the
asgembling of a new Puarliament are
entered upon, we should first of all
have our Loan Estimates and the Bsti-
matea of Consolidated Revenue approved
by the House, so that the business of the
country may not stop for a long term ata
period when we require the fullestexpendi-
tureon public works thatthe circminstances
will allow us to carry out in the interests
of the State. That was the reason that
made me desirous of avoiding a dissolu-
tion at the present time; that reason
existed a week ago, aud exists to-day.
Although the leader of the new Ministry
has taken what appears to me to be a
very unconstitutional action, I am not
prepared to adopt any proposal to destroy
the Mivistry once constituted without
knowing what the policy of the adminis-
tration may be. 1 want to know what
their policy is, I want to know what
their administration is likely to be ;and I
should be sorry indeed to see any indica-
tion in this House of a sudden-death
wotion in respect of any Ministry that
may exist or that may be formed here-
after, unless indeed such motion were
carried after a general election, when the
iwo opposing parties had had at least an
opportunity of placing their views before
the country, and the colntry were aware
what the contending policies were, and
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not to support the amendment. I feel

. confident that in the interests of the

* the affairs of

when a lengtby discussion was unneces- .

sary to place the pros and cons before the
electors of the State. For this reason, in
addition, I intend to support the motion,
at the same time reserving to myself the
right at any future stage to take such
action as may be necessary, according as
the policy or administration of the new
Ministry justifies it.

Me. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret) : It
is unfortunate that the leader of the
Opposition hus indicated his intention

State the majority sitting oun this side of
the House should not allow the minority
to rule. It was pointed out by the mem-
ber for Eatanning that when he was
wember for the Williams and leading
the Opposition in the old Parlument,
and when the late Mr. Leake was Pre-
mier, a similar position then existed
as exista to-day. [ certainly say
the Leake Government had control of
the couatry with a
minority. But whose fault was that?
The fault of the then Opposition, led by
the member for Katanning, who is now
sitting behind the present Glovernment.
As I interjected when that hon. member
was speaking, the time the TLeake
Government were allowed to rule was
when members in Opposition were con-
solidating their forces to make sure that
when they moved an adverse motion it
would be successful. But we have a solid
26 on the Opposition side of the House,
and there cabnot be more than 23
members on the Government side. There
is no necessity for any delay such as 1ook
place when there was minority rule by
the Leake Govepninent. The Opposition
are in a position to-day to camry the
amendment only for something that
occurred previously which will not
permit men to record their votes. I
would like to say that it is more fair
and manly for us on the Opposition side
to put an end to the Government to-day
than to go to the country and fight
individual members in their electorates,
which bas been described as sniping by
the member for West Perth, and T think
it 1s a very good phrase. I would like to
point out to the member for Dundas that
the member for Menzies on one occasion
came to help me; but we were then fight-
ing a Government with a majority in the
House, and unless we sniped they wounld
have remained with that majority. It
was for those in Opposition then to defeat
Ministers, so that we could reduce their
majority. We auccessfully soiped on
that occasion. If we in Opposition were
in a minority and the Government had a
majority of two or three, it would be right
to fight against Ministers in their elector-
ates, 80 a8 to reduce their majority and
increase the minority. We would be
justified in doing that. While we have
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the power in tlLis House, if we believe the |

electors of ihe country are behind us, we
ghonld pnt an end to the Government to-

day. I do bope, while we are notina’

position in consequence of what has been
announced by the leader of the Opposi-
tion, to put an end teo the Ministry to-
day, that it will be the duty of the
House to take up that position on the
earliest occasion possible.

Mz. A. J. DIAMOND (South Fre-
mantle) : I ask members of the House to
think of their honour and the honour of
the House. We are practically pledged
to vote for the motion, 'We have declared
the seats of Ministers vacant, and the
carrying of the amendment wounld be an
act of treuchery on the part of members
and unworthy of mewbers of this House.

Me. Moraw: That is out of order.
The word is distinctly against parlia-
mentary rules ; it is not permissible.

Mz. SPEAKER: I did not hear the
word applied to any member.

Mr. MORAN: I ask you to rule, Mr.
Speaker, that * treachery,” applied to any
motion before the House, is distinctly
out of order.

M=x. SPEAKER: The hon. member
has not applied the term to any member,

and I cannot therefore ask bim to with- .

draw it.

Mz. Taomas: Itisapplied to a motion
moved by a member.

Mz, DIAMOND: It ia clear to a
majarity that an understanding had been
arrived at apparently to give she Govern-
ment the adjournment.

Mgr. Moran: They got it.

Me. DIAMOND: The catrying of the
amendment would be an act of gross
treachery on the part of members of the
House. 1 say the House would be guilty
of treachery if the amendment be carried
by the House, and 1 appeal to members
to hare some regard

Me. THOMAS: I consider the member
in his remarks has referred to me per-
sonally. The amendwment has been moved,
and I stated my intention to vote for the
amendment ; and the member for South
Fremantle bas stated that members who
voted for the amnendment would be guilty
of gross treachery. )

Mz. SPEAKER: If the hon. member
takes the word to apply to himeelf, I will
ask the member to withdraw.
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Mr. THOMAS: Seeing I announced

. my intention of voting for the amend-

. ment,

I ask that the hon. member
withdraw the word. And I suppose the
mover of the amendment will ask for a
withdrawal also.

Mg. DIAMOND : Seeing that the cap
has been fitted by the hon. member to
his head, I withdraw the remark.

Mr. THOMAS: T ask for an un-
qualitied withdrawal.

Me. SPEAKER: The Bpeaker must
be the judge in these matters, and I do
not think that the hon. member is in
order in objecting to the general appli-
cation of certain terms.

Me. DIAMOND: I have a great
regard for the honour of the House, and
I think it is necessary for me to say that
no one could be less frightened about the
result of an election than I would be.

Mr. Conyor: What!

Mi. DIAMOND: The House will
stultify itself by carrying the. amend-
ment. I shall be very surprised indeed
if the amendment is carried, and I think
it would be an act of gross injustice.
This action has been taken while Minis-
ters are removed from the House by the
acceptance of office : it should have been
taken at a previous period.

Mg. MoraN: When ?

Me. DIAMOND : When the Indepen-
dents offered themselves body and soul
to the Labour party: it should have been
done then. The member for West Perth
has repeatedly referred to the word
“we.” I would like to know since what
timne within the last few hours have he and
his colleagues become members of the
party on the Opposition side of the House ?
I think everymember of the House has a
perfect right to vote as he likes; and I
as one jealous for the honour of the
House, ask members not to stultify them-
selves, but to vote for the proposition.

Mr. W. B. GORDON : I do not think
any member of the House is surprised at
the amendment, coming from the quarter
it does—the four Independents of the
House. We know that during the last
12 montbs their politics have, to speak
kindly, been very erratic. The member
for West Perth has told us there can be
no coalition between thefour JTudependents
and the Labour party, for the simple fact
that the Labour party was itself dis—
united. If there could be wno coalition
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previous to the resignation of the Daglish I
Government, I would like to ask to-day,
is there any chance of a coalition ? Has |
that breach been healed to-day in the
ranks of the Labour party ? This House
knows, I suppose, but I would like to
make it plain to the country, that the
Todependenis capnot join the Labour
party or coalesce with them, not on that
ground, but on other grounds; the
grounds that were mentioned in the
amendment of the member for West
Perth on the Address-in-Reply, in the -
no-confidence debate. The member for !
West Perth has endeavoured to lead the
couniry off the track in telling us to-day
thut the bone of contention has been
removed. He wants the country to
believe the bone of contention haz been
the Midland Railway. I wish I could
read the amendment on the no-cunfidence
motion by the member for West Perth as
against the Daglish Governmeat. It not
only mentions the Midland Railway, but
it accuses them of bad finance. Itaccuses
them of managing theaffairs of the Statein
a dastardly manner; it accuses them of
having nobusinessacumen atall; therefore
I want to emphasise to this House and to
the country the fa:t that the hone of
contention to-day us between the Inde-
pendents and the Labour party has not
been removed, and Mr. Daglish has not
proved himself any better financier since |
the time that amendment was moved on
the no-confidence motion, but, if anything,
a worse financier. As regards the con-
stitutional aspect that has been placed
before this House, if Mr. Rason or uny
member of that Ministry were in his seat
to-day, he would absolutely answer that
accusation as to the step taken being
unconstitutional. The time will cowe,
and very soon, when DMinisters will
have an opportunity of answering that
accusation and showing what an uofair -
attack it bas been; but they are
vot in their places to do so now. It
will be proved clearly from constitu-
tional authorities that their conduct in
taking office has been in accordance with
constitutional procedure. I may say
that 1 expect the four Independents to
vote even against their own amendment,
especially if they see many of the Labour |
party sitting or voting with us. i
Me. F. Covrvor (Kimberley) rose to !
speak. -
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Me. Gorvon : Is the hon. member in
order ?
M=z. Mopan: Certainly; I have not

‘finished vet.

Mr. CONNOR: I want to pose now as
a member of the Legislative Assembly of
Western Australin who took up the
democratic standpoint 13 years ago, when
there was not any other democrat, at alt
events who at present has the honour of
gitting in this House, who took that
standpoint. I took that standpoint when
T came to this House, not because of any
policy or because it suited me, but because
with my whole heart 1 supported dewo-
cratic measures, and I continued in that
position, too. I have staved in that posi-
tion all the time I have been in this
House. I have never changed my
position from one side fo the other to
benefit mywelf in all those 13 years,
although I have had opportunities. Con-
sequently I can reply to some of the
remarks, the inginuations, the ignorant
remarks, may I say, of particularly one
member who has spoken in this debate.
I will remind the Labour party of the
time when I was sitting in opposition to
the James Government and when they
were supporting the James Governmont.

-1 will ask them to go through the pages

of Hansard—what we say may not

much; it 18 not a guestion of what we
gay, but how we vote—I1 will ask thew to
look through these pages and see the list
of votes. T ask them if I have not given
them loyal support right through the
piece, even when sitting in opposition to
them. I can refer to the member for
Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor) as to that.
Insinuations are thrown out broadeast,
not only against the party to which I
have the honour to belong, but against
the individual members of the party;
that they are unworthy and unjust, and
are not justified by what has taken place
in the past history of this Government,
this Parliament, this House. I want to
say that in my opinion there can be oanly
one end to the position in this House,
and that is what was mentioned when I
made a very eloquent speech on the last
no-confidence motion. I spoke for, I
I saidall in
that thirty seconds which I felt at the
time, and I could say all I have to say in
thirty seconds here My words would be
that there is only one sclution to this
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difficulty. and that is for the members of
this House to appeal to the people, and
allow the people to decide. I took that
stand theu, sud T tuke it now; aud I have
no hesitation in telling members that I
will take that stand to
end. Whether it is a Labour party, a
Conservative party, a Democratic party,
or any other party sitting on those
benches, 1 will oppose that party so long
as the discontent existing at present
through all sections of this country pre.
vails. I bold that so long as that exists
it is my duty as a member of Parliament,
and it 18 the duty of every member here,
to take the same stand, and let the
people decide who is right and who is
wrong. [Memser: Make your amend-
ment 24 hours.] Sudden death! If
members want leave for 24 weeks 1
cannot help it. I would have them, not
personally but u#s a political factor,
finished in 24 winutes, if T could be of
that much service to the country. 1 will
not give a silent vote on this question.
It has been pointed out aguin and again
that the democratic—and I class myself
in that category—majority in this House,
for reasons which nobody can understand,
and which that democratic wajority, at
least the leaders of it, cannot explain, is
going to allow a conservative, an ultra-
conservative majority, to rule this conutry,
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some other great financial centres con-
cerped ; they can tazke, for instance, the
city of Glasgow, the second city in the
Empire — what are they ,ruled by?
Their revenue is greater than ours, and
their population perhaps tenfold. Here
we have o Government sitting with all
this paraphernalia, and these gentlemen
hungering for office; all these gentleinen
scrambling for office, and it is only
scrambling for office, 1 hold
Mg. SPEAKER: The hon. member is
not in order in making those remarks.
Mr. CONNOR: I will withdraw the
word “scramble,” and I will not apply
another word I was going to apply to
themn, I will not say that they are
treachercusly looking for office. This
party of four, of whiech I am one, has
been accused by nearly all sections of the
Press of having been office-seekers. I
want to say first of all that I am not an
office-seeker. I am not going to bave
the opportunity, but I ask members to
believe that no position in any Cabinet
would tempt me; so consequently I think
i ts hardly fair that we should be taunted
as being office-seekers by not only the

. Press and a large section of the public,

That is an unfortunate position of affairs, .
and to my mind it points te one thing
and one thing only; and I am guing to °

say something now which may be con-
sidered as far-reaching, perhaps too far-
reaching. The position in this House

to-day only points to onme thiug, and that

is the abolition of Parliament as it exists
in the States of Australasin., I sayit

must come, and very soon, when such a !

stute of affairs as exists to-day in the
present House must be stopped; and
under the present system I do not know
how we are going to stop it. T want to
konow why the great Cawnadian States
which are ruled by practically county
councils, greater places than Australia,
with greater revenue, more population,
more wealth, are not ruled by a Parliament
such as sits here, that grabs, one side or
the other, for office—who will be in office
and who will not be. They are ruled by
a system of government which I hold
would be of value to this country if it
were introduced bere. Members can take

but by members of both sides of the
House. TLet me tell members, and
perhaps some of them do not know it,
that this party has been offered seats in
a Cabinet by buth sides of the House,
What 1 say now 1 know, because I
personally was there. The offer was not
made to me, but I was present, and I
know both sides of this House offered
seats in the Cabinet to members of this
party as soon as this party was formed.
MEe. Gompor: Not enough to catch

you.

Me. CONNOR: Your party offered us
two, anyhow.

Mz. Gorpon: You wanted four.

Mzr. CONNOR: The hon. member's
party offered us two seats, and [ think
we could bave got two honorary port-
folios if we had joined them. I did not
intend to say that, but it is absolutely
true. I wish the hon. mewber would
take breath for a little while. We were
accused by an hon. member of selling
ourselves body and soul to the Labour
party. The Labour party offered us
positions in their Cabinet. [Me. BoLTox:
When?) I would rather you did mnot
ask me ezactly when. I say it is true.
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If the bon. member denies it, I will tell
him when; but I think it will be as well
not to ask me.

Mg. Avagwin: He canoot deny it.

M=g.
Minister supports me. It wasso. We
Independents were prepared Lo work with
the Labour party, and all that we asked
of them was a certain position. It was
not a paid position, but an homorary
position in their Cabinet ; and the position
did not eventuate.

Me. F. F. Wison: Who was the
cause of its not eventuating ?

Mz. CONNOR: It did not eventuate,
anyhow. I do not think it will make
any difference how much or how little I
talk. 1 wish to say that if nobody else
calls for a division on this amendment, T
shall. T think I have made my position
clear, or made it clear at all evenis that
I do not want office. The amendwment
will put the position clearly before the
country ; it will show whether the leader
of the Government and his party are
justified in flouting the wishes of the
people who sent them here; and it will
prove whether or not the late Govern.

[ASSEMBLY. |

CONNOR: The ex-Hopnorary

ment kept the pledges they made to |

introduce and pass democratic meusures
in this House.

Mz. M. F. TROY (Mount Magnet):
I intend to say a few words before this
vote is taken; because I, like other
members on this {Opposition) side, feel
very strongly on the question at issue.
The party (Labour) of which [ amn
s wember are in a minority in this
House as compared with Government
supporters. who number 23 to our 22
Locking ut the position from that stand-
point—becanse I can look at it only from
the standpoint of my own party—I must
recognise that the Government are m a

majority. When the leader of the Oppo- .
sition (Mr. Daglish) retired from office,

Le retired, as he said, because he did not
think he would be able to carry on the
Government with honour to himself,
with credit to his party, and with
advantage to the country. The present
Premier was sent for, and, however he
did it, must have satisfied the Governor
that be had a majority in this House.

Me. Moran: So he has. He will get
it directly, and a big one too.

Mg. TROY : If be has not & majority,

I for one cannot understand why he was |
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entrusted with the formation of a Cabi-
net. The position of parties to-day
ghows that he has not a majority; and
the Premier must have known that when
he formed his Cabinet. 1 feel thut he
bas comwmitted a grave breach of the
Constitution ; because, recognising that
the ex-Premier could not carry on with
his majority, how could the present
Premier hope to carry on with a
minority 7 He could not hope to do so;
therefore I say with aull respect to the
Prewier that he must indeed have been
desperately anxious for office. How will
his action appear in the eyes of the
country ¥ The people must recognise,
and cannot' help recognising, that the
position of affairs is very indecent: a
majority in Opposition, » minority gov-
erning the country. [Mgr. Diamowrp:
Unanimously.] Unanimously, we are
told. When I bear in miad the personnel
of that Ministry, the members of which
were only a few years ago opposed to one
another, but are now sithing cheek by
jowl on the Treasury bench, I ask, how
can they bhope for long to be in a majority,
or to be unanimous, if they are true to
their political opinions? Only a few
vears ago we had the spectacle of the
present Minister for Mines (Hon. H.
Gregory) and the Premier (Hon. C. H.
Rason) opposing the present Minister for
Works (Hon. Frank Wilson) and the pre-
sent honorary Minister in the other
Chamber (Hou. M. L. Moss). To.day
we have them, ore would think, applying
their minds to the circumstances of the
position.

Mgz. Gorbon: The same as your party
have done.

Me. TROY : The member for Canning
has no mind to apply to anything. When
I look at that minority, when I recognise
the radical members for Wellington (Mr.
Hayward), Murray (Mr. McLarty), and
Irwin (Mr. 8. F. Moore), and that eminent
socialist, the member for Perth (Mr. H.
Brown); when I see those great liberals
and democrats the members for Katan-
ning (Hon. F. H. Piesse) and York (Mr.
Burges)

Mge. GORDON: Is the hon. member
right in criticising the present Ministry?

Me. SPEAEKER: He is quite in order.

M. TROY: I am certainly in order,
though the member fer Canning would
like to rule me out of order. When I
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recognise the different political opinions

held on the Government side of the
House, I, like other Oppositionists, recog-
nise that Guvernment supporters must
be a very unanimous party. To my
mind, when the Premier found. he
bad pot a majority, he should bave
informed the Governor that bhe could
not carry on. ‘The @(Governor would
then have sent for the member for
Subiace (Mr. Daglish), who, not being
able to carry on, would have made an
appeal to the country; and then the
political atmosphere would have been
mere or less cleared. There is no getting

away from the fact that to the majority ,

of members the present position of affairs
in this House is ubsolutely intolerable.
It cannot obtain long, and the sooner un
appeal is made to the country the better.
It seems to be the intention of the House
to give the Premier an opportunity to
formulate his policy. After all, what
sort of policy can we expect ?
been promised by the member for
Canning that the Government will con-

sider the Estimates; and I suppose the !

only other part of their policy will be the

in themselves.
policy we can expect; for what other
policy can come from sueh & Government
as is now in power? In conclusion, I
do wot think that the present Premier
has acted wisely or well in taking office.
I cannot understand how any man in
such a position would take office, unless,
as I said before, he was desperately
anxious for office.
how such a Government, composed of

We have -
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ber had a majority, and I can look at the
question only from the standpoint of my
own party, which is in a minority of one,
and therefore cannot put out the Govern-
ment

MRg.Moraxn: Whataboutthemeasures?
Never mind the party.

Me. TROY : The Government are ina
majority of one compared with my own
party; and if the Lubour party wereina
majority of ome I say it would be
their duty at the earliest possible moment,
to end the travesty of government that
exists to-day.

Mr. C. C. EEYSER (Albany): I in-
tend to vote for the motion. Personally,
I should favour a dissolution, if T thoought
it would bring about a state of affairs
different from that existing to-day; but
we have no guarantee that on an appeal
to the country parties will be altered.

Mr. A. J. Winsox: That is good.

Mr. EEYSER: The hon, member in-
terjecting pretends to be in favour of a
dissolution, and hus urged it at times;
but yesterday he was not quite so willing
to face a dissolution. The point I wish

' to emphasise is that the Daglish Govern-
old gag abont the restoration of public
confidence, that iz of public confidence '

That is about the only

ment took the reins of ofice when they
had o winority in the House. Thatisan
absolute fact. They could not depend on
the support of the Independents on any
question brought forward. The Indepen-
dents reserved the right to support the
(Government when they thought fit; and

i the Gtovernment had no control over the
. Independents.

I cannot understand °

men of all political creeds, can hope to -

formulate a policy for this country. I
for ome, if the party of which I am a
member had a majority, would not allow
the present Ministry to live longer than
to-day ; because I do not think that such
men as the Minister for Works, the
Houorary Minister in the Upper House,
and the Colonial Secretary, can legislate
in the interests of the majority of the
people of this State. Years ago the
country gave out distinctly that it
bad no confidence in these gentlemen;
and I think it has the same feel-
ing towards them to-day. I feel
very strongly on this matter; and I say

Mr. Tromas: Has any Government
any control over anybody ?

Mr. KEYSER: The Independents
have always been a separate body
in this House; and apart from
the Independents the Daglish Gov-
ernment was always in a minority.
The Labour Government voluntarily
retired from office becanse of dissension
in their own party. There was no
adverse motion to put out the Daglish
Government, who, had they thought fit,
could have been in office to.day. But
rather than remain in office whilst they
had the voting support of their own
party but not its moral support, they
resigned ; and surely no Premier could
remain in office when he bad not the
unanimous support, both by voice and
vote, of his party ? After the Premier

aguin, if the party of which f am & mem- ; retired he advised His Excellency to send
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for Mr. Rason, who was sent for and
formed his Ministry. Until Mr. Rason
has proclaimed his policy, we do not
know whether or oot he has a majority
in this House. If the Rason policy 1s
sufficiently liberal and demoecratic to
appeal to me, I shall support the Rason
Government. I shall not support any
(Government simply becavse it is consti-
tuted of certain members. I shall sup-
port measures,

Mz. Borrow: Do you expect them to
be liberal ?

Me. KEYSER: If the measures are
liberal I shall support them. If the
Premier proclaims a policy which X eon-
sider to be illiberal and reactionary, I
shall take the first opportunity, should a
motion be moved, to put them out.

Me. A. J. Wirson: But do you not
want sympathetic administration of
measures ?

Me. KEYSER: I certainly want good
administration. T would favour a restin
legislation and a return to administration,
if the adwministration is good. The
member for Yilgarn fears a dissvlution
more than I do. I am not afraid of a
diezolution. While I aspire to be the
representative of a constituency in this
State, it is not all T aim at; and if I
could bring about a stable Government
my seat would be sacrificed at any time
to do s0. L am quite with the member
for West Perth m his desire to bring
abouat that state of affairs; but I contend
that if we put the Rason Government out
to-day, it will be purely on personal
grounds and because we take exception to
certain gentlemen as members of that
Ministry. It is immaterial to me
whether Mr. Daglish or Mr. Rason is
Premier, so long as the measures are
hiberal and so long as the legislation is
democratic. That is all I require. The
personnel of Ministries does not come into
my consideration at all, in one sense.
The reember for West Perth said that if
the Rason Government wers put out, a
dissolution is not inevitable. If it is not
inevitable to-day, it is not inevitable a
month hence, not in any sense. In fact,
if Ministers go to their constituencies and
one or two are defeated and this side of
the House is thereby strengthened, we
would have a much better chance of carry-
ing on the government of the country
than by a dissolution. All that we
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require is a strung majority able to carry
on the government of the country.
Personally, I regret that though there are
about forty democratsin this House we are
anable to form a democratic Government.
I think it is unguestionable that there
are only about ten conservatives in this
House. [Mgr. Borrow: I should like
you to nume them.] Does the Labour
party think wore of its party than it does
of the country ¥ Is it not willing to
submerge its sectional interests, and meet
other democrats in the House to form one
bedy which would bring about stable
government ? Although a Labour mem-
ber I am prepared to join with any
democratic party that can be formed in
this House.

Me. TavLor: You are a good brand of
Labour member!

Mr. KEYSER: I am not a hide-
bound Labour wember. I do not think
more of the Labour party than I do of
the country.

MEe. Neepnanm : You had better cross
the floor.

Mr. KEYSER: I have supported the
Labour party at afl times in what I have
considered the interests of the State;
and if a good democratic party can be
formed out of the present House I am
prepared to join it. If it is cast on de.
moeratic lines it is immaterial to me who
is leader. It is my opinion that the fanlt
of the Labour party is that its memnbers
are too hide-bound, too exclusive, too
conservative; and if there are any mem-
bers of this party in favour of liberal
legislation, is there any reasuon why the
democrats could not form one compact
body?

M=z. Horawv : You tried it.

Mr. KEYSER: I would try it, and I
would do so at any time.

Mz. A. J. WiLsow : But you did try,

Me. KEYSER: I am willing now to
try. The wember for Forrest alludes to
a meeting which did not suceeed. Why ?
Not because the Independents did not
hold views in common with ourselves—
(Me. A.J. Witson: I am referring to
the present. Grovernment.]—for our views
wre practically in cowmon. Why we
could not come to an agreement was
because of dissension in our own party.
So long as our party remains as it is
there can never be any cobesion. There
is not the proper feeling that ought to
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exist, and not the willingness to sub-

merge personal opinions and work for the
good of the whole. For these reasons I
gupport. the motion of the member for
Canning. Ishould like to see the amend-
ment withdrawn, if the hon. member
would consider the suggestion. [Mz.
Morawn : 1 should like to do su, but they
won't let me.] I think it would be wise
to do so. TIf the policy of the Rason
Government is not liberal and does not
meet with our approval, let us turn them
out.

Mz. THOMAS : They are in a minority.
That is good enough for us.

Mr. KEYSER: Until the policy is
delivered, we cannnt tell whether the
Rason QGoverament will command a
majority or not.

Me. A J. WILSON (Forrest): I
have no desire to give a silent vote on the
important issues engaging the attention
of the House to-day. I bhad already
arranged my vote before the amendment
moved by the member for Gascoyne was
submitted. I had decided on all ques-
tions at issue to-day to pair with the
member for Bounlder (Mr. Hopkins); and
consequently whichever way the member
for Boulder may be looked upon as voting,
my vote will go against that hon. mem-
ber's. In reply to those members who
have said that we ought to wait until such
time as the policy of the new Government
is proclaimed before taking any decisive
action, I want particularly the members
of the Labour party to remember that
but a short time ago a joint meeting was
held between representatives of the
present Government and representatives
of the present Opposition. T refer to the
predominant part of the Opposition. I
wonder what the object of that meeting
was. Was it simply a little conversazione
or féte-a-téfe batween representatives
representing the then Government and
the then Opposition, or was it a legiti-
mate and honest attempt on the part of
the two largest parties in this House to
do what the hon. member for Albany has
just suggested ought to be done? [Me.
KEysEr: Both wanted their owan way.]
Quite so; and that is the obstacle before
us  to- day Is there any indication
before us of the remotest possi-
bility of the position of a few weeks
ago being changed by the mere fact
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that there has Leem » change in the
position of parties? It may be so;
it may be that the salubrious influences
of the cool shades of Oppusition—[Me.

 Liyrou : Or the healing band of time]—

may have worked a miracle upon the
political sentiments of some members
now occupying seats on the Opposition
gide of the House or the sentiments of
members on the other side; it may be
that members on the Government side
may be prepared to-day to entertain pro-
posals from the Opposition upon which a
working allinnce may be arrived at. I
am one who has always said that the
paramount consideration, so far as the
Labour party is concerned, is measures
and not men. With all due respect to
the late member for Sussex (Mr. Frank
Wilsen), although we as Labour men
always look upon him as the key-stone
in the arch of opposition to Labour
politics, I am prepared to say here that
if that gentleman is prepared to mend
his ways in the future, in common with
bis colleagues, and to give us a policy and
measures which we believe will make for.
the material progress of this State,
I am quite prepared to occupy this seat
on the Opposition side of the House
for the next two years, or the next
ten years, or the mnext twenty years,
and allow him to occupy a seat on the
Ministerial bench. I may say in passing
that I do not think a dissolution would
have the effect of displacing me or caus-
ing me to lose my seat. In fact, I believe
I could go farther than some members
are prepared to go in thie matter and say
that I believe that my constituents have
such implicit confidence in the represen-
tation I have given them in this Chamber
that they will see that I shall not have
any opposition. But notwithstanding
the fact that my own position is better
assured as far as my seat is conrerned
than of any other member of the House,
I say the tiwe is by no means ripe for a
dissolution of this Farliament. I say we’
have grave and important issues to con-
sider. We have the advice of the leader
of each party in the House, that the most
important issne at the present stage of
affairs is the question of the financial
position of our State. If that be so, if
there be unanimity in the minds of the
three leaders in the House on this ques-

| tion, it occurs to me that the right thing
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to do is to try and bring about a condi-
tion of aflatrs which will enable us to
give the necessary attention to that im-
portant phase of the question and the
affairs of this State. I want to say in
regard to some of the actions of the pre-
sent Grovernment, that I think we have
just canse for disagreeing. I huve uno
desire to suggest aunything in regard to
any action ; but I notice an extract in the
newspapers under * Latest Mining,” und
this is a very late report.
* State Battery Charges-—Mr. Gregory's
Prompt Action—Refuses to Sanction
Increased Churges.” 1 submit this is
undue generosity on the part of a gentle-
man who has just been appointed to a
Minisierial office, and whosge appointment
has not yet been endorsed by his consti-
tuents. This strikes me as being a most
unfortunate action on the part of the
Minister for Mines, tuken at a most
unfortunate iime,

M=zmper: How many batteries has he
in his electorate ¥

. Mg. Moran: Do not let us deal with
personalities.

Mu. A. J. WILSON: I do not care if
he has one or many. I do not go into
the question whether the charges are too
bigh or too low; but I say a wmatter of
that kind vught not to be interfered with
until after the result of any election lkely
to take place has eventuated. TIn my
opinien, 80 far as the present constitution
is concerned, there iz only one thing that
an honourable man can do who finds
himself in the position of leader of this
House, und who finds himself facing
practically the solid opposition of 26
wmembers against 23 members on his own
side; the only posicion in those cirenm-
stances appears to be for the Premier to
recognise that his Government does not,
by the position members have taken up
in the House to-day, possess the con-
fidence of a majority of members. That
being so, how does the request of the
member for Canning, who is acting on
bhehalf of the Government to-day, for an
adjournment for five weeks, compare with
the action of the leader of the Opposition
who the other night, without any vole on
the matter, while the four Independents
were sgitting on the Government side,
and believing he had the moral support
of 2 majority, voluntarily resigned and
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advised the Governor to send for the
leader of the Opposition? Does the
position of the Premier contrast with the
position of the leader of the Oppozition ?
In my opinion, and I Dbelieve in the
opinion of the country, it will contrast in
a4 wmost unfavournble light. In this
instance, iostead of putting off the
inevitable for a peried of five weeks, I
think it would be a graceful act on the
part of the Premier to make an appoint.
ment with His Excellency the Governor
for 6 o'clock this evening and pass in his
cheques; and either advise His Excellency
to dissolve this Parliament or send for
some other hon. member who may pro-
bably be able, even with the scattered
party remmants of 25 or 27 that
obtan in the House to-day, to form a
stable Government. I think that the
position is perfectly clear that the Pre-
mier and the new Government will find
it absolutely impossible to carry on, except
under one condition, and that condition
is that the policy which was supported
some 18 months ago by the present Min-
ister for Mines and the present Colonial
Secretary and the present Colonial Trea-
surer will be put forward as the policy of
the incoming Government. If the Pre-
mier does this, I believe I should be
inclined to join hands with the member
for Albany and say tbat if the Govern-
ment are prepared to bring forward the
progressive policy that their predecessor
(Mr. Jawes) was prepared to meet the
Houge with, we should have a consider-
able amount of pleasure in helping them
to carry the programme into effect. I
believe the present Minister for Works,
in view of the eircumstances and position
of the House to-day, might even be
induced to adopt a more progressive
policy than has been his wont hitherto.
Are the three members of the Cabinet
I have referred to likely to be domi-
nated by those three members of the
Cabinet who were in the combination for-
merly got together by Mr. A. BE. Morgans,
when the Labour party on that occasion
had the greatest possible pleasure and
greatest satisfaction in joining hands
with the present Minister for Mines and
the Colomial Secretary in {rying to bring
about the defeat of those new Ministers ?
It is quite evident, at all events so far as
I amn concerned, that those of us who
believe in a progressive reform policy in
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this country have vot the remotest pos-
sible prospect of getting that from the
gentlemen likely to occupy .the benches
on the other side of the House for the
next few weeks.

Mg. Borees: That is your idea.

Me. A. J. WILSON : I think it is the
idea of the member for York; otherwise
be would not be sitting where he is. If
the hon. member were satisfied the Gov-
ernment were likely to bring in a bold
reform policy, [ do not know where he
would sit. {Interjection by Mk. BuraEs.]
If the hon. member will come Jdown to
my constituency I shall have the greatest
possible pleasure in taking him on.
[MemBER: Two to one] Yes, I will
give him ten toone. Tsay, having regard
to these circumstances, there seems to be
no possible prospect of our getting any.
thing like a policy which will be satis-
factory to members sitting on this side
of the House; and if that be the case, if
there be no prospect of it, if the only
policy is to be the policy enunciated by
the member for Canoing (Mr. Gordon)
this afternoon—Estimates avnd nothing,
but Estimates—tben I feel tbere is no
justification . for our putting back the
parliamentary clock for five weeks now,
or putting it forward for five weeks,
as the case may be, and at the
termrination of that period our having
brought about a position of affairs
which will throw us mto chaos for pro-
bably another 12 or 15 weeks, pending
the . dissolution of this House and a
general election. I say that under the
circumstances, the right thing for the
Premier to do, in my opinion and I
believe in the opinion of the majority of
the country, is to return the commission
to His Excellency the Qovernor, and
advise him to dissolve Parliament or send
again for the present leader of the
Opposition.

Me. W. C. ANGWIN (BEast Fre-
mantle): I regret very much that the
time has come when we have a Ministry
in office and not in power. I wish now
to deny the statement which has been
made that the Labour Ministry when
they took office did so without being
backed up by a majority of the members
of this House. I think that if we only
go back a little way we shall find very
clearly that there was a distinet motion
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voted on in this House, and on that
motion the Lubour party went over to the
Ministerial Lenches. T have been some-
times trying lu puzzle wy brainsg as to
why the four members now sitting on
the Opposition cross-benches, and whe-
had for some cousiderable time sat on
the benches opposite, have heen picked
out as the only portion of that In.
dependent party to be the butt of o large
number of wembers. I think it has been
done for one reason—because they acted
consistently with their votes in putting
the James Government out of office some-
where about 12 months age. There is
not the slightest doubt that some mem-
bers in this House do not act consistently
with the vote they gave at that time.
Had they done so, they would have sup-
ported the Labour party during the past
12 months in carrying on the business of
the country. If they had done that,
there would have beex no necessity for
the climax which has been reached
to-day. I only trust that the position
in  which we are placed will be
looked at very keenly by the electors
of this Btate, I very much regret that
the present Ministry should have taken
office with a minority, and I also very
much regret that T am in such o position
that I cannot vote to put them out, The
position they know is there.

Me. Coxnor: Then the hon. member
has no right to be in this House.

Me. ANGWIN: That is a matter of
opinion.

Mg. Corxwor: It is not a matter of
opinion,

Mpr. ANGWIN : Certain circumstances
have taken place us stated by the member
for Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor) just now,
which debar me from faking the action
I should very much like to take, and
which T regret very much I am not in a
position to do, in regard to the overthrow
of the Government. I only trust the
time will not be far distant when this
will be entirely vemoved. I ounly hope
that the Ministry which has just taken
office will bear in mind that it is in &
minority, and will reconsider its position
and recommend His Excellency to send
for some person who will carry on stable
government in this State.

Question—that the words proposed to
be struck out stand part of the question—
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put, and a division taken with the follow. *

lag result:—
Ayes
Noes

2¢
4
25
Noes,
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Connor

My. Thomas
Mr. Moran (Teller),

Majority against

ATE
My, Bath
Mr. Bolton
My, Brown

Mr. Cowcher
Mr. Laglish
Mr Dmmond

Mr Hnrdmck
Mr. Harper
Me. Hastie
Mr. Hoyward
Mr. Horan
Mr. Iedell
Mr. Keyser
Mr Lyneh
I.
Mr, Myn
Mr. E. F. Moore
Mr. Needham
Mr, Nelson
Mr. Piesse
Mr. Scaddan
%}r. ‘Taylor

ilso
Mr. Gordon (Tellar).
Awmendment (one week) thus pegatived.

MAIN QUESTION.

Mzr. MORAN: T am anxious, like
everybody else, to see this question
settled before the tea adjournment.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hou. member,
bhaving seconded the amendment, is notin
order in speaking to the motion.

Mr. MORAN: 1 have not yet spoken
to the motion, but to the amendment.

Mr. SPEAKER: The mover and
seconder of an amendment are out of the
debate, unless a farther amendment is
moved.

Mzr. THOMAS : Before this question
is finally disposed of, I think it 1s neces-
gsary for someone from this ([ndepen-
dent) bench to state that the Indepen-
dents called for a division because they
were informed by some that an arrange-
ment had possibly been arrived af, and
informed by others that an arrangement
had been arrived at, between the Premier
and the ex-Premier. It was therefore
necessary, in order to establish the posi-
tion of parties, that u vote should be
taken. We Independents attempted to
take a vote in order to kill a Ministry
that had no right ever to exzist unless
it had been pledged support by the
present leader of the Opposition ; because
no support was offered by the In-
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dependents. Therefore, if the Premier
was able to assure His Excellency of a
working majority, that wmajority must
have been assured by the ex-Premier and
present leader of the Opposition. That
was why the Independents took the
amendment to a division; and T think
we have proved to the country that those
people who occupied the Creasury bench
one short week apo, with a wmajority
behind them, were afraid to auttempt to
put their principles into practice; were
afraid to bring Bills before the House
with a view to placing them on the
statute-book ; but went into Opposition,
and are now according their support to
the party which a week ago attempted to
throw them out of office. That is the
position to-day. A coalition has been
arrived at between those who attempted
1o force the Labour party out of power
and the Labour party, who of their own
free will vacated office. We Independents
have shown that we have not altered our
opipions; we have shown at 1he first
available opportunity that we oppose to-
day exactly the same party that we first
sthrew out of offi ¢ at lbe inception of
this present Parliament. We have at the
first opportunity defined our attitude by
calling for a division, to bring sudden
death to that Ministry which bad no
right ever to come into being; and I for
ane regret that the vest of the Opposition
—presumably they will sit in Opposition,
though they will be only half-bearted—
did not see fit to put a sudden ending
to a Ministry which bas no right to
exigt, I seriously suggest to the Labour
members that they should allow the duties
of active Opposition to devolve upon the
Independents, who are prepared to take
them; for be they 4 or 45, the Inde-
peudents are prepared to do their daty,
and not to sit on one side of the House
and vote with the other.

Me. DAGLISH: It is nol hecessary
for me to make any statement for the
benefit of members of this House ; but as
any remarks made here find a pluce in
Hansard, I rise to state, without farther
commment, that members are perfectly
aware that no arrangement whatever has
been made between the Premier and me.

Question put and passed.

‘the House adjourned accordingly at
eight minutes past 6 o'clock, until T'ues-
day, 9rd October.



